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FOOD CONSUMPTION OF URBAN FAMILIES®
INTRODUCTION

This bulletin presents the results of surveys
made in 194349 in which appreximately 4,500
schedules were furnished by households on their
food consumption for & week and on certain family
characteristics. It includes also & comparison
of the findings with those of a survey madein 1942,
and, of particular interest to rescarch workers, &
review of some of the problems and methods of
analyzing food consumption data. A report on
the nutritive value of the household food supplies
will be published separately.

The surveys reported are (1) a naitonwide sur-
vey of urban housekeeping families in the spring
of 1048, 1,558 schedules; (2) survevs of house-
keeping families in 4 cities (Birmingham, Ala.;
Buffalo, N. Y.; Minneapolis-5t. Paul, Minn.; and
San Francisco, Calif), in winter 1948, 1,066
schedules; and (3) seasonal surveys of selected
types of housekeeping families in the same 4
cities in spring and fall 1948 and in Bumingham
and Minneapolis-3t. Paul in spring and summer
1949, 1,865 schedules.?

The findings provide basic date on food con-
-sumption patterns of population groups, needed
in educational and marketing programs and in
programs of research in human nutrition, home
econiomics, and utilization of agricultural products.
For example, the data show the share of income
spent for food by the different groups, the kinds
of foods the various groups customarily use in a
week, the division of the family food dollar among
different kinds of food, and the amounts of food
obtained without direct expenditure. The im-
portance of various factors in accounting for
dilferences in food consummption among the popula-
flon groups is indicated by classification of the
data by family income, family size, and other
characteristics, and separate presentation of data
for families in four cilles and in different seasons,

The kinds and quantities of food consumed in
1948-40 differed relativelv little from those
found at the date of publication. The overall

! The surveys on which data in this report are based
were initiated under the direction of Margaret G. Reid.
Among those who assisted in various stages were Sadye
Adeizon, Ennis  Blake, Elizaheth TDavenport, Lillian
Fincher, Eleanor Hemm, Elizabeth Langford, Minnie Belle
Melntosh, Mary Ann Moss, Betty Peterkin, Helen Strand,
and Beatrice Vaccara.

% Many of the data were relcased in preliminary form
within a year or two of the dates of schedule collection in
order to make materials available for immediate use.
A list of the earlier publications is in appendix D, p. 201.
The present publication hrings togetherin final form the
most important of the tables previously released, together
with some not published before, and presents the resulis
of further research.

index of per capita food consumption of the Bu-
reau of Agricultural Economics stood at approxi-
mately 100 from 1948 through 1953 (12, 13).°
Bome long-term trends in demand continued dur-
ing this period, but these were not large enough
to change the basic quantity relationships found
in 1948-49. A few individual foods have in-
creased or decreased markedly in consumption,
but most of such changes are in the form in which
the same agricultural commodity was marketed
rather than in the total quantity consumed.
Examples are frozen foods, especially citrus eon-
centrates, some of the dairy products, and flour
mixes.

Dollar expenditures for food as reported in this
publication, on the other hand, doubtless are
below those that would be reported by comparable
groups of families in the early 1950°s. Food prices
rose 8 percent between 1948 and 1953 (26). 'This
price increase, however, was about the same for
different groups of foods (except beverages), so
expenditure relationships among them have proba-
blv changed little since 1948.

The incrsase in food prices took place at the
same time that per capita disposable income was
increasing (21 percent from 1948 to 1953) (3).
On the whole, consumption patterns of today
would be expected to differ relatively little fromn
those indicated by this publication. Generally
speaking the analyses of factors affecting con-
sumption, the division of the family food dollar
among food groups, and the interrelationships
found in the consumption of various foods are
probably as applicable to food consumption in
the carly 1950% as in the survey period.

Surveys as extensive as those reported in this
publication cannot be summarized briefly. PartI
presents some conclusions drawn directly from the
basic data in the tables in appendix A and from
the more complex analyses made in part T1.  Part
I1 is an examination of some of the problems that
confront the analyst working with family survey
data and includes results of various approaches
taken in analyzing data. Included are many
special tabulations not directly obtainable from
the appendix A tables.

The methods used in collecting the data, in-
cluding a detailed description of the sample design
and its appraissl, are presented in appendix B,
pages 174 to 192. A glossary cxplains the major
terms used in this study. The schedule forms
are réproduced on pages 193 to 200.

* Ttalic numbers in parentheses refer to Literature Cited,
p. 54.



PART].

RESULTS OF THE SURVEYS

Urban Food Consumption Studies, 1948-49 )

Expenditures for Food

Food expenditures of urban families, as reported
in the 1948 spring nationwide survey, averaged
almost $26 a family for a week (appendix table 29},
With an average family size of 3.29 persons, about
%8 a week per person was spent for food, including
meals purchased away from home. About a third
of all the families reported food expenditures be-
tween $7 and $10 a person. More than two-thirds
{70 percent) had per person food expenditures
within the $5 to $12 range (appendix table 30).

This $26 food expenditure amounted to one-
third of family income for the week of the food
report. For the group as a whole the average
income for this week was $80, before deduction of
ineome tax.

Food purchased and eaten away from home
accounted for 84 of the average of $26 spent for
food. Food away from home included meals at
school, at work, other restaurant meals, and food
and drink consumed between meals. Nearly
four-fifths of the families reported expense for
some food or drink away from home, either meals
or between-neal snacks, Those families having
any expenditures at all of this kind during the
survey week averaged $5.

In addition to purchased food, family food sup-
plies for the survey week included small amounts
of home-produced food and food received as gift
or pay. As many as 32 percent of the families
reported that they had some home-produced food
during the preceding year, end 29 percent received
food as gift or pay in addition to guest meals or
meals recetved as pay (appendix table 25). But
these sources made & relatively small contribution
to the family food supply; only 4 percent of the
money value of food consumed at home during
the week of the study was home produced or re-
ceived as gift or pay (appendix tables 45, 46).

Data on the quantities consumed and money
value of foods presented in this report are on a
household, rather than family, basis. In other
words, food served to guests, hired help, and to
boarders, in addition to family members, is in-
clided. The meals served to these additional
persons in the household were relatively few, 11
percent of the total {appendix table 28). Aver-
age household size {calculated in terms of the
number of meals served) was 3.42 for the group,
and average household cxpense for food at home
was $23. This $23 average household expendi-
ture for the week provided food for 72 meals.
Thus, average food expense came to 32 cents for
each meal served to 2 member of the household.

2

Among the food groups, meat, poultry, and fish
ranked first in the household food budget, vege-
tables and fruits second, and milk and milk pro-
ducts, third (table 1). Of every dollar spent for
food to be prepared at home in an urban house-
hold, 30 cents was spent for meat, poultry, or fish,
19 cents for vegetables and fruits, and 16 cents
for milk and milk products excluding butter.
Flour, cereals, and bakery products eclaimed 10
cents; fats and oils, 7 cents; and all other foods,
18 cents of the household food dollar.

Quantities of Food Consumed

The average amounts of purchased foods used
by urban households in a week in the spring of
1948 are shown in appendix tables 3244, The
foods included in this “market basket”’ of approxi-
mately 100 pounds of food (excluding soft drinks
and alcobholic beverages) are given below for all
households and for two income groups:

| !

i l Households with
: Jincomes between—
POAID
. house- .

Food | Unit
| holds | 100D | $5.00
: and and
$2000 | $7.500
Fluid milk. - ____._.__ Quarts__.1 10.6 | 7.4 [ 117
Evaporated,condensed, | Pounds_.' 1.6 ! 23 1.1
dry milk, !
Cream and fce ecream___|. _do_ .. | 1.3 .7 1. 7
Cheese. ______________J.._do___._ 1.0 .7 1.3
Tablefat ______._____. sowdooo ool L4 11 1.4
Shortening . ________.__ _o.do o .9 1.1 .6
Mayonnaise, salad [__.do____] _8§ .7 .8
dressing, and oils,
Flour and cornmeal. .. | __do_____| 2. 8§ 41 1.8
Cereals, spaghetti, |-..do_. .. .77 2.0 1.5
macaronl. ‘
Bread. .. __ . _.____.__. j---do_____| 81 5. 6 5. &
Other baked goods____;._. do_._. 2.1 1.8 22
Eggs . ... _.__ Dozens___| 1.8 1. 4 1.9
Meat, poultry, fish_____{ Pounds__{ 10.5 | 8.7 11.3
Sugar_ .. _edo___t 2.9 3.0 2.4
Sirups, jellies, candy. . _|._.do_____ 1.2 1.1 1.1
Fresh fruits__________. __do.____| 11.8 85 14. 1
Potatoes,sweetpotatoes_!___do__ .| 7.0 | 6.3 5.7
Other fresh vegetables..| __do. . | 92 74! 103
Canned and frozen | do..._.! 4.2 2.8 4.6
fruits and juices, ‘
Canned and frozen | __do__._.| 3.2 2.7 3.4
vegetables.
Soups and prepared |._ _do_____| L2 .8 1.2
foods. i
Dried fruits, vegetables, |._.do ... | 1.0 1.1 .8
nuts, peanut butter. i
Coffee and tea. _____ -‘.‘_,dn-_,_h; 1.t 1.0 1.3
Average house- | Persons...' 3.42 | 3.23 | 3. 31
hold size, ‘ ‘
\ ! )




TasLE 1.—Division of the household food dollar

[Housckeeping families of 2 or more persons, 1948]

‘ Urban honseholds, nationwide survey, spring | Househaldls in 4 cities, winter (all incomes)
Food group 1'_ o '_I ’ ‘ o [ i
C Al 51,000~ $3.000- | §5,000- Birming: | g gy, @ Minheapo- San
- | incomes $2.006 $4,000 7,500 hamn } b lis-3t. Paul | Fruncisco
Pereent | Pereend Pereent Percent Percent Percenl Percent Percent

Meat, poultry, fish.. ... .. 20.5 1 29.4 28. 9 .7 20,1 20.4 26. 30. 2

Vegetables and fruits ..o o-.-_- 19,3 18. 4 18.7 12. 8 17.6 ;171 i8. 1 19. 5

Potatoes________._ e 1.9 2.2 2.0 1.5 20! .9 2.2 1.6

COther fresh vegetables_ .o ... 6.4 6.1, 5.9 1 6.6 | 50 4.5 4.2 7.0

Fresh fraits_ . o o oo 54 4.7 5.3 6.3 1. 4 4.7 4.9 4 8
Canned, frozen, dried fruits and vege-

tables . - - 5.6 5.4 5.5 5.4 6.2 6. 0 6.8 . 6.1

Milk, cream, cheese, ice cream__________ - 15.8 15.0 16. 3 16. 2 142 0 16. 3 18,2 | 13.90

Flour, cereals, and bakery products. ______ 10. 3 12. 4 10. 4 8 9 11. 5 11.1 10. 2 9.1

Flour, cereals.. .. _____ . oo 30 4.5 2.8 2.1 52 2. 8 2.7 2.5

Bakery products.__ ... 7.3 7.0 7.6 8.8 6. 3 83 7.5 6.6

Fats and oils {including buttery___________ 6.8 7.6 6.7 6. 3 7.8 6. 5 7.9 6.3

L0 TR 4.4 4.6 4.4 4.2 5 8 1. 8 4.4 4, 6

Sugar, sweebs. ... oo 3.1 5.4 3.5 2.6 4. 0 3.9 3.5 2.7

Mizcellaneous (beverages, prepared and ‘ :

partially prepared dishes, nuts, soups,

condiments) .o oo e memoo- 10. 8 9 2 11.1 11. 2 10. 0 10. ¢ 11. 4 12. 6

Total e 100.0 | 100.0 ‘ 100. ¢ 100. 0 100.0 .~ 100. 0 100. 0 i 100. 0

Source: Appendix tables 32—-44 and 62-66.

Data for the many individual items that appear
in appendix tables 33—44 are used in cstimating
potential markets for foods, in determining quan-
tities of food to be included in price indexes and
food budgets, and in studying patterns of urban
consumption. Quantities are for amounts of
purchased food used during & week, regardless of
whether the food was bought during the week or
earlier. For a sample of ihis size, differences
between the averages for purchases and purchased
quantities used would be expected to be slight.

In addition to the purchased quantities used
during the week, urban households used 4.6 pounds
of food either produced at home or received as gift
or pay (appendix table 45). Fresh fruits and
vegetables accounted for almost half of this
amount.

For many purposes, information on variation in
consumption, as well as the average amounts
consumed, iz useful. The fact that some families
use relatively small amounts of a group of {foods
shows possibilitics of market expansion and eppor-
tunities for changes in food habits for improved
nuirition., Consumptlion by families that use a
great deal, on the other hand, indicates the maxi-
mum amounts likely under ecconomic conditions
and habits of food use prevailing at the time of the
survey. The variation for milk (including equiv-
glent of cheese, cream, and ice cream) consumption
is an example: 29 percent of the families consumed
st home fewer than 3% quarts per persounin a weel,
30 percent from 3 to § quarts, 27 percent from 5 to
7 quarts, and 14 percent used more than 7 quarts
per person {(appendix table 49). The range for
eges in the week studied was as follows: 10 percent
used fewer than 3 eggs per person, served or in
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home cooking, 28 percent used 3 to 5, 26 percent
used 6 or 7 eggs, 21 percent used 8 but fewer than
12, and 14 percent used & dozen or more eggs per
person.

It is possible that a reporting period longer than
a week would have reduced the extremes of these
distributions. In other words, some of the families
with low consumption may have been compen-
sating for high consumption the week before the
survey, or the reverse. But even with a longer
reporting period, wide variation in the amounts of
foods consumed, even when foods are grouped, is
characteristic of consumption habits in a popula-
tion group. Some data for the same families for 3
nonconsecutive weeks in 1948 indicate that for
many major food groups, almost as much variation
existed for the 3-week averages as for the 1-week
data (pp. 15 to 20).

For individual food items, the proportion of
households using any of an item during the survey
week may be especially informative to market
analysts and to home economists and other educa-
tors concerned with improving food habits from a
nutritional viewpoint. For example, according to
appendix table 38, 63 percent of all urban house-
holds used oranges during the survey week; 40
percent, lemons or limes. Twelve percent used
raisins or dried currants (appendix table 40). A
longer reporting period would undoubtedly
increase the percentages using all the items. This
fact should be noted in comparing this study with
others in which housewives are asked, “Do you
use an item (1. e., any during an unspecified period
of time)?”

Variation in consumption can also be studied by
classifying familics by a family characteristic, such

3



as income, and comparing the eonsumption of one
group of families with that of others. Some of the
variation in consumption that appears to be associ-
iated with a few socio-economic characteristics of
families s summarized in the following sections.

Relationship of Food Consumption to Family Income

Family food expenditures differed considerably
among income groups (fig. 1). For example, the
group of urban famlies in the nationwide survey
with Incomes between $1,000 and $2,000 spent $17
& week for food in the spring of 1848 compared
with $31 by the group with incomes between
$5,000 and $7,500 (appendix table 29). The
former are the “low-income” families in this
survey, comprising with the few with incomes
below $1,000, the lowest fifth of the income distri-
bution. This $17 average expenditure amounted
to 45 percent of the week’s income for the group
in the $1,000~82,000 income class. The propor-
tion with expenditure for food away from home
{56 percent) was considerably below the entire

oup, and the average expenditure per family for
ood away from home was only a little over $1.
This provided for an average purchase of 1.42
meals away from home in the week in addition to
be;;ween-meal food and beverages (appendix table
28).

$ %

o . $ spent during 1 week .

% of week's income spent

1 overo

underl 1-2 2=-3 3-4 4-5

INCOME (thousand dollars) 1947

Ficure 1.—Food expense and income: Family expense for
food at home and away from home and percent of income
spent for food, urban families in the Tnited States,
spring 1948,

Families with incomes from $5,000 to $7,500 are
used here to illustrate the food expenditures of
those with higher incomes. In this group, food
expenditures accounted for only 24 percent of the
week’s income. Expenditures for food away from
home were reported by 90 percent of the families,
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and the sum spent amounted to $7 a family. The
EFOUP averaged 7.09 meals purchased away from
ome during the week,

_Another way to look at the decrease in the rela-
tive Importance of food expenditures with increas-
ing family income is to compare the increase in
food expense with the increase inincome. Table 2
shows that in general the increment for food as &
percentage of the increment in income declines as
family income increases.

The hi%h-ineome families spent more for most
groups of foods. Among the major groups in
which foods are classified, only for flour and
cereals was spending higher by the low-income
families. The division of the food budget,
however, was much alike for high- end low-income
families (table 1). For example, meat, poultry,
and fish took 29 cents of each food dollar spent by
the low-income group, and 31 cents of each food
dollar spent by the group with higher incomes,
Milk and milk produets tock 15 and 16 cents of
the food dollar of the two groups; flour and cereals
44 and 2 cents, respectively.

Quantities of many groups of food were also
larger in the market baskets of higher income
families, Differences were especially marked for
cream and ice cream, cheese, fresh and canned
fruits, fluid milk, soups and other prepared dishes,
eggs, fresh vegetables, and meat, poultry, and
ﬁsﬁs (p. 2 and appendix tables 32—44).

TanLe 2.—Food expenditures and income

[Crhan housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the
United States, 1947]

|
Food expendltures, Incre-
Family incoma

e tan) | ST | M0n

expense

Income {dollars) pe?gce.aﬁt-

Incre- Incre. | 220!

Average | ot jAverage| oy mimei'n

: ineoyme

Doilars | Dollars | Dollars | Dollara | Pereent

1,000-1,999________| 1,555 |..____ L YT P
2,000-2999__ _____ 2, 505 950 |1, 027 282 20.7
3,000-3,899_____.__ 3, 485 980 |1, 208 181 i8. 5
4,000—4,999_______. 4,421 936 11, 371 163 17. 4
5000-7,499________ 5, 861 |1, 440 11, 442 71 4,9
7.500 and over._.__ 11, 766 |5, 905 (1, 997 | 565 9.4

Seurce: Appendix table 25.

Income elasticity ¢

To provide & summary measure of the relation-
ship of income and food consumption, coefficients
of income elasticities have been computed. The
relationship expressed is that of the relative change
in food consumption to the relative change in
income, other things being equal. This relation-
ship is generally interpreted as indicating the

* A fuller treatinent, with emphasis on the problema
involved in estimating elasticities, is presented in pt. II,
pp. 32 to 43.



potential expansion in food consumption that
might result from an increase in income, or, con-
versely, the possible cut in food consumption that
might accompany income decreases. The elastic,
or income sensitive, items in consumer expendi-
tures are usually referred to as “luxuries” while
the inelastic items are termed ‘‘necessities,”

The data from this survey indicate that in 1948
(using the family’s income for the year 1947 as
the measure of income) 10 percent higher family
income meant from 3 to 5 percent greater family
food expenditures, depending upon estimates of
the effect of family size. Probably the “best”
estimate for that year would be approximately 4
percent greater family food expenditures with 10
percent higher family income, or an elasticity
coefficient of 0.4.°

The income elasticity of food expenditures is
low compared with that of other broad eategories
of family expenditure, such as clothing, recreation,
and personal care. Obviously, the demand for a
total poundage of food cannot be much greater as
family income increases, because in this country
most low-income families already have food in
sufficient quantity to meet their calorie needs,
With higher income comes the consumption of
more of the relatively expensive sources of calories
and the payment for more prekitchen processing
and meals at restaurants. At the same time,
smaller quantities of some of the cheaper sources
of calories may be taken,

Expense for food away from home, because it
includes charges for preparation and service of
meals, can be increased almost indefinitely by
high-income families if family preferences so dic-
tate. Food purchased and consumed away from
home by urban families in 1948, chiefly meals
purchased in restaurants, had an elasticity of
three times that of food at home, reflecting the
demand for services that go along with restaurant
meals. In other words a 10-percent higher family
income meant 9-percent greater expenditures for
food away from home comparad with only about
3-percent greater expense for food served at home,

Among the several food groups, frozen fruits and
vegetables ranked highesi in income elasticity;
cereal products, lowest. But, in general, tgc
elasticities for commodity groups appear to be on
the low side. Only for three foods—frozen fruits
and vegetables, fresh fruits, and beverages—do

§ This estimate can alse be changed with the use of
income data for a period longer or shorter than 1 vear.
For example, when the week’s income is used as the
measure of family income, the comparable coefficient is
0.26, B8ee Evaluating the Income Data Used for Classi-
fication, pp. 33 to 35.

The coefficients presented in this publieation are in

. geneTal slightly lower than those reported for this survey
by Fox (6). Different types of adjustments have been
made in this report to take account of the fact that income
groups differ in charaeteristics that affect consumption,
guch as family size. These adjustments are presented in
pt. TL, pp. 35 to 43.

the dats indicate that with a 10-percent difference
in income was there as much as a 3-percent
difference in the quantity consumed at home or in
the expenditure for the food. ¥or flour, meal,

astes, and cereals (not including purchased

akery products), an increase of 10 percent in
income meant a decrease of 2.5 percent in house-
hold consumption and 1.5 percent in expense
(table 22).

Because the commodity data refer only to con-
sumption at home and do not adequately allow
for food eaten away from home, they cannot yield
a precise ranking of elasticities. They do offer,
however, an indication of food preferences of
urban families. The more money they have, the
greater will be their emphasis on frozen fruits and
vegetables, beverages, fresh fruits, canned fruits,
vegetables, and juices, meat, poultry, fish, milk,
fresh vegetables, and eggs. Consumption of
bakery products, fats and 0'1%;, potatoes, and sugar
and sweets may increase with family income up to
about the median income and then decrease.
Consumption of flour, meal, pastes, and cereals
decreases throughout the income secale.

The computations in part II upon which the
above statements are based have been made only
for major groups of foods. Individual foods within
rroups may be exceptions to the group averages.

or example, the income elasticity for steaks is
much higher than for the meat group as a whole.
Data in appendix tables 3344 make possible cal-
culations for many individual purchased food items
and for other groupings of items,

Because higher income families make more
expensive selections of items within food groups
or may pay more per pound for individual foods
than do lower income families, income-expenditure
elasticity is usually higher than income-consump-
tion elasticity. For the meat, poultry, and fish
group, for example, the price paid per pound in-
creases with income. The average price paid by
urban families in the spring of 1948 ranged from
56 cents per pound by households with incomes
under 81,000 {0 74 cents per pound by those with
incomes of $7,500 and over {from appendix table
32). The price paid per pound for the selection
of fresh vegetables (excluding potatoes) used by
the higher income group of families was also higher
than that for the Jower income group (19 cents and
15 cents, respectively). TFor both of these com-
modities, the expenditure elasticity coefficients
were at least 50 percent higher than the consump-
tion elasticity coefficients (table 22).

For bakery products, the elasticity for money
value is considerably less negative beyond the
$3,500 income level than the elasticity for quantity
(—0.03 compared with —0.16). This is explained
by the higher price per pound paid by the higher
income families, in turn the result of the larger
proportion of the total spent for the more expen-
sive type of baked goods, that is, “other” baked
goods—cake, pie, rolls, crackers, cookies, For



these income classes, the pertinent data are as
follows (from appendix table 35):

Propertion of all

Price per pound bakary prodiots

Income (dpllars)
All
bakery
products

Bread | Other | Bread | Other

Cends Cente Cents | Pércent | Percent

3,000-3,999.___ .. | 2041152371 76.1 23.9
4000-4,999_ _______|21.1| 152|383 747 253
5,000-7,499.__. ____ 2211153 |388|7L1] 289
7.500 and over_____. 23.5 159 417 [ 70.8 | 20.2

Relationship of Food Consumption to Family Size ¢

Size of the family, as well ag its income, also
affects food consumption. Although large fami-
lies spend more for food than smaller fami-
lies, differences are not in the ratio of the nurber
of persons. In the spring of 1948, food expendi-
tures for urban families of different size were as
follows (from appendix table 20):

Size of household Per family Per fanl:;gry mem-
Dollars | Pereent | Dollars | Percent

2persons________________ 20. 18 1o 9.6
Spersons__.________.___. 24.64 | 1221 B 50 88
4 PErsons_ ... __.__.__ 28.15 | 1396 | 7. 49 78
5 Or MOre personsS..__ ... . 32. 06 159 | 6, 34 66

Undoubtedly there are economies in the pur-
chasing and preparation of raeals for large families,
so that some of the difference in expense between
the small and large households does represent
savings. Some of the difference also is due to the
faet that the larger families include more children
than the smalier families. But such savings and
lower per capita needs could not account for such
large differences, and the lower food expenditures
of the larger families undoubtedly represent lower
levels of living,

One reason for the greater per person expense of
small families is their ernphasis on food away from
Lkome. Inthespring of 1948, the 2-person families
spent 22 percent of their food money for food away
from home compared with 12 percent spent by
families with 5 or more persons. The proportion
of families buying any food or drink away from
home during the survey week, however, was
slightly smaller for the 2-person families than for
the larger families (72 percent compared with 82
percent).

The division of the food dollar among the various
rroups of food was only slightly different for large

& Although investigation of the effect of family size on
food eonsumption was not one of the rmajor objectives of
this survey, some data have been made available from it
that are useful additions to earlier studies. For more ex-
tensive data, see the reports of the Consumer Purchases
Study (10, 11, 23).
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and small households (appendix table 46), just as
the difference for families of high and low income
was slight (p. 4). The small households and the
higher income families tended to divide up their
food dollar in somewhat the same fashion; the
large households were more like the lower income
families in this respect. The proportion spent for
milk, eream, ice cream, and cheese was an excep-
tion, however. The 2-person households devoted
13.5 percent of their food money to this group
while the households of 4 and more persons,
probably because they included more ‘children,
used a hittle over 16 percent.

On a per person basis, quantities of food con-
sumed were considerably less in the large than in
the small households, except for two food groups—
flour, meal, cereal, and pastes and dried fruits and
vegetables and nuts. Of these, large families con-
gumed as much per person as small families,

The ranking of foods with respect to increases
in household consumption with increases in house-
hold size was, in general, inverse to that obtained
for coeflicients of Inecome elasticity (p. 43).7 After
the flour and dried-food groups in the household
size ranking came bakery products, potatoes, milk,
sugars, prepared and partially prepared dishes,
fats, eggs, canned vegetables and fruits, meat,
poultry and fish, fresh vegetables, fresh fruits, and
frozen fruits and vegetables.

The foods that are relatively cheap sources of
several nutrients (i. e., grain products, dry beans
and peas, potatoes) were thus the ones that were
increased most when household size increased but
income was not increased proportionately. (The
1947 income per person for all 2-person households
was $1,637 after tax, compared with $671 for house-
holds of 5 or more persons.) When income in-
creased but household size remained constant,
those were the foods that were least likely to be
increased. Milk was an exception. The relatively
high propensity to increase 1ts consumption with
size of household reflects changes in the composi-
tion of households—more children in the groups
with larger average household size.

For & more exhaustive study of family size-
congumption relationships, it is desirable to have
information on the composition as well as the size
of the families. A small child, of course, does not
need as much of most foods as an adult man, yet,
the child’s consumption of milk may be greater.
The limited size of the 1948 urban sample pre-
cluded any analysis of these data by both size and
composition of households. A tabulation of the
data was made, however, that shows the consump-
tion of households with children under 16 years of
age and of households with no children {appendix
table 32). 'The households with children averaged
4.26 persons; those with no children, 2.50 persons. .

In general, the per person quantities of food con-
sumed were smaller in the households with chil-
dren. Not only were per person needs for many

T For the derivation and diseussion of “household size
elasticity'” coefficlents, see pt. I, p. 40,



foods smaller but the larger households (i. e, those
with children) could effect some savings in pur-
chasing and have less waste. Although average
total ncome of the families with children was
slightly more than that of {amilies without chil-
dren, income per person was much less in the
families with children ($877 and $1,382, respec-
tively). Hence, the group with children showed
some of the characteristies of low-income consump-
tion—namely, smaller per capita consumption of
meat, poultry, and fish, fresh fruits and vegetables,
and canned and frozen fruits and vegetables. Two
of the less expensive food groups-—cereal foods and
dried fruits and vegetables—were used in about
the same per capita gquantities by families with
and without children. Maintained at only slightly
lower levels by the families with children were
other foods not highly income-elastic—sugar and
sweets, bakery products, potatoes, canned vege-
tables and fruits, and fats and oils. The presence
of children, rather than the income factor, would
explain differences in the amounts of milk and milk
products consumed. Household consumption of
milk {equivalent) was 11 quarts by households
with no children, 19 quarts by those with one or
more children under 16 years. Per person
quantities were almost identical at 4% quarts.

From a nutritional standpoint, milk consump-
tion by families with children under 16 years of
age was low. A fifth of these families used fewer
than 2 quarts of fluid milk per personin the survey
week {appendix table 50). Another fourth used
between 2 and 3 quarts a person a week. In this
study no information was obtained as to the
diviston in the home of the milk among household
members or as to the amounts consumed away
from home. Such low levels of household con-
sumption, however, almost certainly indtcate that
consumption of milk by many children was below
recomnmended amounts,

Relationships of Food Consumption to Other Family
Characteristics and Interrelationships in the Con-
sumption of Foods

Socio-economic factors other than income and
family size that have sometimes been found to
affect consumption are national origin, race, oceu-
pation of the household head, employment of the
homemauker, and age and education of the home-
maker or the head of the houschold. Not all of
these factors could be analyzed in this study.
A detailed analysis was made only of household
milk consumption with respeet to age and educa-
tiont of the homemaker.

By several techniques of analysis reported in
part IT, pages 22 to 32, larger household quanti-
ties of milk and its equivalent in other dairy
products (except butter) were found to be asso-
ciated with younger homemakers and homemakers
with more formal education. This association is
illustrated by the following figures which show the
percentage of households having homemakers

under and over 40 years of age and with and with-
out & high school education that fell in the lowest
and highest thirds of & distribution by milk con-
sumption {from table 10}:

\ Age of home-
meaker

Homemaker's
education

Milk consumption Tiess
40 vears High

Under than
40 years| 0 high school

over schogl or maere

Lowest third {less than 4.25
quarts per person in week)_

Highest third (6.0 quarts or
mere per person in week). 31 69 27 73

1

Pcrcc;t Pergent | Percent | Percent
1

When milk consumption was high, the consump-
tion of almost all other foods tended to be high
too, with resulting high food budgets. In order
to analyze alternates or replacements in the diet
when the consumption of one food was high, a
technique was developed that held total food
money constant. The interrelationships in the
consumption of milk and of meat with other foods
were then studied (pp. 23 to 29).

When total food expenditures were held con-
stant, quantitics of meat, poultry, and fish de-
creased when quantities of milk (equivalent)
increased and vice versa. Since milk and meat,
poultry, and fish are both important items in the
family food budget, taking 16 and 30 percent
respectively of the total, this interrelationship
appears to be entirely logical.

Most of the other major food items, such as
grain products, were little affected by the amounts
of milk or meat, poultry, and fish consumed.
There was some tendency for “other vegetables
and fruits,” citrus fruits, bakery products, and
sugar and sweets to compete with meat, poultry,
and fish for the family food dollar. On the other
hand, families that used relatively large amounts
of meat, poultry, and fish, also used more eggs and
more potatoes compared with the families using
less meat, poultry, and fish.

The consumption of milk and soft drinks (horme
consumption only} and of milk and coffee was
positively correlated for families with children
but negatively correlated for families with no
chitdren. This finding suggests that low milk
consumiption in families with children is not the
result of high consumption of coffee or soft drinks
and, vice versa, that high milk consumption is not
related to low family consumption of cofce or soft
drinks.

For families with children, a positive correlation
existed between amounts of cercals (hot or cold)
and of milk. Also, for these families high milk
consumption went along with relatively greater
use of flour and meal {(an indication of home
baking), though not with ready-made baked
goods. Y¥or families with no children, there was
Iittle or no association between the consumption
of milk and the use of any grain produects.



Regional Variations in Food Consumption

Two sets of data are available from the 1948-49
surveys to provide information on regional or
geographic varistions in consumption: (1) Sepa-
rate tabulations from the nationwide survey of
the schedules of urban families residing in the
South and in all other regions combined (referred
to as North and West); and (2) data from the
surveys made in four cittes in the winter of 1948,
The surveys made in later seasons of 1948 and
1949 also contribute to the study of regional differ-
ences in food consumption even though they were
limited in coverage with respect to family type.

Consumption in North and West and in South ®

Expenditures for food were higher for families
living in the North and West than for those living
in the South ($26.58 and $22.01, respectively,
appendix table 29). Per capita differences were
relatively greater because the southern families
were larger than those in the North and West.
Some of the regional difference arose because
average income was lower for southern families.
At each income class except the lowest, however,
southern families spent less than the others al-
though the southern families were larger,

Expense for food eaten away from home was
15% percent of the total family food expenditures
in both regions. The proportion of families mak-
ing such an expenditure one or more times during
the week was slightly larger in the North and West
(80 percent) than in the South (75 percent).

In spending their household food money, fam-
ilies in the North and West used larger shares for
milk (and milk products other than butter),
bakery products, and beverages (appendix table
46). Families in the South used larger shares of
their food budgets for fat and flour, meal, cereals,
and pastes. In quantities of foods used, the
greatest difference between these two broad re-
gions was in flour, meal, cereals, and pastes.
Households in the South (3.53 persons) used 8
pounds in s week; those in the North and West
(3.38 persons), about 3% pounds. The consump-
tion of bakery products, on the other hand, was
about 50 percent greater for the northern and
western than for the southern families,

In general, except for the use of grain produects,
regional differences in consumption as indicated by
the data for the North and West and South were
not large (appendix table 46). Consumption of
many foods was similar—eggs, meat, poultry and

8 The primary purpose of makiné the separate tabu-
lations for the North and West and South was to provide
a basis for standardization of quantities of foods consumed
at the various income levels (p. 40). Since the sample
was not designed to provide separate averages for these
two broad groups, the number of families in some of the
income classes, especially in the South, is small. Data
are available for broad groups of food only Eappendjx
table 46) and for total family food expenditures (appendix
table 29).

fish, fresh fruits and vegetables. Some differ-
ences—less than that for grain products—were
found in these food groups: Fats and oils, mitk,
potatoes, sugar and sweets, dried fruits and vege-
tables, nuts, and canned fruits and vegetables and
juices. For some of these groups, for example
milk, consumption by the higher income groups in
the South was either similar to or higher than
consumption by the higher income groups in the
other region.

Consumgption in four cities

Although the four eities in which food eonsump-
tion surveys were conducied in the winter of
1948—DBirmingham, Buffalo, Minneapolis-St, Paul,
and San Francisco—are not necessanly representa-
tive of regions, data from them illustrate the
direction of regional differences. The greatest
differences in the kinds and quantities of foods
used were between Birmingham households and
households in the three cities of the North and
West. Food consumption patterns in the latter
3 cities were much alike,

Average family food expenditures were $22 a
week in Birmingham, $27 i Buffalo, $24 in Min-
neapolis-5t. Paul, and $29 in San Francisco
{(appendix table 60). Per capita averages differed
relatively more from city to city because of
differences in family size—from $8.72 per person
a week in San Francisco to $6.61 in Birmingham.

The differences in family averages are in part
related to the level of income in the four cities,
which ranked in the following order with respect to
average family income: San Francisco, Minne-
apolis-St. Paul, Buffalo, and Birmingham. Food
expenditures accounted for 37 percent of income
{before tax) in the two lower income cities,
Birmingham and Buffalo, 32 percent in San
Franecisco, and 30 percent in Minneapolis-St. Paul.

Expenditures for food away from home were
higher in San Francisco than in the other cities.
San Francisco families spent an average of $5 for
food away from home during the week, 16 cents
of the family food dollar. In the other cities,
food away from home took only 11 or 12 cents of
each food dollar. ‘

In addition to purchased food, small amounts of
food were obtained without direet expense, either
as home-produced food or food reeeived as gift or
pay. The average money value of such food
during the winter of 1948 ranged from $0.80 per
household & week in Birmingham to $0.42 in
Buffalo {sppendix table 67).

Birmingham households, like the southemn
households in the national urbsn study, used
relatively large amounts of flour and other cereals,
fats a,nc{ oils, and sugar and sweets (appendix
tables 62—66). Accounting in considerable part
for high quantities of these food groups were large
amounts of lard and other shortening, margarine,
flour and cornmeal, and sirups and molasses.
Other foods that rated higher in the Birmingham
housewife’s market order than in the market



orders of those living in the other cities were but-
termilk, evaporated milk, pork, sweetpotatoes,
and dry beans and pess.

Household food supplies in the three cities in
the North and West contained larger quanfities
of whole fluid milk, flour mixes, beef, veal and
lamb, and potatoes than in the southern city.
Use of more store-bought bread and other bskery
products, fresh fruits and canned and frozen fruits
and vegetables also characterized the food pattern
of these cities.

Among the four cities, averages for Sen Fran-
cisco households were the highest for cheese, veal
and lamb, poultry, fish, fresh vegetables, and
frozen fruits and vegetables. Buffalo households
used the most potatoes, fresh fruits, and bakery
products, while the Twin Citles households ex-
ceeded the others in their purchases of butter and
whole fluid mitk.

In spite of differences in smounts of foods used
in the four cities, the division of the household food
dollar among the major food groups was remark-
ably similar. For example, the smallest propor-
tion spent for meat, poultry, and fish was in
Minneapolis-St. Paul, 26 percent; the largest was
in San Francisco, 30 percent {table 1). Vegetables
and fruits varied from 17 to 19% percent of the
total; total grain products, from 9 to 114 percent.

Some of the differences in the quantities of
different, kinds of food consumed in the four cities
are related to the size of households and some fo
the level of income, It is not always clear, for
example, to what extent “southern” food patterns
are also low-income food patterns. Appendix
tables 62-66 provide for comparisons of the same
income classes in the four eities, thus eliminating
the effect of differences in level of money incomes.
Per person quantities may be obtained by dividing
the household quantities by the average size of
household in appendix table 59.

Most of the city-to-city differences mentioned
sbove are also appsrent when consumption of
families at similar income levels in the four cities
18 compared. At both high. and low-income
levels, Birmingham families used mere fats, grain
products, sirups, swectpotatoes, and pork than
families of similar income in the three northern
cities. However, the differences from city-to-city
are less marked at high-income levels for those
items for which purchases are closely related to the
level of income., For example, per person pur-
chases of lard by higher income Birmingham
families were only twice those of the families at a
similar income level in Buffalo, whereas the city-
wide average was over three times as much.
Whole fluid miltk purchases per person by families
in Birmingham were only 40 percent as large as in
Minneapolis-St. Peaul, but families at & relatively
high income level in the southern city used approx-
imately 60 percent as much whole milk as families
st the same income level in the Twin Cities,

Some of the most merked income geins in the
past decade, percentagewise, have been in the

South. Thus, it would seem that as these gains
are fully reslized in changed consumption, and
especially if they are continued, food habits in the
South will differ less than they did formerly from
those in other parts of the country. Mevements
of populstion are another reason for the decreasing
prominence of regionsl food habits.

Comparison of the food consumption dats for
Birmingham obtained in this survey with those
from & survey in 1835 (19) gives further evidence
on changes in the South. Fats and oils, cereals
and bakery products, and sugar and other sweets,
which together took 30 percent of the Birmingham
family food budget in 1935, in 1948 accounted for
only 24 percent. Consumption of bakery products
increased from 1.2 pounds to 2.0 pounds per person
a week over the 13 years, while consumption of
flour and mesl decreased from 3.4 to 2.9 pounds.
The comparision is for & roughly comparable group
in the two periods, wage-earner fammlies. In this
instance no attempt was made to isolate the effect
of income changes from the effect of other changes
that took place during the 13 years.

Seasonality of Food Gonsumption

With modern transportation, refrigeration, and
processing, there is much less seasonal variation
in the kinds and amounts of foods consurmed today
than years ago. Yet some foods, especially fresh
fruits and vegetables, are still “in’* or “out” of
season, and many people still consider some foods
too “heavy” to eat in the summer, Surveys con-
ducied in the four cities at intervals in 1948 snd
1949 were designed to give ab least tentative an-
swers to two related questions: How much does
food consumption still vary from season to season,
and what sdjustments should be made in the data
collected in the spring so that they can be used to
represent consumption in the year?

Seasonal differences in the four eities arereported
in appendix tables 72-80. These date have been
weighted together to provide sessonsl indexes of
consumption for the United States urban popula-
tien which are reported in appendix tables 52 and
53.* The indexes were then applied to the average
consumption figures obtained from the nationwide
urban study made in the spring of 1948 o obtain
estimated quantities of foods consumed in the year,
The highlights of the seasonal analysis that follow
refer to the estimates made for all urban families,
not to any particular city.

For most groups of foods the use of consumption
data coliected in the spring to represent the year
is not & serious problem because seasonal differ-
ences in consumption are relatively small. More-
over, for many foods, consumption in the spring
is more nearly like the average for the year than
is any one other season. For individusal items of
food greater differences would be expected, es-
pecially in seasonal fruits and vegetables. Samples

# The methods used in developing the seasonal indexes
are presented in pt. I1, pp. 51 to 53.
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used in these surveys, however, were large encugh
to provide seasonal indexes for only & few individual
items of food.

Fruit and vegetable consumption fluctuated more
with season than did consumption of any other
group of foods. As might be expected, the fresh
and processed products showed opposite seasonal
movements, The processed commodities were
used in larger quantities in the winter and spring
while fresh fruits and vegetables, except citrus
fruits, were used most extensively in summer and
fall. When citrus fruit consumption was high in
relation to the annual average, consumption of
other fruits was low, Fluetuations in the use of
processed julces were considerably smaller than
those of either the fresh or processed fruits and
vegetables, (It should be noted that when these
surveys were made, frozen concentrated juices
were only beginning to appear on the market.)

Mitk and milk products (excluding butter)
showed little seasonal movement as a total food
group, although several individual tiems had
marked seasonal patterns. The consumption of
Auid milk, the largest component, was relatively
steady throughout the year. Cheese consumption
was highest in the winter and lowest in the summer.
lee cream consumption was the converse, with
summer the seasonal high and winter and fall
much lower,

Meat, poultry, and fish consumption was stable
the year round for the group as a whole. Except
for a decline in summer and probably in late fall
and early winter during the holidays, total meat
consumption varied little season by season. The
decline in the summer resulted from the use of
smaller quantities of beef than during the year as a
whole. Although less fresh pork also was used in
the summer, greater use of the smoked varieties
brought the total summer pork figure to the annual

average. Fish consumption was lower in the
summer and in fall than in other seasons of the
year. Higher poultry consumption in summer
and probably in late fall and early winter tended
to compensate for lower meat consumption then.
. Egg consumption was lowest in summer and
highest in spring, reflecting somewhat the sea-
sonsal price and production pattern for eggs.

Sugar and sweets showed moderate seasonal
fluctuations, with consumption highest in winter
and lowest in spring and summer. Sugar pur-
chased for family use had relatively little seasonal
movement. The other component of the group—
sirups, jellies, jams, and candy—had greater sea-
sonal fluctuations in consumption, with summer
decidedly lower than the annusl average, and
winter, higher.

Bakery goods purchases as a whole were fairly
stable from season to season. Bread, a large
share of all bakery goods, was bought in about
the same quantities throughout the year, with
purchases slightly higher in the fall than in the
other three seasens. Use of baked goods other
than bread increased in winter and dropped off in
spring and summer when ice cream and other
desserts may have taken the place of cake and
pie in family meals.

Flour end cereal foods {(excluding purchased
baked goods) were used in larger quantities in
winter and in smaller quantities in the summer.

Fats and ouds purchases had practically no
seasonal variations.

Seups and other prepared or partially prepared
dishes were used in considerably smaller quantities
in the summer then during the rest of the year.
Purchases were highest in the winter. Because of
the increased volume of sales of ready-processed
foods since 194849, it may be that seasonal
consumption patterns of these foods have since
been altered.

Changes in Family Food Consumption, 1942 to 1948

Family surveys for different years provide an
opportunity for a more complete understandin,
of changes in consumption than is possible wit
dats for the Nation as a whole, on which it is
usually necessary to rely for most knowledge of
consumption trends. Comparisons of survey data
for different years are possible, however, only
when the surveys are nearly alike in content,
sample design and coverage, and in classifieation
and tabulation of data, or when adjustments can
be made for known differences. Data that are
well suited in all these respects for comparison
with the data from the 1948 nationwide urban
survey are provided by the 1942 Study of Family
Spending and Saving in Wartime."® The data for
families and single individuals are reported in
Family Food Consumption in the United States

0 See pt. II, pp. 43 to 46 for a discussion of the
comparability of the two surveys and pt. I, pp. 35 to 38,

for methods of making adjustments for differenees
between groups of families of varyving size.
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(18). Data for families only were retabulated and
are given in appendix tables 54 and 55.

Of the many changes in the economy that
occurred from 1942 to 1948, some are especially
significant te an understending of changes in
food consumption. Between 1942 and 1948, food
prices rose 70 percent (£5); a fact that would
account in part, but not wholly, for the increase
of 88 percent in per capita expenditures for food
in the United States (I3). Per capita income
{efter tax) Increased by 48 percent (3). Con-
sumer prices for all goods used in family living
increased to about the same extent (25) so that
pur%hasing power was about the same in 1948 as
n 1942,

Food Consumption of Families in Income Thirds
In order to show changes in the patterns of food

consumption at different economic levels from 1942
to 1948, the families surveyed have been divided



into three groups by income (table 3). Even
though the surveys here reported were not designed
primarily to obtain income data they give evidence
of relatively large income increases in the lower
third of the distribution. The effect is seen in
the kinds of focds consumed by this group.
Consumption of two groups of food, citrus
froits and tomatoes, and meat, poultry, and
fish,”* by the lowest income third increased con-
siderably, percentagewise, between 1942 and 1948,
For both of these, the consumption of the families
in the lowest third of the income distribution was
about 40 percent higher in 1948 than in 1942, In
the highest income group, on the other hand, about
the same amounts were consumed in the 2 years.
These foods have relatively high income elasticity
and with the relatively large increase in incomes of
families in the lowest third, consumption was
increased more by the lower income families.
The price of citrus fruits increased relatively less
between 1942 and 1948 than the price of other

11 These distributions differ from those published else-
where in that income taxes were deducted from 18648
incomes and other adjustments, for example, for under-
repotting, have not been made. Nevertheless, the results
are consistent in direction with those of other investigators
(186, 28}.

2 Faods are here grouped in terms of the 11 major greups
used frequently in nutritive value analyses. Basic data
are in appendix tables 48 and 55.

TasLE 3.—F00D CONSUMPTION IN 1§42 AND 1948, BY INCOME THIRD:

foods, and the high consumption of citrus fruits
and tomatoes by low-income families in the later
year may have been in part the result of the
tavorable prices for citrus fruits.

The consumption of sugar and sweets by the
lowest. income third increased markedly (60 per-
cent) between 1942 and 1948 while that of hirhest
income families increased 36 percent. Both
inereases were due largely to the fact that sugar
was rationed {or about to be rationed) during the
1942 collection period.

The consumption of several groups of foods
inereased at all income levels and about equally
for the households in each of the income thirds:
namely, eggs, “other fruits and vegetables,” and
milk (and its equivalent in cream, 1ce cream, and
cheese). The increase in milk equivalent came
about through greater consumption of manu-
factured dairy products, especially ice cream and
cheese (appendix tables 47 and 54). Greatest
increase i “other vegetables and fruits” has been
in canned juices,

Consumption of potatoes and sweetpotatoes
declined about 20 percent hetween 1942 and 1948
for urban families in all income thirds. Other
major food groups changed little in consumption
between the two years, either for the all-urban
family average or for the separate mcome thirds.

Several individual items in which there has been

Average income and quantities

of foods (11 groups) used at home per household of 3.5 persons in a week !

[Crhan housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June)]

1 i [
Leafy, : Other i ‘ Dry |
green Citrus | Polatoes Milk Ment, . .
B  third (doll 1 4 dv '1_ fraits, o vege- Tvne nry, | E ) heans‘ Grain 'I-nts} Sugar,

Year and inceme third (dol ars)‘ neome lgs\;b‘;g%e_ ton;lz;%sma psev::fges a;glﬁfﬁw e(llg;]\t.x | pogsl{y ! £es ‘mgg:s%' praducts and ofls | swests

(1} (2 3 G R N ) G)] [} E (8 {8) {10) an (12) (13)
1942 | 5 | !
. Dollarg | Pounds | Pounds * Povnds | Pounds Quurts Puownds  Dozens ‘ Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds

Ail incomes_.___.___.._ 2,758 7.84 | 11,09 0.15 1 11.38 | 13. 40 9.38 ) 1.44 : 0.92 1 4. 43 | 3. K82 3. 38
Lowest third . _ . __. -0 1,074 6. 66 721 876 9. 31| 11 56 6.63 | 126 | 1.19110.37 ] 3.75 3.07
Middle third ... ____ .. 2, 214 7.8% 7 11.04 : 9.45 | 11.39 | 13. 81 9.50 ., L A3 .83 915 | 3. 66 3. 45
Highest third_. .. __._ C 4 985 583 1483 919 | 13. 14 | 1434 | 11.8L 1. 51 LTT ) BRB | 402 357

1948 | | | ?

All ineomes 8_ _________ | 3,602 7.71 i 11. 87 7.38 | 13.59 [ 16.19 | 10.34 1,96 .96 ) 9.55 , 394 4. 94
Lowest third__ ______ 1,772 7.08 | 10,11 7.05 i 11,05 ¢ 13. 99 897 | .79 1.12 ;10. 54 | 4. 0L 4. 90
Middle third__ ______; 3, 125 7.47 | 11. 88 809 | 13.79 | 16. 98 | 10.48 | 2,02 .95 | 9.68 | 385 3. 15
Highest third____ .. __ ; 5,921 870 13. 44 7.20| 1596 | 17.83 | 11.66 | 2 09 L8211 8.78 | 3.80 4 84

[
1948 a3 pereent of 1942 ‘ i
| Pereent | Fercent Dercent | Percent | Percent | Frreent Pereent | Percent | Percent | Percent | Pereent | Percent

All ineomes___._ ___ .| 131 o8 107 81 119 121 110 136 104 101 103 148
Lowest third .. ___.__! 165 106 140 80 119 1 135 142 94 102 107 160
Middle third_ . ___.__ 141 95 107 86 121 123 110 132 114 106 105 149
Highest third._______ | 119 1 99 91 78 | 121 124 99 | 138 106 99 95 136
I Grouping of foods as in appendix tables 48 and 55, t For 1942, first quarter 1942 income at annusl rate,

Farilies were arrayed by income into 3 groups and aver- bhefore tax. For 1948, mcome for 1947 after deduetion of

ages computed for each group. The points of division
between thie groups were: 1942, $1,736 and $2,828; for
1948, $2,685 and %3,765. Average quantities of the feood
groups per household were adjusted for each income greup
Lo 3.5 persons by factors described in text.

Federal income tax.

3 Includes 147 households that could not be classified by
income.
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g considerable change in consumption patterns are
butter, margarine, lard, and other shortening.
Consumption of butter and lard has declined while
quanfities of margarine and other shortening have
increased at all income levels (table 4). In the
low-income group the decrease in butter con-
sumption reflects chiefly a reduction in the pro-
portion of families using it, while in the highest
income third there was a reduction both in the
percentage using—{rom 94 percent in 1942 to 77
percent in 1948—and in the quantity bought by
those buying—from 1.72 to 1.24 pounds per house-
hold in & week.

The increase in the consumption of margarine
reflects its more widespread use, especially among
families in the higher income brackets. In the
highest, income third, the proportion of families
using margarine at least once during the survey
week was over five times the proportion in the
game income third in 1942. In 1948 about half of
the families in each income third used margarine,
while in 1842 the highest proportion using marga-
rine in any of the thirds was one-fourth.

Less lard was bought by each income group in
1948 than in 1942. There was a decrease in the
proportion buying lard at each economie level as
well as some decrease in amounts purchased by
higher income families. )

Other shortening was used by larger proportions
of families in each income group in 1948 than in

1942, but unlike margarine, it was used in smaller
amounts n'1948 than in 1942. '

Another method of analyzing changes in
consumption between 1942 a,n(IY 1948 is to compare
the average quantities consumed by the lowest
and highest income thirds in each of the 2 years.
For citrus fruits and tomatoes and meat, poultry,
and fish, the gap between the lowest and highest
economic groups has been lessened considerably.
For other food groups, there has been little or no
change. Nevertheless, substantial differences still
exist even for groups like citrus fruiis and tomatoes
and meat, poultry, and fish. The relationships,
as ealculated from table 3, are as follows:

Highest third as
pereent of
Food group lowest third
1942 i 1948
|

Leafy, green, and yellow vegetables__.____ 133 123
Citrus fruits, tematoes. _____ . ____.______ 206 l 133
Potatoes, sweetpotatoes____ . __ . ___.___. 105 ¢ 102
Other vegetables and fruits___________..__ 141 144
Milk equivalent_ .. ___ .. _._______..__.._ 124 127
Meat, poultry, and fish_. . ___.___._____ 178 130
BEge . 120 117
Dry beans and peas, nuts_.______________ 65 80
Grain produets._ .. . ________ 86 83
Fatsand oils____.___ ___________________ 107 95
Sugar, sweets_ . ________________________ 116 99

TaBLE 4—CONSUMPTION OF FATS IN 1942 AND 1948, BY INCOME THIRD: Quanfity used af home per house-
kold in o week, percentage of households using each item in a week, and quantity per household using item

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April—June)]'

I
i Quantity per liilgllsgsl:llold, all heose- Households using Quantity per household using
Ttem and income thizd ‘
1648 as per- 1948 3 per- 1948 a8 per-
1942 1048 3 centage of 1942 1948 1 centage of 1942 1R 2 Benlt&g; of
(1) } @ &) (4 [6Y (® 6] 8 )] {10)
Butter: Pounds | Pounds Percent Percent Pounds Pounds

All incomes__ . _ e eo_ 1.22 0.78 64 86. 8 67. 3 78 1. 41 1. 16 29
Lowest third-._______ U . 80 . 59 74 73.3 60. 1 82 109 .98 00
Middle third .. _________-_ 1. 25 .81 656 93. 4 65. 2 70 1. 34 1. 24 93
Highest third._ . _________... 1. 62 .95 59 94. 0 76. 6 81 1. 72 1. 24 72

Margarine:

All ineomes___ __________.._._ .19 . 60 316 15. 5 51.7 334 1. 23 1.16 94
Lowest third_._____________ .29 . 68 238 24,0 53.1 221 1. 21 1. 30 107
Middle third ____ . __________ 14 .71 507 13.5 53. 5 396 1. 04 1. 33 128
Highest third_ - . _________ L 12 . 46 383 9.0 48. 6 540 1. 33 . 95 71

Lard:

All incomes__ .. _____.._ . 50 . 39 78 35. 6 29. 3 82 1. 40 1. 33 95
Lowest third-._ . _________ .70 . 59 84 48.6 39.0 80 1. 44 1. 51 105
Middle third .. __ .43 . 39 9 32. 4 30. 6 04 L 33 1. 27 a5
Highest third-_ ... _-o.___ . 36 .22 61 25. 8 18. 3 71 1. 40 1. 20 86

Other shortening:

All incomes_..____.._____.____. .37 .48 130 33. 3 64. 4 193 111 .75 68
Lowest third-.__ . .__c..... . 30 .43 143 24.7 61. 1 247 1,21 (1] 58
Middle third..._ oo _maca-n .87 .52 141 38. 3 65. 1 170 .07 . 80 82
Highest third. .. __.____._ . 46 . 50 111 35. 9 64, 5 180 1. 25 .78 62

! From sppendix tables 47 and 54. The data in this
table have not been adjusted to a constant household size
ad in fable 3.
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Income Elasticities

The above analysis leads to the question: Have
income-consumpuion relationships (i. e., elastici-
ties) changed? For most of the foods, plotting of
the data 1 appendix tables 48 and 55 indicates
little difference in the slopes of the income-
consumption curves for 1942 and 1948. Only for
citrus fruits and tomatoes and for meat, pouliry,
and fish do the data indicate the possibility of a
change in elasticities. And it has already been
noted (p. 11) that relative price changes may
have been the cause of the increased consumption
of citrus fruits by the lower income families. The
price of meat, pouliry, and fish, on the other hand,
inereased percentagewise more than other foods
between 1942 and 1948. Hence, s shift in the
consumption patterns of this food group by
low-income families was not likely 10 have been
the result of price relationships.

A comparison of income elasticities (see p. 32
for definition) in two time periods necessitates a
careful review of the comparability of the survey

data used, with speeial attention to income
classification. Such an analysis is made in part IT
for quantities of meat consumed by famglies in
1942 and 1948. Data from the two surveys, with
the type of income classification customarily used
in survey data, indicated that there was some
small and possibly significant difference in the
income elasticity for meat, with elasticity lower
in 1948 than 1942 {pp. 47 to 50). This mighi be
interpreted as evidence that a real change in

"income elasticities did take place between 1942

and 1948, the result of a change in tastes and
preferences brought on by wartime conditions,
chiefly rationing. However, there is also the
possibility that the existence of differing economie
conditions between the 2 years affected the
comparability of income classification. Hence,
the difference in income elasticities may have
been spurious since “all other things"” were not
held constant. The present study cannot be
expected to indicate whether the change in
elasticities, if such did oceur, is “here to stay.”
Later surveys will be needed for that.
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PART 1. SOME PROBLEMS AND METHODS OF ANALYZING FAMILY FOGD DATA
Measuring and Investigating Variation in Consumption

Diversity is characteristic of family food con- -

sumption patterns in the United States today.
Supplies are plentiful and varied; foods are mar-
keted in many different forms. The varieties of
climate, of nationality and ethnic groups, and of
incomes also are in part responsible for variations
in food consumption. In studying food consump-
tion, the analyst seeks ways to determine which
of these and other factors are related to variation
in food consumption and to measure their influ-
ence. Such knowledge iz essential to an under-
standing of changes m the demand for various
foods. Moreover, when consumers are grouped
by factors meaningful in explaining variation, the
data become useful for many other purposes, for
example, making decisions as to the kinds and
quantities of foods to include in food budgets and
as weights for retail price indexes, and providing
basic information for educational and marketing
programs.

Measuring the Amaunt of Variation

The amount of variation in family consumption
might be shown by publishing the information
from the individual schedules, hut this method is
not feasible for most surveys and is not followed
in this publication. Two descriptive methods
that may be used to summarize the amount of
variation in the survey data are (1) distributions
and (2) coefficients of variation.

An example of the first methed is the following
distribution of households by per person consump~
tion of milk (including the milk equivalent of
other dairy products) at home in a week (from
appendix table 49):

At

wrban

house-

holde
Quarts of milk (equivalent): (percent)
Some but less than 1,00 _______ . ___________ 2
1.00-1.99 L __._.__ f
200299 ________________ ... e emmmm—e oo 12
3.00-3.99_ __________ o i 20
400-4.99_._ . . ______ __ o ______ 20
500599 _ .o 15
6.00-6.99. .. e 11
.00 and over_ _____ . ________ .. emmmemnea 14
Total . _________._ e S 100

Additional distributions are included in the
Jollowing tables in this report:

Analysiz untt
Urban, 4 cities,
winter,

TasLes 30 and 61.—Toial expense for
food at home and away from home
per family member in a week, by
household size and ineome.
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Analpais unit
Urban.

TUrban,

TaBLE 31.—Ezpense for food at home per
person in & week, by ineome,

TaniE 49.—Quantities of 11 food groups
used at home per person in a week,
by income,

TaBLE 50.—Quantities of Auid milk
used at home per person in a week, all
families and families with children
and families with no children, by
ineoine.

TasLes 50 and 51.—Quantities of milk
equivalen! and meat used at home per
person in a week, by household size
and income, and by household size
and food expenge.

Tasre 50.—Quantities of while bread
and citrus fruifs used at home per
person in & week, by income,

All of the above tables show frequency distri-
bution of families according to expense or quan-
fities per person, not per family or household.
The latter might also be useful, but limitations of
space prohibited having both. Both kinds of
distributions are affected by the size of family or
household. At the upper end of the per person
distributions, the smaller families are relatively
more numerous; at the upper end of the family or
household distributions, the larger families. That
is, the per person consumption or expenditure
tends to be less for large families than for small
families, as for each added family member there
is not an equal per person addition to family food
consumption. Yet the computation of per person
averages 1s the most practical procedure available
for eliminating some of the consumption varia-
bility due to differences in household size when
individual schedules are to be handled. Separate
distributions for each household size group for
milk and meat (appendix tables 50 and 51) make
possible more precise caleculations than those for
all household size groups combined.

To illustrate the second method of showing the
amount of variation in survey data, the coefficients
of variation *® {or quantities of food consumned at
home in a week per household have been sum-
marized from 27 sets of calculations (nationwide
urban sample by income and four-city samples for
different seasons). Ranked from lowest to
highest, the median coeflicients are as follows: i

3 Standard deviation divided by the mean X 100.
Some of the standard deviations were calculated from
prouped data, some from uvgrouped data. See p. 185
for formula used in caleulating the standard deviations.

M Approximately the same rank order of the food groups
is obtained from the means of the coefficients of variation
of the 27 samples and also from means of the rankings of
each sample separately,

Urban.

Urban.

Urban.



Food group: Coefficient of variation
N%eat, poultry, fisho .. _____ i 52
Fatsand 0ils_ oo oo 52
Milk equivalent. . .. 55
Grain produets. ... ... 60
Leafy, green, and yellow vegetables________._ 61
BeEs . e e 65
Sugar and sweets__________________.___.___. &b
Potatoes_ _ . _________ o ... 67
(ther vegetables and fruite_ .. ___. . ___ 70
Citrus fruits and tomatoes.__..__ - - 70
Dry beans and peas, nuts__. ______ . . _.___ 120

The smaller the percentage of households using
a food during the week, the less tendency is there
for the quantities used to cluster about the mean
value, with resulting high coefficients of variation.
The group with greatest variability, dry beans and
peas and nuts, was used less frequently during the
survey week than any other group. One-fourth
of the families in the urban sample used none
(appendix table 49),

The variation among households in quantities
consumed in a week was relatively low for three
groups of foods—meat, poultry, and fish, fats and
oils, and milk (equivalent). Almost all of the
households in each of the surveys used at least one
iterm from each of these groups at least once during
the survey week. The households varied with
respect to quantities used to such an extent that

the standard deviation was approximately one- °

half the average consumption.

Additional examples of the high coefficients of
variation for infrequently used foods compared
with those more frequently used are presented in
table 5.  Coeflicients of variation for the separate
income classes in the nationwide urban survey
and for the winter surveys in the four cities, all
families and selected family types, can also be
caleulated from the statistics on sampling reli-
ability in appendix B (tables 89 and 90) in con-
junetion with the numbers of households and the
means in appendix A tables.

Variation as Related to the Reporting Period

The reporting period for household food con-
sumption in this survey, as in most such surveys,
was 1 weck, or any 7 consecutive days. Less than
a week probably would not provide for the pattern
of consumption within the week, with the special
weekend differences characteristic of American
habits. Tt is believed that 1 weelds consumption
is in general a satisfactory basis for providing the
average consumption for a group of families, for
although the sample week may be unusually low
for some households, it will be vnusually high for
others in the group. However, when we are
studying sariation or distributions of houscholds
by quantivies of food consumed, amount spent,
mitrients in the diet, or other characteristics, the
guestion might be raised as to whether the varia-
tion is overstated as compared with what would be
obtained if & larger “sarmnple” of the 52 weeks in
ihe year were drawn for each family and averaged
to represent a week’s consurnption of the family.

The presumption js that such an average would
tend to be less extreme than that for a single week,
and therefore that the distributions of families by
quantities of various food items based on averages
for more than 1 week would show greater cluster-
ing about the mean and shorter ‘“tails’’ than dis-
tributions in which the household consnmption is
based on 1 week only.

TABLE 5 —VARIATION IN HOUSEHOLD FOOD CON-
SUMPTION IN 1 WEEK: Stendard deviations and
coefficients of variation of quantifies of selected
foods used at home per houschold

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons, spring

| i
( Stund- | Coeffi-
Food Iﬁg‘fgg Average! a:d de- { “ﬁ;}‘;t
i using J‘ vlaticn ‘ tlon L
\

Yeafy, green, and vellow | Peceni! Pounds | Pounds | Percent
vegetables_ .. .. . . ____ 081 7.6 1 50 5
Citrus fruits end tomatoes__| 87.3 | 11.8 | 12, 0 102

Oranges, fresh_________| 63. 9 52| 81| 1586
Lemons and limes, ' | |
fresh______________. 40, 2 B L3 267
Potatoes, sweetpotatoes__ __| 97. 7 73] b6 77
Other vegetables and fruits_! 99. 2 | 13. 4 | 10.2 | 76
Milk equivalent ___________ [100. 0 *15,.9 ;203 , ]
Meat, poultry, fish____._._.1 99.6 l 2] 58] 57
Becf, total ____._._.. .1 887 33, 25 78
Ground__.__.______. __{47. 9 .7 1.0 133
Rib roast_______.__._ _._l B4 .2 .8 439
Bege . __. 198.5 219 31.3\ 67
Dry heans and peas, nuts___} 7.6 j .9 1.2 133
Grain produets (equivalent}_1100. 0 ‘ 9.3 6.6 | 70
Bakery products_________ ‘100. 0 83 640 72
Bread, white, enriched___, 86 5 | 4.6 47 i 99
Cake.______ .. _.__.__. 32, 8 .5 1.0 202
Fate and oils______. . 100. 0 3.9 2.3 i 59
Bugar, sweets__ o __________ © 99,7 4.9 a3 67
; . ‘

1 From unrounded data.
? Quarts.
3 Dozens,

It would be helpful to know the extent to which
the distribution changes when the estimate of the
individual household’s average weekly consump-
tion is based on data for 1, 2, or 3 or more weeks.
The usefulness of the distributions in providing
the basis for certain types of calculations is par-
ticularly dependent upon such changes. For ex-
ample, the question might be asked: If the con-
sumption of milk by all urban houscholds aver-
aging less than 5 quarts a pergon could be hrought
up to the 5 quarts a week level, by how much
would the consumption of milk or milk products
of urban families be increased? The accuracy of
an estimate of such a figure depends upon the
accuracy of the distribution of urban houscholds
by per person consumption of milk.

Relatively little is known about the weekly
variation in the foods consumed by individual
families. To be sure, one would reasonably expect
to find various foods differing in given respects in
this matter of what might be called “weck-to-

15



week” wvariation. Consumption of such specific
food items as ground beef would be expected to
show greater variation in consumption by the
same family from 1 week to another than would
total quantities of meat. On the other hand,
consumption of fluid milk could be expected to
show less variation than total milk (equivalent),
which includes such less regularly used items as
cheese and ice cream. Any food or group of foods
used by families every week would be expected
to have less variation than those used only oc-
cagionally.

Data from the 4-city surveys, in which some
families supplied information for 2 weeks and
some for 3 weeks at different times of the year
(i. e., “repeat” families) have been examined for
evidence on this matter. In thus using these
data, several aspects of “week-to-week" variation
should first be distinguished. In the first place,
the data from the surveys are for nonconsecutive
weeks, and hence may provide different results
from those that would be obtained from data for
2 or 3 consecutive weeks. It is possible that
relatively high consumption of a particular food
item by a household in 1 week is associated with
low consumption in the next week; that is, there
may be a negative correlation between consump-
tion in 1 week and the next. When this is true,
regults obtained from data for 2 consecutive weeks
will be different from those for 2 nonconsecutive
weeks. It may be that for some food items there
are definite cyeles of use by individual families,
of 2 or 3 or more weeks, in which case the longer
period would form a more appropriste reporting
unit than the week. However, the 1948-40

survey data provide no evidence on consumption
1n consecutive weeks.

A second point relates to the differing levels of
consumption for certain food items arising from
seasonsl changes in supplies, which affect all or
most of the households similarly, The seasonal
surveys in the four cities were made primarily to
provide the basis for determining indexes of
seasonal consumption and for estimating average
consumption of groups of families for the year,
It is assumed that in general those items that are
found to have the greatest seasonal changes will
show the greatest changes in the distributions
when based on the 2 or 3 weeks’ average for repeat
families than when based upon a single week;
however, this need not always be true.

Distributions of households by consumption of
selected foods based on a single week in each of
the 3 seasons gre shown with similar distributions
based on 3-week averages for repeat families in
table 6. There may be observed, as would be
expected, a general tendency for an increase in
the modal group and a reduction in the tails of
the distributions based on 3-week data as com-
pared with l-week. The tendency is not ve
pronounced, however, except perhaps for suc
items as beans and peas and nuts, and ground
beef. Judging merely by inspection, without
attempting to compute summary figures and to
apply objective measures, it would appear that
such foods as baked goods, grain products {(total
flour equivalent), fats and oils, and milk (equiva-
Ient) show almost as much family-to-family vari-
abilit ,for 3 weeks’ average consumption as for
1 week’s.

TaBLE 6.—CONSUMPTION IN 1 WEEK V8. 8-WEEK AVERAGE: Distribution of households by gquaniities of
selected foods used at home per person in o week, “repeat’’ famailies, 4 cities, 1948

[Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 2-15 years. For this table, families wers
limited to those whose household size and income remained approximately the same during the 3 seasons, winter,

spring, and fall]

Baftaly, Miuneapolis-St, Paul, San Francisco l Birmingham
. Food and quantity used at home per person in a week
’ lweekin | 1weekin | 1weekin | 3-week | 1weekin | 1weekin | I weekin } 3-week
winter spring fall average winter spring fall BVerage
Milk equivalent (quarts): Percent | FPereent | Percent | Percend | Percen! | Percent | Percent | Percent
Under 1.0. . 3 0 1 0 6 4 2
1.0-1.9 e 0 4 | 3 3 8 8 G 8
2020 e 4 8 7 8 11 19 17 13
3.0-8.9 e 17 10 \ 18 9 19 6 28 19
4.0-4.9 e e eeaal 24 21 | 21 25 21 26 10 19
5.0-5.9 - i amm e 17 16 18 20 10 10 17 19
6.0-6.9_ . aielaee 14 23 17 18 4 10 6 8
TOandover, .. __._____._____ 21 18 17 17 23 17 12 12
Meat, poultry, fish (pounds) (inecluding
bacon, salt pork):
Under 1.0, i e 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
1019 e 4 10 10 3 2 4 2 0
2020 e eicmaeaee- 18 18 28 18 21 25 25 15
3039 e amas 39 28 24 48 23 32 28 38
4040 e 18 20 22 13 31 21 25 29
5.0-5.9. .. 12 13 7 8 8 10 6 8
6.0andover_ . ________________.______ 9 11 8 \ 10 15 8 14 10
Ground beef (pounds) !
OTL® oo e 54 30 65 | 33 m 0 @ 0]
0.61-0.24___ ... e 1 1 0. 21 l () {1 1) i
0835049 . ... 18 21 18 L 35 ® ) ) o

1 Not tabulated.




TaBLE 6.—CoNSUMPTION IN 1 WEEK VS. 3-WEEE AVERAGE: Distribution of households by quantities of

selected foods used at home per person in a week, “repeat”’ families, 4 cities, 1948-—Continued

[Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 2-15 years. For this table, families
were limited to those whose household size and income remained apprommately the same during the 3 seasons,

winter, spring, and fall]

Buflalo, Minneapolls-St. Paul, San Francisco Blrminghnm
Food and quantity used at home per person in a week 1weekin | 1weekin | 1} weekin 3-week 1week in | 1week in | 1 week In 3-week
winter spring fall averaga winter spring fall average
Ground beef (poundz)—Contineed Percend | Pereent Percent | Percent Pereent Percent Percent Perczmt
0.50-0.74 - o o .- 19 20 12 9 B ® O] M
075099 . 5 5 1 1 M 0] ! {1
1.00 and Over_ _ e aecaeoe- 3 3 4 1 O] 0] M )
Eggs {(number):
Under 8.0__ . oo 0 4 3 0 4 4 6 2
3040 oo 18 17 27 14 15 i} 4 6
5069 _ .. PR 16 20 17 24 17 25 15 15
7089 e 20 20 21 21 12 10 6 | 21
0.0-10.9_ e 24 14 i) 16 10 6 a7 17
11.0-16.6_ - IITIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIINE 16 13 21 20 23 21 29 | 27
16.0 and over_ _ _ . ____ . __ .. 6 12 i) 5 19 28 13 12
Fats and oils {(pounds) (excluding bacon,
salt pork):
Under 0.50__ . oo e 12 16 20 14 2 0 4 0
050099 o 56 46 45 53 25 21 21 19
1.00-1.49 e 24 31 27 29 23 37 29 42
1.60-1.99. .. 8 3 4 3 29 27 31 27
200and over_ _ oo ___ 0 4 4 1 21 15 15 12
Grain products {four equivalent, pounds):
Under 1.0 ____ . o .. 0 1 3 1 0 2 0 0
10-1.9 o 30 30 30 26 2 4 6 2
202D e 37 39 39 47 12 8 17 12
30830 e 22 25 22 21 25 36 35 23
4,040 e 7 1 5 | 4 19 17 17 29
50-6.9 oo 4 3 1 1 32 256 23 34
70and over_ _ ... 0 1 0 0 10 8 2 0
Bakery products (pounds):
Under 0.50 - oo 3 1 0 0 15 6 8 8
0.50-0.99 . el 3 5 4 5 2 8 4 13
1.00-1.49_ . 12 12 16 8 19 21 23 10
1.560-1.99 ... 17 14 20 16 6 17 19 15
200249 ________.___. - 17 17 12 20 21 19 11 23
2.50-3.49 . . - 17 24 25 21 27 21 23 19
3.50-4.49._____ - i5 15 19 18 6 4 10 10
450 andover_ _ . _________________.___ 16 12 19 12 4 4 2 2
Sugar, sweets {pounds):
Under 050 _____ . ___. 4 9 8 3 6 8 2 2
0.50-0.99  _ __ L. 25 24 24 29 8 8 12 10
1.00-1.49 e 30 29 31 28 12 21 10 17
1.50-1.99 e 12 20 15 22 21 28 26 17
2 00-2.49 e _al 20 12 12 10 17 13 19 25
2.50-2.09_ T ITTITTTTTTITIT 5 | 1 5 5 8 12 8 12
3.00-3.99 . . _ . e ___ 3 1 3 0 15 6 19 17
4.00 and over. .. __ . ________._______._ 1 4 1 3 15 4 4 0
Total vegetables and fruits (pounds) (in-
cluding potatoes):
Under 8.0 .o oo __ 0 0 1 0 6 10 4 4
3.0-5.9. . I IITTTITTTTTmT i 1 0 0 15 19 10 1 17
G089 . 9 19 5 [ 25 19 21 23
9.0-11.9_ .. 28 28 20 28 15 30 25 | 21
12.0-14.9 ... 21 14 28 17 12 12 156 [ 21
160-189. .. 24 21 13 27 21 6 10 ] 10
19.0and over_ . _ . .. ______ 17 17 33 22 6 4 6 ! 4
Potatoes, sweetpotatoes (pounds):
Under 1.0_. . .. 5 9 12 3 17 25 19 10
1L0-19. . ____ [T 28 25 30 22 31 48 a3 48
2.0-29.___________ e 36 35 18 38 27 23 36 38
3.0-3.9 . e ___. 14 20 24 20 15 2 & 4
4.0-4.9____.__ e 8 7 10 7 6 2 4 0
50andover_ . . _____________..____.. 9 4 6 5 4 0 0 g
Dry beans and peas, nuts {pounds)

O L oo 20 38 34 10 15 28 34 4
001019 __________ L _____ 27 26 40 46 6 10 15 25
0.20-0.39 . _ . ___ 21 20 12 3N 28 27 27 32
040059 ... 21 8 16 9 31 23 i 25
0.60-0.79_ . . __. 8 4 1 3 10 2 10 8
080and over. ... ______..___ 3 4 3 1 10 10 8 4]

t Not tabulated.



One summary measure deseribing the distribu-
tions is the stundard deviation. Standard devia-
tions based on each of 2 weeks’ consumption of
an item were compared with those based on the

average of 2 weeks for 78 Birmingham families

providing data both in the winter and spring of
1948 (table 7). A measure which relates the
consuraption in 1 week with that in znother is
the coefficient of correlation. These measures
are not unrelated, and it can be shown that the
standard deviation of the distribution of the
averaged values depends upon the correlation
coefficient as well as upon the standard devia-
tions for the data for the individual weeks.!
The correlation coefficients for the Birmingham
families are also given in table 7, and it 18 evident
that for those items having relatively high corre-
lation between the 2 separate weeks-—such as for
total food expense, bakery produects, total fruits
and vegetables, and milk (equivalent), the dis-
tributions for the combined weeks as measured
by the standard devistion are not very different
from those for the individual weeks, while the
reverse is true for such items as total grain
products, potatoes and sweetpotatoes, sugar and
sweets, and dry beans and peas and nuts,

All of these correlation coefficients, it may be
noted, are positive. If the correlations were nega-
tive, as might be the case for some food items if
the obhservations were for consecutive weeks,
greater reductions in the standard deviations
would have been obtained.

The correlation coefficients given in table 7 for
Birmingham are, for many of ithe items shown, of
about the same magnitude as those computed for
the other cities. Averages of the coefficients com-
puted for each of the four cities, winter to spring,
and for two cities, spring to summer, ranked
according to size are as follows:

1 The formula expressing this relationship is as follows,
where the subseripts 1 and 2 indicate the first and second
weeks respectively;

a1 = 1/4 (o + oot + 2rpoios)

Thus if the standard deviations in the 2 weeks are alike
and if (a) the correlation coefficient iz +1.0, there is no
contraction in the distribution when the data for the 2
weeks are averaged; (B) the correlation coefficient is 0,
the standard deviation is 0.71 of that for the individual
week; () the correlation coeflicient is —1.0, the standard
deviation for the combined weeks iz zero. The eorre-
sponding formula for 3 weeks is:

a1?=1/9o? F o+ o+ 2ripoio: + 2rioios - 2rocesoa)

A high correlation between the consumption in 1 week
and that in another, it may be noted, need not imply that
all families had about the same consumption in 1 week as
in the other but that the functional relationship such as
that arising from a seagonal factor accounts for a large
portion of the variance,

18

Coefficient of
corretution

0.78

Item:
Food expense_.____________ ... __
Milk (including equivalent of eream, ice cream,

cheese) e . BT
Total fruits, vegetables 1___________________ . 62
Food energy_ __.____.__ e ., B1
Citrus fruits, tomatoes . . _________________ . 60
Grain products (including flour equivalent of

baked goods) . _____ .. e e .58
Bakery produeta_ . ________________ . ______ . BT
Fats, oils__________ L ___ een. . BB
Potatoes, sweetpatatoes . _________________ .49
BEge e .48
Meat, poultry, fish_ _ . ______ . _________ . ____ .48
Leafy, green, and yvellow vegetables. . ______ .48
Other vegetables and fruits_______._________ . 46
Sugar, sweetsd _ _ . .. .43
Dry beans and peas, nuts_.___ e m e .25

! Includes 4 groups seperately listed: Cltrus fraits and tomatoes, potatoes
and sweetpotatoes, lealy, green, and yellow vegetables, and other vegetables
and fruits.

The items that show a somewhat closer rela-
tionship between the 2 weeks (as measured by the
r} in the other cities than in Birmingham are food
encrgy, grain products, and fats and oils. The
reverse 1s true for baked goods and eggs.

Coefficients of variation, the standard devia-
tions divided by the means, provide another wa
of surnmarizing the amount of variation in distri-
butions. This measure makes distributions having
different means comparable. Coeflicients of vari-
ation based on the distributions of 1-, 2-, and
3-week date are presented in table 8. The groups
of families included are somewhat different from
those shown in table 6, except for the families
giving schedules in 3 weeks in 1948 in Birming-
ham; also the vegetables and fruits are presented
in somewhat different groupings.

As suggested above, milk is one of the foods for
which the inclusion of data for more than 1 week
makes relatively little difference in the distribu-
tions. Coefficients of variation for milk were the
most consistent from season to season and city to
city, ranging from 45 to 61 in auy of the 1-week
periods and from 42 to 53 for the 2- and 3-week
periods.

These various measures provide a basis for judg-
ing the relative usefulness for the various food
items of the distributions obtained from data for 1
week in deriving such estimates as that suggested
above for milk. Since milk has little seasonal
fluctuation rnd the standard deviation is reduced
only slightly when the distribution is based upon
data for more than 1 week, estimates based on the
data for 1 week only may be assumed to be rela-
tively accurate. It has been estimated, for ex-
ample, from the distribution of milk (equivalent)
consumption in 1 week by urban families, that 60
pereent of the households used less than 5 quarts
a person. Lf this 60 percent of the urban house-
holds could be brought up to the 5 quarts a week



TasLE T.—Standard deviations for each of 2 weeks and for the 2-week average and correlation between the
2 wecks of quantities of selected Joods used at home per person in @ week, food expense, and food energy,
“repeat’’ families in Birmingham, winter and spring 1948

[Housckeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 ehildren, aged 2 15 years. For this iable, families
were limited 10 those whose household size and income remained approximately the same in the 2 seasons]

l Standard deviation of consumptlon in week
!

:[ o o | : : | Percent
" ) Ol_] cg- » ' Winter- ! ! erco.p
e i eﬂ%:,:snt Tnit Winter . Bpring S;’:}'l&lg | J}gﬂ(}%ﬂ
I ‘ i far} i [£2)) :w(eru]gc s
' | i I R
P 1 t ! ———
| i ‘
Food eXpense. o - o o mmm e e i 0,75 | Dollars.____i 269 | 226 ]‘ 232" &
Bakery produwcts. o - . oo m oo | .73 | Pounds_____ .20 0 L2+ 113 T
Total vegetables and fruits 1___ . . _______. ; L1 dool Lol I 5.95 518 515 T
Milk (including equivalent of cream, ice eream, cheese)___ LG8 - Quarts_. .01 2033 2. 41 217 8
DS oo mm oo .65 Thozens.___. : 241 .41, .37 10
Other vegetables, fruits_ . .. . ... .60 Pounds___ . 2.62 | 254 2.31 | 10
Citrus fruits, toOmatoBs_ _ . .. L858 i __doo______ 3. 1% | 230, 242 11
Meat, poultry, fish_ oo L84l doo . Les | .4l 133 12
Food enerEy - o o e oo .41 | Calories 2_. 1,627 0 1, 3121 1,239 16
Leafy, green, and yellow vegetables____________________ -39 1 Peunds._._. L3157 1L.231 1407 16
Fats and ails_ oo oo ‘ 238 i.do . ; AR .80 | .72 16
Grain products {total including flour equivalent of baked | L36 i _doo_ . .57 | L70 1 1. 35 . 18
nods) . ; i ‘ |
Po%uatoe&)s, SWeetpotaboBs | _ e L83 oo do_o____ .30+ 102 .05 18
SUgar, SWeetS _ _ _ . e L28 o _doo oL . P 140 890 L 94 18
Dry beans and peas, nUbS o .o 209 . do_______ ‘ .49 .40, .33 <‘ 25
| i ! !

 Tneludes citrus fruits and tomatoes, leafy, green, and vellow vegetables, potatoes and swectpotatoes, and other
vegetables and fruits. :
¢ Per nutrition unit per day.

TarLe 8,—Coeficients of variation for household quantities of foods used in 1 week, and in 2- and 3-week
periods, “repeat’” families, Birmingham and Minneapolis-8t. Poul, 1848-49
[Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or cver and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 2-15 years. For this table, families wers

limited to those whose household size and income remained approximately the same during the first and second and,
where applicable, the third scason] ’

Lealy, \ ‘ ! Grein | Fats and
_ i N ETeen, | myprne iP{)tnme.‘;H Other Milk Meat, i Dry ! producets | oils (in- | :'-‘;ugar
Ctty and time pericd | Families | and ye]-‘ fruits, | Sveet ~|vegetables) equiva- - poullry, | FEges  beansand, (four | cluding | ongd
110w VEEE- | | oinatoes patatoes and lent | fish ! peas, nuts! equlva- tinoen,
‘ | tables | | fruits | ‘ : lens salt pork)
Birmingha | : ’ : ' |
ngham: : : : i
1 x'veek in— Number | Percent  Percent | Percent . Percent | Percent | Percent . Percent . Percen! Percent | DPercent  Percent
Spring 1949_ _| 76 33 ! %2 57 | 73 58 53 52 a7 31 40 53
Sumimer 1949 _ 76 HE 85 a0 | 75 37 48 50 122 42 13 47
2-week average. 76 50 3 73 45 64 53 44 - 45 | 01 36 37 15
L week in— . _ s i i »
Winter 1948__ 48 56 ‘ a7 54 72 55 38 57 | 0 38 12 66
Spring 1948__ 48 39 54 61 7 55 41 &5 104 35 35 44
Fall 1048 ___! 48 341 v2 59 77 15 48 17| 110 32 35 46
3week average. 48 | 41 | T4 i1 64 47 33 150 63 28 31 13
Minneapolis - St. j f i i :
Paul: 3 i ! |
1 week in— ‘ i i ) !
Winter 1948__ 51 i 61 52 87 60 47 38 52 I 104 ot a2 51
Spring 1048 _ 31 ‘ 53 | 61 68 87 45 +3 82 125 A5 +8 55
2-week average 51 52 1 81 73 57 42 35 41 83 51 48 47
1 week in— i | :
Spring 1949, _ 58 44 ‘ 81 a3 45 53 51 53 119 4% 42 o7
Summer 1940 _ 38 63 103 58 | 66 51 48 52 151 a2 52 68
2-WL;><81.{ average. 38 | 17 | 88 50 | 48 48 40 45 115 . 47 12 58
1 week in— | : ' |
Winter 1948__ 25 | 60 ¢ 49 81 : 60 S50 41 } 47 92 33 51 | 56
Spring 1948 | 28 60 G6 69 ¢ 7T 53 47 44 101 39 46 53
Fall 1948 ___ _| 25 50 73 72 ! 82 ¢ 61 46 | §1) 116 ! 61 47 48
Fweek avel‘age_lw 25 47 8 68 ! 67 51 : 37 39 68 55 43 45
: ' i ! I




level, the total amount of milk or milk products
(other than butter) in the diets of urban families
would be increased by 23 percent. Had consump-
tion of these urban families been based on reports
for more than a single week, the estimate of poten-
tial consumption would have been reduced only
slightly. For the “repeat’” families in the two
city groups, the percentages of families using less
than § quarts of milk (equivalent) per pgrson a
week were as follows:

Buftalo, Min-

Report pertod Birmingham nre’aaputl)ﬂgf;

Franelsoo

. Percent Percent
Winter, 1 week_____________.___. 6

Spring, L week________.__.__.__. 63 43
Fall, 1 week_. ____._ e 65 50
3-week average. . ... ... 61 45

In addition to providing some help in interpret.-
ing the usefulness of distribuiions based on 1 week’s
consumption, the data from the “repeat” families
in the 4-city surveys may be examined for insight
into another type of question: Is family-to-family
variance 1aore than within-family (“week-to-
week’”) variance? Some calculations were made
for meat by way of illustration.

As is shown 1n table 9, for the 3 cities of the
North and West, separately and combined, be-
tween-family differences were significantly greater
than within-family differences in the consumption
of total meat, and with only 1 or 2 exceptions, for
individual meat items for which computations
were made. In Birmingham, the between-family
differences were significantly greater than the
within-family differences for the separate mesats.
They were also greater for the total food group,
but the difference is significant only at about the
10-percent level. Apparently the meat items
showed & greater tendency in the 3 cities than in
Birmingham to supplement each other in the

week’s consumption in such a way that family-to-
family differences for total meat as well as for the
separate items were greater than ‘“week-to-week”’
differences.

The family-to-family variation, as has been
emphasized in this report, is associated with such
family differences as size, composition, and income.
One reason for the finding that the between-
family variation for meat was relatively less im-
portant in Birmingham than in the other cities
is the difference in the variation of the household
size—in Birmingham the coefficient of variation
of the household size of “repeat’” families was 26;
in the 3 cities combined, 36.

Methods of Determining the Factors Associated
With Variation

Two types of procedures for analyzing the fac-
tors assoclated with variation are discussed in this
section. The first depends upon comparisons of
group averages—based either upon sorting of
schedules by family characteristics or upon sort-
ing of schedules by level of consumption. The
second involves more elaborate statistical tech-
niques than comparisons of averages of grouped
data. Those used with data from this study are
regression and correlation analysis nsing indivadual
observations and analysis of variance. Since
such techniques are relatively expensive to apply,
they are used in this report as illustrative examples
and applied only to selected items, chiefly milk.

Sorfing by family characteristics

One of the most usual methods of determining
the factors associated with variations in con-
sumption is to classify families by such character-
istics as income and family size or composition
and obtain averages of quantities of foods con-
sumed by the several subgroups of families. If
the averages differ significantiy—that is, if the
probability is small that the differences found
are due to random variation—it is concluded that
the classifying characteristic is one of the factors

TABLE 9.-—Analysis of variance in household consumption of total meat, beef, pork, and other meat of “ repeat”
families furnishing data in cach of 3 weeks, 4 cilies, 1948 1

R Ratio of variunees (F)
Degrees of freedom V?rl;:e&r H %Tglte):%?}??y Between-family
ity Familles of— Within-family
(number)
Bf;ggﬁ,n' ‘Eggg' 1 percent | & percent | Totalmeat Beef Pork  |Other meat
Birmingham_______________.____ 48 47 i 96 1. 73 1. 48 1. 19 2. 52% 1, 50* 1. 63*
Buffalo, Minneapolis-St. Paul,

San Francisco ... ._.._.__. 76 75 152 1. 56 1,87 | 4, 80% 3, 26%* 1. 84%* 2, 41**
Buffalo . . oo ei e 30 20 80 2. 03 1. 65 6, 36%K 3, 20%% 1 88* 2, 66**
Minneapolis-St. Paul_._.____._ 28 27 56 2.086 1. 67 3. 62%* 3. 19%% 1.26 2. 34+%
San Francisco________________ 18 17 36 2. 54 1.93 { 4. 55*% 5.06% 1,03% 1. 77

1 Repeat families gave information on week’s consump-
tion of food in winter, spring, and fall 1948. Those
families that changed in household composition by more
than 0.35 equivalent persons or in income by more than
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30 percent (lowest to highest) were not used in these
caleulations.

*Fignificant ai 5-percent level

**Fignificant at 1-percent level.



associated with variations in consumption. Even
when some of the statistical tests do not reveal
differences conventionally considered significant,
if consistent patterns of differences occur in study
after study, such as larger average consumption
per family in higher than in lower income classes,
that characteristic may be judged an important
factor in determining consumption.

Considerable data for this type of analysis
with income as the variable characteristic are
presented in appendix tables of this report and
the results summarized in part 1. Presented in
8 later section (pp. 32 to 43) is a more elaborate
analysis of the relationship between income and
consumption, involving functional relationshipa
with emphasis on the problems of holding family
size constant before drawing conclusions about
income elasticities.

When income and family size are used as ithe
basis for classification, consistent differences in
the averages are geperally found, with consump-
tion of most foods inereasing with income and with
family size. Nevertheless, there is considerable
variation about the group averages—and this,
indeed, accounts for the fact that significant dif-
ferences are not always found between the group
averages. Thig is lustrated by the tabulation
of 3-person urban households in 3 income classes,
distributed according to the amount of milk
(equivalent) consumed in the spring of 1948 (from
appendix table 50):

|
3-person. households with Incomes

SLWeaTl—
Quarts of milk (equivalent) consumed
at home per Derson in g week 1

$1,000 and. | $3,000 and | $5,080 and

$2,000 $4,000 | $7,500

Percent Percent Percent
Some but less than 1.00.____ 2 0 0
1.00-1.99. . ... 7 3 0
200-299 __ . _____ 21 9 9
3.00-399 . 15 20 13
4.00-4.99__________________ 24 16 29
5.00-599_____ _____________ 8 22 9
6.00-6.99_ ___________.______ 8 12 21
7.00and over. . _________ 15 18 19
Mean plus or minus 1 quart._ 35 36 32

Quurts Quarks Quarfs
Mean_ . _._.__ 4, 53 5. 41 5. 59

The increase in consumption with income is con-
sistent, but there is so much variation about the
means that the difference between the second and
third income classes is not significant.

A refinement of the family-size classification to
take account of family composition is especially
important for & food such as milk. Relatively

large samples are needed for this kind of analysis.
The following tabulation of the 3-person house-
helds in the $2,000 to $3,000 class indicates more
clustering of the figures than in the figures for all
3-person households shown above:

3-person heuseholds with incomes
between $2,000 and 53,000
Quaris ofmitk (equivalent) consumed
at home per person In & week 2 adnlts 1 adult
Badults | “ehpd” | 2 children
Pereent Percent Percent
Some but less than 1.00.____
100199 e 8 5 0
200299 ____ . __ 5 10 7
3.00-3.99__________________ 30 17 20
400-499__________________ 23 20 24
500-5.99 . ___ 20 22 21
6.00-6.99 .. 2 17 14
7.00and over..___________. 12 7 14
Mean plus or minus 1 quart_ 45 42 45
Quorts Quarts Quurts
Mean. ... 4, 63 4. 94

Family habits, preferences, and circumstances
differ so much that, even when the classification
takes account of income and family size and com-
position, variation in food expenditures is found.
The above data are from the national urban sample;
region and size of city were not controlled. But
even if further classification had been possible,
differences in budget practices from one family to
another would doubtless still be shown. The dis-
tribution of these same families by amounts spent
for food in a a weck is as follows:

3-person urban households with in-

vomes between $2,000 and §3,000

Ampunt spent for food at home per

person in a week, spring 1948 ’ 2 pefult L adult

adults, adult,

3 adults | “epild" | 2euilren

Percent [ FPercent Percent

Vesg than 85.00_________.__ 12 24 2
$5.00-86.99________________ 35 f 37 41
B7.00-88.99_ _______________ 35 22 17
$9.00 and over_____________ 18 | 17 21

|

Even when households of the same size are classi-
fied by the amount of food expenditures, there is
considerable variation in quantities consumed, il-
lustrating the diversity of food choices that can be
made at approximately the same cost. The three-
person households, for example, in selected food-
spending classes, were distributed as follows ac-
cording to the amounts of milk (equivalent) con-
gumed during the survey week ({rom appendix
table 51):
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| 3-person households spending speei-
. fied amounts for food at home per
Quarts ofmilk equivalent) eonsumed person, 1 weekr, spring, 1948

at home per person In a week

1 $5.00-55. 58 $7.00-57. 89| $9.00-99. %9

' |

i Percent © Percent |  Pereent
Some but less than 1.00_____ ; 0 | ! 0
1.00-1.99. . . ... | 4| 2 0
200-299__ . ___ ... 18 . 7 4]
3.00-3.99. . ______._ .. 22 23 12
4.00-4.99.__._ el | 28 18 20
500-599_ ... : 9 18 25
6.00-699_ . ___.__________. 8 I i2 12
700andover___.__________ ! 12 20 30
Mean plus or minus 1 quart.| 44 35 37

‘ Quarfs | Quaris Quaris
Mesn. ... . ___ .. i 4.51 ° 528 6. 08

When all 3-person families, regardless of food ex-
pense, were classed together, the milk consumption
of only 32 percent of the families fell within a
quart of the average, However, when as sbove,
3-person families are grouped by the amount spent
for food, there is more clustering, especially in the
lower food-spending intervals. In general, the
higher the total amount spent for food, the smaller

the clustering around the average, for with larger.

food budgets, families have the opportunity for
more varied food consumption patterns,

For most purposes, however, a classification by
food expense is not as useful as a classification by
income. Data on food consumption patterns are
often wanted to genecralize to populatibns other
than those surveyed. Distribution of the popula-
tion by income, family size, family composition,
place of residence, and other demographic charac-
teristics are more often available than are distri-
butions by total food expense. A further problem
is introduced by the fact that the level of food
expense is a less stable measure from one week to
another for a given family than are many other
characteristics.

Sorting hy level of consumption

Another approach to the study of variation in
conswinption 1s to sort households by quantities
consumed and then determine the characteristics
of households conguming different amounts. Such
an analysis must take account of week-to-week
varisbility in consumption of food or groups of
foods if the characteristics of households that con-
sumed [arge or small amounts of these foods are to
be considered representative of those that are usu-
ally high or low consumers.

Cha;?l:‘:terlstics of families consuming large or small amounts of
m

Milk (including the milk equivalent of other
dairy products) was selected for an analysis by the
technique of sorting by level of consumption be-
cause it accounts for so large a share of the food
dollar and of supplies of several important nutri-
ents. In view of the findings on week-to-week
vartability in consumption presented in the discus-
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sion of the reporting period, such an analysis is
more meaningful for milk than it would be for
many other foods, The following tabulation of the
families in Buffalo, Minneapolis-St, Paul, and San
Francisco that reported in both the winter and
spring sh«ws the extent to which households fell
in E‘l& seme milk-consumption groups in bpoth
weeks:

Consumption per person during week in winter

Consumption per
person doring |
week i spring

fynarts) ' Les%ﬁg‘;‘,?s4'25 4.25-5.99 quarts | 6.90 quartsor aver
— A e
Less than | Number| Percent | Number| Percent | Number Percent
425 . _. 53 12 29 4 L3
4.20-2.99_ __¢ 16 36 18 42 9 | 18
6.00andover.| 5 Tt | 20, 3 W
100 ( 42 i 00| 50! 100

Tu‘r-u.l_ul 45
I

T

In the low-milk-consuming group in winter,
one-half of the households so classified were also
low-milk-consuming households in the spring. In
the high-milk-consuming group, three-fourths of
the households so classified were also high-milk-
consuming households in the spring. In the
middle group, almost half of the households were
also in the middle group acecording to their spring
consumption, Thus the chances were better
than even, at least for the low and high groups,
that types of households described as low or high
milk consumners would have been the same if the
classification could have been based on a period
longer than one week.

he characteristics of {families using large,
medium, and small amounts of milk were deter-
mined from reports supplied by 767 families
living in Minneapolis-St. Paul, Buffale, and San
Francisco in the winter of 1948. These sched-
ulea were divided approximately evenly into three
groups and then further subdivided inte those
families with no children and those with children
under 16 years of age. The results were as fol-
lows: '

Milk (equivalent) eon- Familles Familics
sumed st home per per- | Afl familles with no AmLICs
s0m in 4 week per e ehlldren with children

{

Num- Per- | Num-| Per- }Nwm-'\ DPer-
Tess than 425 | ber [ cent | ber | cemt | ber | cent

quarts___________ 253 | 33.00 140 | 39. 9] 113 | 27. 2
4.25-6.00 quarts.___| 277 | 36. 1] 113 | 32. 2| 164 ‘ 39. 4
6.00 quarts or over_.| 237 | 30. 9| 08 l 27.9) 139 | 33.4

Total. ... 767 |100. 0| 351 iwo.o 416 190. 0

Because presence of children is an important
factor influencing consumption, the investigation
of other characteristics that might be associated
with high or low milk consumption was carried out
separately for those families with no children and
those with one or more children under 16 years of
age. The characteristics for which data were
available are family income, household size, ex-



pense for all food, and age and education of home-
maker (table 10).

For both the families with no children and those
with children at home, the average income of the
high-milk-consuming group was higher than the
average for the low-milk-consuming group. The
mediur-milk-consuming families, however, those
using between 4.25 and 6.00 guarts per person a
week, did not fall in regular progression between
the other 2 groups for families with children at
home. Houscholds using larger amounts of milk
per person were smaller than those using the
smgller amounts of milk, with the result that the
relationship between per capita incomes was more
marked than for family incomes.

In those families with no children at home—on
the whole an older group than thoge with 1 or
more children under 16 years at home—there
was some association between the age of the home-
maker and the amount of milk used. More of the
families that were high milk consumers included
young homeinakers than did the familics in the
low-milk group. In the high-milk group, 31 per-
cent were under 40 years of age; in the low-milk
group, only 17 percent.

In those families with one or more children at
home, thers was less association hetween the
amount of milk used by the family and the age
of the homemaker, Seventy-ithree percent of the
homemakers in the high-milk group were less than
40 years of age; 66 percent in the low-milk group.

High milk consumption was associated in both

groups of families with more formal education for
the housewife. In the group with no children,
57 percent of the homemakers in the low-milk
group had progressed beyond elementary school;
in the high-milk group, 73 percent. Correspond-
ing figures for the group with children at home
wera 63 and 79 percent.

The educational attainment of these women, of
course, may have been only one of many factors
related to the level of milk consumption, High
milk consumption per person, as pointed out
above, appears to be associated with high incomes
and small families as well as with relatively high
educational level of the homemaker, Hducation
and income, however, are generally positively cor-
related, while education and size of family are
negatively correlated. How much influence each
of thesc factors had cannot be explored in this
type of analysis.

Milk consumption in relation to other foods

Having determined the characteristics of house-
helds consuming large and small amounts of milk,
we might ask the following question: Are sclee-
tions of other foods different when milk eonsumnp-
tion is high or low? Greater milk consumption,
however, tends to be associated with greater con-
sumption of all foods and higher total food cxpense
(table 11). Therefore, a more manageable ques-
tion would be: Within a given sum spent for food,
which parts of the food budget compensate for the
larger sums spent for milk?

TanLk 10.—CHARACTERISTICE OF FAMIELIES AT DIFFERENT LEVELS OF MILK CONSUMPTION: Families
with no children and jamilies with children under 16 years

[Households of 2 or more persong in Buffale, Minneapolis-8t. Paul, and San Francisco, winter 1948}

Characteristic | Unit
i) ! @

—_—— e ————
Families. _ _ _ . .. Number___
Milk (equivalent) consumption per person.___] Quarts___._
Household sige________________________.__ Porsons_ _
Inecome, family______________________. Dollars___.
Income, per person__ . ___]o._ .. do... .
Age of homemaker:

Under 30 years_ . .. _..__ Pereent__ _

30-39 years ... oo o_. do___.

40-49 years. ..o oo |oo_. do____

5059 vears __. . . jeaon- do____

60 years and OVer. _ ..o cceccoooofoao. do..__

Total o o e O

Education of homemaker:

Elementary school. .o _ .. . .. .____ Percent.__

High achool______ I oo joo_ do____

College e do____

Total oo -

- —
l Farnilies with no children, consum-

i ing specified quantity of milk
| {equivalent} per person in a week i

Families with children, eonsuming
spacified quantity of wilk {equiv-
alent) per person in 3 week

— )
Less than | 4.25-599 | 6.00 quarts| Less than = 4,26-5,99 L 6.00 quarts
4.25 quarts quarts  and pver | 4.25quarts . quarts and over
@ (4) } (3 (3 (M @)
.| 110 113 98 1g | 154 139
. 3. 03 5. 06 8.27 3.39 5. 11 7. 51
o 2. 58 2. 48 2. 24 4. 35 4. 34 3. 96
_--|3,380 {3,480 13,960 3,700 |3,51C |4,030
.11, 316 1,408 |1, 768 831 809 11,018
.| 01 120 | 161 28. 6 28. 8 27. 4
. 6. 5 10. 2 1 15.1 37. 5 43. 0 46. 0
o 248 25. 0 26. 9 22,8 21. 8 16. 3
.| 327 28 7 24. 7 0% 51 8.1
.. 261 22 2 17.2 18 1.8 2.2
.| 100.00 100,001 100. 001 100. 00" 100. 00, 100. 00
i ! T T
.| 43.2 ‘ 38. 9 26. 8 37.2 ! 25,0 21. 0
. 40.3 46.1 | 50.58 1 5014 53.7 35. 8
<l 165 1500 27| 124 203, 232
___, 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 = 100.0 | 100.0




TapLr 11.—CONSUMPTION OF MAJOR FOODE BY FAMILIES AT DIFFERENT LEVELS OF MILK CONSUMPTION:
Average quantities of specified foods consumed at home per person in a week, by families with no children

and fomilies with children under 16 years

[Flouseholds of 2 or more persons in Buffalo, Minneapolis-St. Paul, and San Francizco, winter 1948]

Familles with no chlldren, consum- | Famllies with childeen, consem.
ing specified quantity of milk ing specified qgnantity of milk
Food group Tait (equivalent) per person in a week (equivalent) per person Iu s week

Less than | 4.26-5.99 | 8.00 quarta | Lessthan | 4.25-5.99 | 6.00 quarts

4.23 quarts fquaris and over | 4.25guarts{ quarts and over

[£Y] 2 @ ()] (5 (6 )] 8

Milk {(or its equivalent) . _______.._...___.___ Quarts.______ 3.03 5. 06 8 27 3. 39 511 7. 54
Meat, poultry, fish_______ . ____________ Pounds_.____. 3.94 1. 47 4, 48 3. 16 321 3.24
215 IO Dozena._____. .61 . 64 .71 . 45 . 51 .54
Fats and oils_ _ _ ... Poundsa_______ .82 .94 1. 06 .75 .72 . 82
Grain proeducta {lour equivalent)____..__.___|_____ do_.__... 2. 41 2 48 2 84 2. 56 2. 41 297
Bakery produets_ - __________ e feeeoo do___..___ 2. 40 2. 39 2.76 2 47 2. 45 2. 62
Sugar and sweebs________________.________jo_.._ do__..._- 1. 29 1, 48 1. 68 1. 28 1. 34 1. 61
Vepetables and fruite . . _ . ___.._____________j_____ do.______ 13. 58 14. 50 16. 61 10. 43 11. 43 12,72
itrus fruite and tomatoes_.. .____________|___.__ do..._.._ 4 22 4. 53 5.02 3.25 3. 53 411
Leafy, green, and yellow vegetables________[_____ do____.__ 2. 54 2. 84 3. 48 1, 84 2 08 2,21
Potatoes and sweetpotatoes_______________]_____ do__..__. 2,39 2.36 2, 54 2. 32 2.27 2. 32
Other vegetables and fruite_______________f_____ do______. 4.42 4.76 5. 67 3.02 3. 54 4,08
Dry beans and peas, nuts_ . ___ . ___________.____ do.___._. .25 .27 .34 .21 .22 .28
Total SXPOnSe. - oo oo omme e Dollars_——.__ 6.8 | 7.75| 90.47| 571 6.23| 727

The method developed to answer this question
involved sorting families into five groups depend-
ing upon the relationship between a family’s milk
consumption and the average consumption of milk
in its food-spending class,”® In more detail, the
following steps were taken:

1. Schedules obtained in 3 cities during the
winter of 1948 were pooled and grouped into
those from families with no children and those
from families with 1 or more children under 18
vears of age. They were then sorted according
to the total amount per person spent for food,”
For each of these food-spending groups or cells,
the aversge per person consumption of mejor
foods was computed.

2. Each family’s consumption of various foods
was then expressed as & percent of the average
consumption of its own food-spending ceil.

3. Next, families from all the food-spending
cells were regrouped according to their milk
(equivalent) consumption as a percentage of the
average of the cell. From this regrouping five
relative millk-consumption classes were obtained

8 8imilar tabulations were made for meat, poultry, and
fish, See appendix table 71 and Meat: Variations in Con-
sumption and Interrelationships with Other Foods (20).

17°A total of 767 schedules from surveys made in Buffale,
Minneapolis-8t. Paul, and San Francisco were used. Ex-
cept for the upper end of the food-spending array, intervals
of 50 cents per person per week for food expense at home
were used. Above $8 per person per week, broader food
expense intervals were set up. ight families spending
less than $3.50 per person for food and 24 families spending
over $14 per person were excluded because there were too
few cases to compute average quantities for a food-spending
cell. Schedules were also available from Birmingham for
this same season, but they were excluded from this analysis
because of the deeided differences in the food habits of the
southern eity families and those of the 3 other cities.
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for each family composition group. In the first

class were those families that consumed less

than 70 percent of the average amount of milk
consumed by their food-spending cells. The
next four classes consumed 70-89 percent,

90-109 percent, 110-129 percent, and 130 per-

cent or more of the average of their cells,

4. For each of these 5 relative milk-consump-

tion classes, the percentages computed in step 2

were averaged (table 12).

The procedure deseribed above, in effect, holds
the food-spending level constant, but &t the same
time enables the pooling of [amilies of different
food—spendin%llevels according to similar diver-
gence from the average consumption pattern of
families of their own family type and budget
practices.’® Characteristics of the families in the
five relative milk-consumption classes are shown
in table 13.

In developing the model used in this analysis it
should be emphasized that the objective was the
stiudy of interrelationships within a given food
budget. The results thus indicate the foods
families might be expected to consume more or
less of if their milk consumption changed—

18 Investigation was first made of possible differences in
the interrelationships of consumption among families
gpending different total amounts for food. It was thought
that possibly families with high food expenditures made
different choices of alternate foods than those spending
little for food. After computation of the percentage con-
sumption of each family (in relation to the average con-
gumption of its own food-spending cell), initial tabulations
were made separately for families in three broad food-
spending groups. No clear-cut group differences were
apparent and it was decided that the number of cases was
not sufficient to warrant drawing separate conclusions for
families spending different amounts for food.



TaBLE 12.—INTERRELATIONSHIPS IN THE CONSUMPTION OF MILK (EQUIVALENT) AND OTHER FOODS:
Relative consumption of selected foods by households in & milk-consumption classes, famalies with no

children and families with children !

[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in Buffalo, Minneapolis-St. Paul, and San Francisco, winter 1948)]

Relative milk-consamption elass
|
Food group and family typs Less than | 70-80 per- BO-108 110-12¢ | 130 percent
70 percant cent of percent of | percent of | or more of
of average | average aVerage AVCruge AVErage
Milk {equivalent): Percent | Pereent | Pereent | Percent | Percent
With no children . - - oo e - 50 80 98 119 162
With ehildren - - - ¢ e oo e m e e e—a e 56 80 99 120 148
Meat, pouliry, fish {(including bacon, salt pork):
With no children o o e emm e 108 102 106 a7 85
With children_____ - ___-.---- (_i_“lf_“_k_) ........................ 117 105 99 96 84
Fats and oils (excluding bacon and sall pork):
With no a:hi(ldren__..g ___________________________________________ 98 100 100 100 102
With ehildren o oo e mmmn e 113 98 26 99 101
Grain products:
With no children . cooe o o mmermamam—mam e —mme— o 99 101 103 100 97
With ehildren . . oo o o e e e 106 100 97 103 97
Bakery products:
With I1)10 hilAren . e e e mmmmmemm e m 100 99 109 97 95
With ehildren _ - oo et o 104 101 59 101 95
Flour and meals:
With no children e oo o mem e mmmmm e 155 90 105 65 74
With children . - - o o e oo idmam e - 72 96 77 130 134
Cereals (hot and cold):
With no children oo e e wmaraaimmmm—mmmmmmm e 118 77 130 70 06
With children - - - - oo o amm e m e —mmm—mwmmmmmmmmmm e 62 68 82 124 181
Sugar, sweets:
With no ehildren_ . i dame e oo 100 95 104 99 102
With children_ o e e 100 100 98 103 101
Vegetables and fruits (total excluding dry beans and peas):
With no children_ e ceeec e mmmm—m——e— oo 108 99 99 96 97
With ehildren o oo o o e e e eemeamm e 97 101 101 102 99
Dry beans and peas:
With no ehildren _ oo o e 144 102 03 76 75
With ehildren e o m oo f oo 67 108 73 120 132
Soft drinks:
With no ehildren.. . - o oo e 132 105 95 79 64
With ehildren. o e e 64 103 86 107 141
Coffee:
With no children . _ - - o e 145 99 102 67 il
With children oo o e e e et 89 a0 82 118 138

t For each household, per person consumption was ex-
ressed as a percent of the average consumption of all
Eouseholds of that family type in its food expense cell.

provided they stayed within the same total
expenditure for food. In so far as foods are
competitive with other items of family spending or
saving and total food expenditure is not a fixed
sum for which various foods compete, an increase
in consumption of one food would result in higher
total food expenditures rather than in decreased
consumption of other foods. But the assumption
that the food budget is limited is probably as
realistic as the assumption that it is not, especially
for an understanding of the effect that recom-
mended budget practices—for example, increased
milk consumption—may have on the food choices
of families with limited sums to spend on food.
When total food expenditures are held constant,
quantities of meat, poultry, and fish decrease when
quantities of millk (equivalent) increase (fig. 2).
This is in harmony with the findings when fainilies

Households were then sorted into 5 percentage milk-
eonsumption classes. TFor each class, averages of the
percentages for milk and other foods were obtained.

were classified according to their relative meat
consumption (appendix table 71). Since milk and
meat, poultry and fish are both important items
in the family food budget, taking 16 and 30 percent
respectively of the total, it is not altogether
surprising that when one item increases, the other
decreases. In other words, with total food ex-
pense held constant, larger than average amounts
of milk and other dsiry products (except butter)
might easily be compensated for by smaller than
average bills for meat, poultry, and fish,

Average consumption of other major foods
appears to differ little in relation to level of milk
consumption. Families in the low-milk group
used relatively the same amounts of grain produets
sugar and sweets, fats, and total vegetables and
fruits as did those families in the high-milk
consumption group.
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FicrrE 2—Interrelations in the consumption of milk and other foods, families in Buffalo, Minneapolis-St.
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TABLE 13 —CHARACTERISTICS OF FAMILIES CONSUMING RELATIVELY DIFFERENT AMOUNTS OF MILK
(EQUIVALENT): Families with no children and families with children ?

[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons, Buffalo, Minneapolis-St. Paul, and San Francisco, winter 1948}

Relative milk-consumption class
Charscteristic and family type Uait Yess than | 70-80 per- | 90-100 per- 110-120 per-| 130 percont
70 parcent cent of cont of centof ;and over of
of averags | average average average AVETAgZE
Families:
With no children. . ... _. R oo Number.__.__ 67 72 68 54 82
With children. ___._.._. e PN R do._____ 56 a5 112 68 66
Income, family:
With no children__ .. ___ e e Dollars. .._._. 3,794 | 3,387 | 3,528 | 3,497 3, 506
With children._____ . SR SR do___..._ 3,720 0 3,745 3,663 | 4,100 3, 588
Household size: )
With no ehildren. _ . . _._..-. Persona_._... 2.31 2. 66 2,46 2, 57 2.25
With children ..o _._. s emrmmmm e do_._.___ 4, 19 4,18 4. 20 4,27 4,01
Age of members of households with children:
Adults . e e e e Percent _ ... 58 54 51 51 46
Children_ . e-_- [ [ do___.___ 42 46 49 49 54
Boys 13-20 years.___ ... _____. N do._._.._ 7 4 5 6 7
Girls 13-20 years . e faa——— doaooao.- 6 6 5 6 5
Boys and girla:
7-13 yearsao--_ ... __._._ R EUPS doo_.. 10 12 13 15 14
4—6 YeATS oo oo e memm e e do._.__.. 10 9 11 10 10
Under 4 years_________._._._. SR FpE do__.__.. 9 15 15 12 18
Food expense per person in week:
With no ehildren_ _ . eeeena- Dollars.._.___ 7.79 7. 47 7. 65 7.27 7. 86
With ehildren__ . o iaai]ewaan o[> T 6. 55 6. 47 6. 53 6. 37 6. 74
Age of homemsker:
With no children:
Under 30 years_ - _ e ean Percent.. ... g9 17 11 4 20
3030 years_ e do_.._._. 4 10 14 11 7
4040 vears. . | do._.____ 27 23 27 23 25
50-59 years_. .. . do______. 40 28 25 36 26
60 years and over____. Sy N do_______ 20 22 23 26 22
Total...._ AUy RO EUPRPINY SRR do______ 100 100 100 100 100
With children:
Under 30 years._..._._ SOV VRN R do....... 27 32 27 27 20
30-39 years__ ..ol do______. 34 39 47 41 48
40-49 years___ . ..o eoooollll do-.—.__. 22 24 19 17 16
50-59 years. . __.___ SR SO do_._____ 13 5 5 12 5
60 yearsand over_______._._____ U I do. ... 4 0 2 3 2
Total o oo oo . . [N - { ..... do-eoao._ 100 100 100 100 100
Education of homemaker: ?
With no children:
Elementary school... . _ . _._.. ST do_____._ 40 35 36 41 34
Highschool .- .. . - ____ _ _ _ _._.__.___ SR S do.______ 39 46 52 42 43
College . . i baaaos do._____. 21 19 12 17 23
Total . o cmaeeme oo do-—._ 100 100 100 100 100
With children:
Elementary school .- - . . |-c-__ do____... 41 27 23 26 17
High school.. .. __ e [N FE, do_______ 46 56 54 56 59
College - e R P, do .. ._ 13 18 23 18 24
Total - e do_c_._._ 100 100 100 100 100

! For each bousehold, per person consumption of milk
(equivalent) was ex%ressed as a percent of the average
consumption of all households of that type in #as food
expense cell. Households were then sorted into § per-

2305040—85——3

centage milk-consumption clagses. For each class, aver-
ages or percentages of the several characteristics of
families were obtained.

% Highest grade completed.
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Since a large share of the household milk supply
is used as a beverage, the analysis was carried
further to show interrelationships between milk
and soft drinks and milk and coffee. Here the
reader should be reminded that the available data
on quantities of foods refer to home consumption
only. Away-from-home consumption of both cof-
fee and soft drinks may be considerable. It is
also possible that there is a tendency for respond-
ents to underreport on the home consumption of
goft drinks (as is known to be true for alcoholic
beverages).

The significant point in the interrelationships
between milk and soft drinks and milk and coffee
is that there is positive correlation between them
for families with children but negative correlation
for families with no children. Since all are bev-
erages, it is not surprising to find the negative
relationship. The positive correlation is more
unusual. It would appear to indicate that low
milk consumption in families with children is not
the result of high consumption of coffee or soft
drinks. Vice versa, high milk consumption does

not mean low family consumption of coffee or
soft drinks 1

Relatively small but yet important proportions
of the household milk “is used on cereal and in
balugg. Interrelations between the consumption
of milk and bakery products, flour and meal, and
cereals are also indicated in figure 2. Little or
no association exists in the use of hakery prod-
ucts (including all stere-bought products such as
bread, cookies, and eske) and milk products{ex-
cluding butter). With flour and meal, there is a
gositive relationship for families with children,

ut a negative relationship for families with no
children. This may indicate that for families
with children, increased milk consumption goes
along with greater home baking, with the reverse
true for families with no children.

For families with children there is & positive
relationship between the consumption of cereals
thot and cold) and of milk, For families with no

1 Again perhaps it is worthwhile to reiterate that datsa
are not available from these food surveys to indicate
which family member consumed any of the various food
items.

TABLE 14 —INTERRELATIONSHIPS IN CONSUMPTION OF MILK {EQUIVALENT) AND NUTRITIVE VALUE OF DIETS!
Relative consumption of nutrients by households in & milk-consumption classes, famailies with no children

and families with children.?

[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in Buffalo, Minneapolis-St. Paul, 8an Francisco, winter 1948}

\
1

Relative milk-consumption class

l 7 L] - 10-129 - 130 t
Nutelnt and faly e Tess 0 | 1000 e | SOPer | MO | et
average £ 3EE age average
@ ‘ @ @ @ ' ® ®

Food energy: Prreent Percent Percent Percent Percent

With no childdren . o . 98 9 101 100 103

With ¢hildren. .- . __._ _ i ’ 04 99 a7 102 107
Protein: !

With no children._______ e e e o | 95 | 95 | 100 102 106

With ehildren. e~ I a1 96 | 99 103 110
Caleium: i | g

With no children._____. L e e | 72 87 98 111 136
. With chitdrem_____ ____ . . _ .. __ [ i 70 86 [ 99 113 131

Ton:

With no chitdren_ _ . - . . ; 102 99 | 100 100 06

Withchildren____ﬁ___,_,_,_ﬁ_k_,__,_‘_d_,,_u__,____l 96 100 ( 160 100 101
Vitamin A value: ‘ !

With no children.. ... ..____ ’ 95 97 r 102 102 102

With ehildren_ . . _______ e .. 85 29 102 } 100 108
Thiamine:

With ne children_. ___ el .. . 100 98 104 97 a8

With children .. . .. ... R oo 98 98 98 s 101 105
Riboflavin: .

With no ehildren_____________ [ B 83 92 101 106 119

With ehildren_ . __ el e 79 92 18] 108 121
Niacin: i

With no children.._______ S 147 98 103 ’ 96 92

With children__ ___ .. e 100 101 99 . 99 09
Ascorbic acid: :

With no children_____ e _ 110 99 96 94 98

With ehildren. .. ____________ i o 96 a8 101 l 105 97

b i !

1 For each household, the nutritive value per nutrition unit (adult-male eguivalent) was ex
of the average nutritive value of ail households of tlrmt fﬂ-l’li;ll}i type in its food expense cell
for each class,

gorted into 5 percentage milk-consumption classes.
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children, the variation in consumption of cereals
was s0 great that no relationship can be seen.

Effect on nutritive value of diets,. —The differ-
ences in the nutritive content of the diets of the
several groups of families, shown in table 14, are
considerably smaller than the difference in con-
sumption of spme of the major foods. This is to
be expected, because many foods are sources of
the same nutrient, although they are not all
equally good sources. Because the nutritive con-
tent of the diet is the result of the intake of all
foods, large differences in the consumption of
individual foods may result in only small differ-
ences in total nutritive value. Food energy ia the
one contribution to nutrition made by all foods.
For the families with no children, the alternate
choices in the several milk-consuming classes re-
sulted in practically no difference in the average

food energy value of diets. Of the families with -

children, those with relatively high milk consump-
tion had diets providing relatively more calories
than those with low milk consumption. This
may reflect the fact that the high-milk-consuming
families were younger as indicated by the age of
the homemaker and the proportion of children
under 4 (table 13).

The most marked difference in the diets of the
low- and high-milk-consuming group was in cal-
cium. For both families with children and those
with no children, the low-milk group was consid-
erably less ‘well provided with caleium. Ribo-
flavin also was notably lower in the low than in
the high-milk-consuming groups. Since milk is
the best single food source of both calcium and
riboflavin, diete low in milk cannot easily he
brought up to average in these nutrients.

Regression and correlation analysis using individual
observations

One of the methods frequently used to deter-
mine the factors affecting consumption as well as
the variability in consumption is the regression-
correlation techmnique. The method may be used
either with group averages (as for income classes)
or with individual observations. When the pur-
pose is to estimate the general functional relation-
ships among the variables, such as consumption
and income and household size, grouped data are
nearly always used, since approximately the same
results are obtained as with individual observa-
tions, and with much less work. In thus using
group averages, however, information on the
amount of the within-class variation of the indi-
vidual observaiions is ignored.

In the next section a report is given of the use
of the regression technique with grouped data in
the study of income-consumption relationships and
in the determination of income elasticities. In
this section the use of the regression technique
with individual observations 1s described. The
major purpose In this section is to discover how
much of the individual variation in expenditure or

consumption of food in 1 week was associated with
variation in income, household size, and other
characteristics of the family.

One set of calculations was made with a 10-
percent subsample of the national urban sample,
using household food expense for the week as the
dependent variable and family income (1947 after
taxes) and household size (21-meal-at-home equiv-
alent persons) as independent variables. Using
either a linear or curvilinear relationship, these
two factors explained ahout 50 percent of the
variance. When each household was measured
in terms of “equivalent food-cost units,” ® the
correlation was approximately the same as that
obtained when household size in tertns of persons
was used.

A more extensive set of computations was made
for milk, which is here reported chiefly to show
what a relatively small amount of the variation in
1 week’s consumption of commedities by indi-
vidual families is explained by factors that are
judged to be important in explaining the variation
m the averages of the grouped ;gia.ta; namely,
household size, income, homemaker’s education
and age, and number of children.

Separate regressions were computied for house-
holds without children and those having children.
The schedules used were those collected in the
winter of 1948 in Buffalo, Minneapolis-St. Paul,
and San ¥rancisco. The average values of the
variables for the two groups of households are
shown in table 15, The households with children
had about the same average family income as
those without children; their homemakers were
much younger but had only a little more formal
education. Both houschold and per person milk
consumption was greater for households with
children than for those without children,

Simple regressions were computed in which
milk consumption per household was expressed as
a linear function of household size, income per
family, the education and the age of the home-
maker in years, and for the group with children,
the number of children. A multiple linear regres-
sion was also computed in which milk consumption
per household as the dependent variable was
expressed as a function of these same independent
variables. In these regressions, household size is
introduced explicitly as a factor, and the amount
of variation in household consumption associated
with the size of the household is measured.
Household size may also be introduced implicitly
through the use of milk eonsumption per person
as the dependent variable, but since per person
consumption tends to decrease as household size
increases (as hag been pointed out elsewhere in this
report and as is shown by the negative correlation—
small butsignificantly different from zero—belween
consumpiion per person and household size),
household size was also included as a separate
variable in the equations relating per person

20 Scales derived from the low-cost and moderate-cost
food plans of the U. B, Department of Agriculture (22).
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TasLe 15.—Average values of selected variables for households with no children and households with children

" ¥ [Hougekeeping families of 2 or more persons in Buffalo, Minneapolis-St. Paul, and San Franecisco, winter 1948 1]

Households
Variable Unit h
Wit .
ch:l.ldxgt? cl?i%g;n Difference
INDEPENDENT
X: Household sizeo- oo oo . 21 -meal-at-home-equiva- 2.5 4.2 1. 7%
lent persons.
Xy Income perfamily._____________ . ___________ Dollars_________________ 3, B85 3,739 154
X: Homemaker's education .. oo oo oo Years eompleted__...... 10.1 10,9 . B**
X, Homemaker'sage_ _ -~ o _____. BRFS. - _ oo 50. 8 35. 8 14 g**
Xy Children_ _ - ____________ e Number_.__________._.. 1] 1.9 ..
DEPENDENT

Y Milk {(equivalent) per person. ... __.__ R Quarts. .. ... __.___ 5.12 5. 49 . 3T*
Z  Milk {equivalent} per household . ___-__ . _._____|.____ doo . 12 33 23. 16 10. GO**

}Based on 316 and 394 schedules of households with no
children and with children, respectively. Omitted (from
the total of 799 schedules of households in these 3 cities)
were 32 reporting very high or very low per eapita food

consumption to income and the other independent
variables.” Regression coefficients and their
standard errors, the correlation coefficients and the
B coefficients obtained in these analyses are shown
in table 16. Supplementary measures, the net
coefficients of determination are shown in table 17.

The net. coefficients of determination (RE*) show
that, for households with and without children,
about 45 and 30 percent, respectively, of the
variance of household milk consumpfion is as-
sociated with the variance of the independent
variables studied. When most of the variance
arising from variation in household size is taken
into aceount through the use of per person con-
sumption, only about 4 percent of the per person
consumption is so associated. Table 17 shows
also that, for the households with children, 34
percent of the total variance in household milk
congumption is asseciated with household size, 8
percent with number of children, and 3 percent
with income and homemaker’s age and education,
which leaves 55 percent unexplained or not as-
soctated with any of the variables introduced into
the equation.

The & velues (simple regression coefficients) that
are sipgnificantly different from zero (standard error
of b as a percent of b less than 51 percent) relate,
in general, to household size and number of chil-
dren. It may be particularly noted, however,
that the regression coefficient relating family
income and milk consumption per household in
households with children, though not very large
{0.00098} is significantly different from zero at the
1-percent level, The incoms elasticity as measured

3t Computations were also made in which income per
person was substituted for family income in the various
equations, but the results were so similar that only the
equations showing family income are presemted in this
report.
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expenditures (see p. 24, footnote 17), 53 not reporting
income, and 4 not reporting age of homemaker,
*Bjgnificant at the 5-pereent level.
**Zjpnificant at the 1-percent level.

at the mean income is 0.16, indicating that if the
mean income were increased by a small amount,
say 1 percent, milk consumption per household
would tend to increase by 0.16 percent.

TasLe 17.—Distribution of wveriance' in milk
consumplion among independent variables

[Housekeeping tamilies of 2 or more persons in Buffalo,
Minneapolis-St. Paul, and San Francisco, winter 1948]

Dependent variable: milk
consumption per specified unit for—
Independent varigble Ho:gec%%giezith Bouﬁimiw“h
Honase- Per House- |
hald PSR | Thold | Terson
|
|
Total (B%) oo ... 0. 289 |0. 038 0. 454 | 0. 046
Household size. ______._ . .282 | .014 | .343 | .031
Income________________ . 005 | . 004 | . 007 . 004
Homemaker's education 2 |—. 002 | . 005 | . 002 . 011
Homemaker's age_______| .003 |.015|.019 | .002
Children ®__ . |- . 084 [—. 002
[

tR (of table 16) squared distributed according to fr
values.

! Negative vaiue results from opposite slopes of simple
and net regressions.

When the same data are classified into 7 income
groups, the regression coefficient relating milk
consumption of households with children to in-
come is 0.00106 as compared with 0.00096 for the
same households as computed from the individual
observations. The corresponding income elastici-
ties are .19 for the grouped and 0.16 for the un-
grouped data, as measured at the means, The
corresponding coefficients of correlation are 0.79
and 0.16. The great divergence in the correlation



Tannu 16.~—Regression and correlation coefiicients for mitk (equivalent) consumption tn ¢ week and selected variables, households with no children
and households with children, calewlations using individual observations

[Housckccpmg families of 2 or ore persons in Buﬁalo Minneapolis-St. Paul, S8an Francisco, winter 1948,

Cocfficient

Regression coefficient (b):
Simple. ... .. _______ __
Bimple_____. oo ... .
Net___. __. _. . _.
Net_ . .. _ . ..
Standard error of b az pereent of b:

Clorrelation cocfficient
Bimple (/). .. .. __._._
Simple (7). ...
WNet (BY. .. . ...

Net (Ry__ ... __ .. . .
B coeflicients: ‘

Dependent varlable:
nilk (quarts)
consumed per
specified unil

Hougehold__ .
Person._____.
Household . __.

Household_ .
Person.____
Household __ .
Person. .

Houschold_

Parson . .
Household__ .
Person.__. .

Tousehold_
Person_. . .

See note on table 15]

Independent variables for—

Households with 110 ehildren

Households with ¢nildren

f Homemuker’s , Homemaker’s ,
n shold 1 H k H hold T H: \\¢ Childr
size (persons) | dolars) | enemtion | PR RS | stze (persons) | cdotiarsy | edusation | ST umber)
3. 735%% 0. 00026 —0. 138 —0. 017 4. 638%¥ 0. 00096** 0. 072 0. 205™% 4. B75H%*
—. 342* . 0ROO7 . OBY* —. 025% —. 162* . 00007 . DB2¥ . 004 —. 021
3. B4AD*¥ . 00015 . 060 —. 0456 3 740%% | 00025 . 369% . 008* 1. 526%#
—. 288 . 00006 . 033 . 020 —. 326%* ., 00006 . 068 . 017 . 274%
9. 2 59 2 85. 1 161 2 59 31. 3 268 3 251 86
42 8 86. 3 47. 9 40. 9 40. 2 77.2 I 43. 2 254. 9 396. 2
10. 5 106. 2 212, 1 62. 9 10.3 100. 8 | 43.1 43. 6 31. 6
53. 6 103 7 144. 7 33. 8 29.3 100. 6 f 58.3 613 43. 5
. B24¥* - 095 —. 066 —. 035 . BH2F¥ . 159%% . 019 L 19T . bOg*¥
-—. 131% - 065 L 117 —. 137+ . 125% . 065 . 116% . D20 —. 013
0. 537** 0. G74%**
. 196%* L 214
0. 539 (. 054 | 0. 029 —0. (1901 0. 526 0. 041 0. 096 0. 095 0. 166
—. 110 . 047 . 044 —. 110 —. 250 . 056 . 0Y6 . 001 163

*Slgmﬁcant at 5—percent. Ic*- cl

##Sipnificand al 1-percent level.



coefficients arises from the fact that different
measurements are being made. In the case of the
grouped data the measure ignores the variance
within groups and indicates that 62 percent (%)
of the variance of the group averages about their
mean is associated with the variance in average
income; in the case of the ungrouped data, the
megsure indicates that only 2% percent of the
varience in milk consumption of individual house-
holds about their mean is associated with the
varignce m ineome. '

A part of the large amount of the variation in

the milk consumption of individual households
unassociated with the variation in the independent
variables introduced into this.analysis is probably
due to the use of data for 1 week only, as has been
discussed above; part to the problems of defining
properly one of the classifiers used for this purpose,
that is, income. Nevertheless, a considerable
amount of variation is doubtless due to the di-
versity in ‘“tastes and preferences’ that character-
izes consumption in the United States,

Analysis of variance

Another statistical technique that might well
be used to determine the relative significance of
different factors in explaining the variation in food
consumption is analysis of variance. This tech-
nique would be particularly applicable when such
factors not readily quantifiable, such as region,
size of ¢ity, occupation, or family type, are being
studied in relation to food consumption, where
regression and correlation analysis 18 not feasible;
but it could also be used in studying the extent
to which variation in family food expenditure or
consumption is attributable to such factors as
income or family size,

This technique has not been used in this study
except to determine whether the week-to-week
varigtion in meat eehsumption is significantly
different from family-to-family differences, with
the analysis supplying some evidence that the
f(amily)-to—family variation tends to be the greater
p. 20),

Estimating income Elasticities

The Concept

That ineome is a factor affecting consumption
is not only suggested by a priori reasoning, but
has been demonstrated in many studies. Both
national! aggregate and family-survey data have
shown that a relation exists betwesn food con-
sumption and income.?

Quantitative relationships between income and
consumpfion are used to describe consumption
patterns and to predict consumption with changes
in income. Such relationships provide an indi-
cation of the preferences of consumers. They
indicate the items on which families prefer to spend
added income or, conversely, those they cut back
if income declines, In other words, income elas-
ticity—a term for the ratio of rates of change in
the consumption of an item and in income—is an
indication of the order of urgency or degree of
preference in consumption.

The conecept of income elasticity is similar to
that of price elasticity but with the substitution
of income for the price of the commodity. Income
elasticity may be defined as the relative change in
quantity consumed (or in expenditures) divided
by the relative change in income, other things
being equal.
g of the cormmodity  to income ¢ can be expressed
by the function ¢, =f(i) then the mathematical
expression for income elasticity is:

dq
~2_dq92
Td T di g

2 Family-survey data are usually presented and analyzed
in terms of grouped data. For a discussion of income-
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If the relationship of the quantity

The term “income elasticity’”’ is commonly used
for the longer expression “the elasticity of expen-
ditures with respect to income,” or in other con-
texts, “‘the elasticity of quantities consumed with
respect to income.”

Coefficients of income elasticity can be obtained
from family-survey date either by measuring the
average elasticity between two points (i. e., arc
elasticity) or by fitting some type of curve to the
data (if data for continuous class intervals are
available) and estimating or calculating the elas-
ticity at a point or points. To obtain point elas-
ticity, as it is sometimes referred to, the curve or
mathematical function must be known. The type
of function that best fits is usually obtained by
first plotting the data on either arithmetic or loga-
rithmic scale. A regression line for the function
judged to be the best fit can then be drawn free-
hand, or one may be obtained by fitting some type
of curve mathematically ®

ecnsumption relationships when ungrouped data are used,
see the preceding section.

% Straight-line curves on either arithmetic or logarith-
mie scale are the simplest to work with and are used by
many analysts. Where a parabolic funetion might appear
from the graph to fit the data better, it is possible {and
much less time-consumning) to use one straight line up to
an apparent inflexion point and then another straight line
from that point on. A single straight-line logarithmic
function, however, appears to fit many types of consump-
tion data reasonably well, at least witgin the range of
incomes in which most families fall. With this type of
function, the coefficient of income elasticity can easily he
estimated by measuring the gradient of the line. If the
egfwluation of the line iz obtained mathematically, the co-
efficient of elasticity may be readily identified as the re-
gression coefficient.

With the logarithmic straight line, the coefficient of
elasticity is the same at all income points, while with the
arithmetie straight line, the coefficient varies at each in-
come point. For eurvilinear funetions, on both arithmetie
and logarithmie scales, the elasticity usually varies at each
income,



- Holding Factors Other Than Income Constant

In order to measure income elasticity per se, it
is important to hold constant from income class
to income class any other factors or character-
istics of families that affect food consumption.
Sinee the concentration of families with character-
istics that markedly affect consumption may differ
between high- and low-income classes, adjust-
ments may be necessary. The size and composi-
tion of families is an especially important charac-
teristic since at a given income the expenditures
of large families are greater than those of small
families. Other characteristics of families that
may be assoclated with food expenditures and the
consumption of some foods are the race, national-
ity, and regional background of the family and
age, education, and occupation of the head or
homemaker. Consumption of some foods, es-
pecially of such items as pork, milk, and grain
produets, is known to be associated with the region
m which the family lives, which in turn may reglect
race, nationality, or occupation, as well as income,
Other points for consideration are the prices and
availability of foods on the market.

TUnless these other factors are taken into
account, the extent to which differences among
income groups in food consumption can be
ascribed to income only is not known. For some
purposes, it may not be necessary to hold other
factors constant. For example, it may be enough
to know that the ‘income” elasticity of food
expenditures is approximately 0.5, even though
it could well be a little less if family size had been
held constant or a little more with a heiter meagure
of income status. Such an cstimate may be
enlirely satisfactory for use in ordinary description
and for projection from a study if the same condi-
tions are expected to be maintained in the future.
When income elasticities are used to project to
periods when the family size and regional patterns,
for example, are not expected to be the same as
durig the survey period or when a comparison is
being made with other communities or other time
periods in which these patterns were not the same,
1t is especially desirable to rule out the effect of
all factors other than income,

It is not, of course, possible to correct for all
the characteristics that may affect food con-
sumption in which the several ncome groups
differ, nor are data always available to show up
the frequency of families with these characteristics,
The major adjustments undertaken here are for
family size and region, considering the South as
one region and North and West as another. The
need for these adjustments is shown by the pro-
portion of the families in each income class that
lived in the two regions and the average size of the
families in the entire sample as follows:

North Avernge
Income (dellars) and South family
West stze
Percent Percent LPerzona
Under 1,000 ____________. 60. 4 30,6 ! 2. 561
1,000-1,999_ _._. S 62. 7 37.3 2. 90
2,000-2,999______ . ______.___ 77. 8 22.2 3. 28
3.000-8,999_ ... ] 84.0| 18,0 3 52
4,000-4,999___ . ________.___ 82. 6 17. 4 3. 49
5,000-7,499_____________.__ 81.8 18. 2 3. 40
7,500 and over____ . ___.___ 80. 6 19. 4 3. 82

1 For the analysis of income-consumption relationships
of eommodities, average housebold size iz more pertinent.
Average household size also inereases with income (appen-
dix table 46).

Adjustment for the effect of other factors such
as occupation, race, and nationality was con-
sidered, but few data are available from this or
other studies to test their importance as factors
affecting food consumption. Moreover, no dis-
tributions are available from the present study to
determine the frequency of occurrence of these
characteristics in each income class. Hence, in
the estimates of income elasticity in this section
no account was taken of occupation of family
head, race and nationslity of family, or of any
other demographic characteristics except family
size and composition that may affect food con-
sumption, except as these are associated with
region. ’

It was also assumed that prices and availability
of foods are similar to families in each income class.
This assumption is commonly made in cross-
section studies of family consumption made during
a relatively short time period,

Evaluating Income Data Used for Classification

The cffect of the income by which families are
classified on the income-consumption relationship
obtained from family survey data has been con-
sidered by a number of analysis. The problem
has several aspects, but all relate to the basic
question of whether families have been properly
classified with respect to their ability and pro-
pensity to spend for consumer goods, For groups
subject to marked fluctuations in income, 1 year's
income may not bear a close relationship to
expenditures, whereas for those with fixed incomes
a shorter period might serve as well. Those with
resources other than income (including economic
standing to permit them to go into debt) may not
cut expenditures to match decreased income.
Reporting errors are another reason for misclassi-
fication. Families at the extremes of the. income
distribution are probably most likely to be
“misclassified” with respect to their ability or
propensity to spend for consumption,
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“Misclassification” of this kind would be ex-
pected to reduce the “income elasticities of
expenditures. For, to the extent that families
that might belong higher on the income scale raise
the average level of consumption in the lower
income groups and those “misclassified” in the
upper income groups lower those averages, the
slope of the curve relating income and expenditures
is reduced. The high average expenditures in
relation to income that are repeatedly shown for
the lower income groups in family surveys,
especially of groups like farmers with wvariable
incomes, illustrate the point.

In the 1948 surveys, families were clagsified by
their 1947 incomes, after taxes. This procedure
had the advantage of supplying an income figure
for a span of time long enough to give a stable
figure, at least In comparison with the week
covered by the food report.

One procedure of the 1948-49 food surveys that
affected the classification of families and that has
probably resulted in a slight downward bias to all
coefficients of income elasticity is the particular
use made of the definition of the economic family
in obtaining the income report. The family was
defined to include all persons who pooled incomes
or shared in family funds for their support. In
practice, however, those employed sons or daugh-
ters who lived in the home and paid a specified
amount for room and board and whose earnings
were not known to the homemaker {(or other
responident) were considered as roomers and
boarders and not as members of the econemic
family. Thus, in these surveys, for some of those
families that included earning sons and daughters,
the reported income included only the net income
to the parents from the board and rcom paid in by
the son or daughter. Only 8 percent of all the
families in the national urban survey reported one
or mora sons or dasughters as boarders, but the
proportion was higher for families in the lower
income classes than in the higher income classes
{11 and 4 percent, respectively).

Empirical evidence that length of the period used
for the income classification, of families affects
income elasticities is provided by two sets of data.
The first is & tabulation of the 1,558 families in the
1948 urban sample by their incomes for the week
{or month) preceding the study (appendix table
29). The elasticity of a week’s food expenditure
with respect to income was lower by this classifica-
tion than by the classification by 1947 income, as
shown below: 2

Coefficlent of | Coetficlent
Irncotrre clgssification inoate elasticlty, of deter-
rTer [t2)]
|
1947 income after taxes__________ 0.39+0.03 0. 96
Week’s Income in 1948 hefore
EANOS . e mmn .26+ .05 i .74

# Both sets of data were adjusted for family size differ-
ences between income classes by method 5 below,
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Some of the differences between the coefficients
of income elasticity is due to taxes. Had taxes
been deducted from the week’s data, however, only
approximately 0.01 would be added to the coeffi-
cient, Hence, even with taxes deducted from
both types of income the difference between the
two coeflicients would be greater than 0.1, with the
more ‘stable” income for the longer time period
yielding the higher elasticity,

Further evidence that t%e income *“‘stability”
of families affects income elasticities is provided
by a special tabulation of the mesat consumption
of families likely to have relatively stable income.
This tabulation of schedules from the 1948 nation-
wide urban survey excluded all those schedules
showing the following family characteristics:
Noncontinuous employment for the head through-
out the vear; employment of the wife or other
adult for some but onl)-yy-{l; part of the year; earnings
in 1947 that were obviously not a part of the in-
come in the spring of 1948 (such as earnings from
a son or daughter married early in 1948),

The averages for the “stable-income’’ families
were compared with those for all families of the

MEAT
{10.)

- PER HOUSEHOLD -

87 Al families ]

o L w N

R - .

- PER PERSON T

All families

il -_\____A-/-‘ ]
» ’f .
’
- ~
‘'3table-income’’ families
1 : 1 Lot
5,000

INCOME (dollars)

2
1,000 10,000

F1eUvRE 3.-—Meat consumption and income, 2-person
adult households with head under 60 years of age, living
in the North; those with “stable” income compared with
all families: Quantities at home in a week, urban families
in the United States, spring 1948.



type selected for this special study (i. e., 2-person
adult household with heads under 60 years of age,
table 18). Limited evidence that income stability
was important in 1948 in determining the relation-
ship of income to meat consumption 1s indicated in
figure 3. The curve based on only the households
with relatively stable incomes has a steeper slope
(higher elasticity coefficient) than the one based
on all households, especially if small differences in
household size are eliminated by using per person
averages,

In the analysis that follows, the fact that the
income used as the basis of family classification
affects the resulting income-consumption relation-
ships should be kept in mind.

TaBLE 18.—Consumption of meat by 2-pereon adult
households living in the North (household size
1.46-2.45) with heads of families under 60 years
of age, by income class and stability of income

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or r]nore persons, spring
April-June), 1948

|
Meut used
House- | ncome nome [ & Wtk
Income (dollars) and House- | size (21 | (%47 |———
stability of income ! holds |meslsat| after Ter
home=1| taxes) | pooo. Per
! person) hold | Derson
Numbcr] Persons | Dollars | Pounds | Pounds
All inecomes_________ 167 | 1. 88 {3,252 | 6. 34 3. 37
“Stable” in-
come..____.._| 112 1. 88 {3, 411 | 6. 33 3. 387
“Unstable’” in-
come_ . _ . ___ 551 1. 89 ({2,929 | 6. 38 3.38
Under 1,000 _____ 6] 204 553 | 5, 15| 2.52
1,000-1,999_______ 20 | 1.96 1,580 { 6.20 | 3.16
“Btable” in- .
come. ______._ 81204 (1,628 ) 5. 26 2. 58
“Unstable” in-
come._ __ _._._ 12 | 1.90 |1, 548 | 6. 83 3. 59
2,000-2,999_______ 59 | 1. 92 |2,498 | 6. 27 3.27
“Stable” in-
come_ _ ______ 48 1 1. 92 12, 492 | 6. 17 3
“Unstable” in-
come._ . _.____ 11 ¢ 1. 91 (2, 523 | 6. 69 3. 50
3,000-3,999_______ 39 | 1.88 (3,493 | 6. 73 3. 58
¥Btabla” in-
come. . _____ 26 | 1.89 (3,532 { 6. 72 3. 56
“Unstable” in-
comne_ _ ___ o 131 1.78 |3,414 } 7, 14 4, 01
4,000-4,990_____ . _ 25 1 1.84 [4,398 | 6. 29 3 42
“Stable”’ in-
COMe_ ... _ 15| 1,82 (4,325 | 6.97 | 3 82
“Tnstable” in-
come._ . _____ 10 | 1. 86 |4, 507 | 5. 27 2. 83
5000-7,499______._ 16 | 1. 69 |5, 399 ; 6. 54 3. 87
“Stable’” in-
come_ __ __.__ 12 1 1. 65 |5, 960 7 6. 71 4. 07
“Unstable” in-
come._ _ . _____ 41 1 80 |5 7156 ;| 6, 01 3 34
7,500 and over___.| 2| 1.32 |10,108| 5 43 | 3. 57
!

1 See p. 34 for definition of “‘stable’” ineomes and method
of claszification employed.
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Income Elasticity of Total Food Expenditures

Standardization for region

In the spring of 1948, urban families in the
North and West spent slightly more for food than
families in the Secuth with the same incomes
(appendix table 29).% Since relatively more of
the lower than of the higher income families lived
in the South, this difference in food expenditures
between the two regional groups may affect the
income-expenditure relationship obtained from
the national sample. Standardized averages have
therefore been computed with the proportion of
families in each income class held constant (North
and West, 78 percent, South 22 percent). These
standardized averages, however, were within 1y
percent of the nonstandardized averages for every
income class except the $1,000-$2,000 class as
indicated by the following data on average food
expense in a week for a family of 3.5 persons:

3 a. . | €tandard-
Tncome (Gollors) B |y SO
region f 1 standardized

Dwollars Doltars Pereent
Under 1,000___._____.______ 15. 59 15. 37 101. 4
1,000-1,999.._________ Sl 19,07 18, 23 104. 6
2,000-2999________.__ _____| 22 87 22. 83 100. 2
3,000-3,999________________ 26. 88 27.01 99. 5
£000-4,999_ . ____.___ . 29899 30. 08 99. 7
5,000-7.400 . " TTTTTTT 31,53 | 31661 996
7,500 and over__. . .__.__.__ 42,79 42.81; 1000

Since standardization for region made relatively
little differcnce in the averages for total food
expense, the effect of the regional distribution on
the calculation of income elasticity has been dis-
regarded. (Direction of adjustment, if made,
would be toward lower elasticity.) It does not
follow, however, that for the quantities of specific
foods this difference between income classes in the
proportion of the families that lived in a given
region can always be disregarded. Significant
differences in food preferences may be covered up
in figures for total food expense.

Adjustment for family size

The differences among income classes in average
family size are so large that they may be expected
to have a significant effect on income elasticity.
In all studies of family consumption, it has been

2 Familieg in the South had more food obtained without
direct expense (chiefly home-produeed food) than familics
in the North and West (appendix table 67).

% The average food expense for each region iwas first
adjusted to 3.5 pergons by means of an adjustment factor
described in method 5, p. 36.
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found that the average size of household increases
with tncome throughout much of the income range.
Data for different family size groups show the
difference in the levels of the expenditures of the
small and large families at each income level
{appendix table 20), When families are classified
only by income, the larger families have more
weight at the upper end of the income scale, the
smaller families at the lower end, with the result
that the income-expenditure curve is steeper (i. e.,
elasticity is overestimated) than it would be if
family size were held constant.

Several methods of eliminating the variation
due to family size have been used in the past by
various investigators. Six of these methods are
used with the 1948 nationwide urban data in this
report to show the differences in the resulis
obtained. Where regional classifications are avail-
able, separate adjustments for family size for each
region or standardization for region should be
congidered. In brief, these methods are as follows:

1. Calculation of a multiple regression of the
f()rIn IDg Y=a:+b1 ].Og Xl‘l"bg ].Og X2 where X[
is income and X, is family size. This method
is based on a two-way classification of families
by family size and income, which is not always
available.

2, Standardization for family size. This
method is also based on the availability of a
two-way classification of families by family size
and income. Each family size group is given
the same weight in all mncome classes. The
resulting averages for each income class are
therefore based on a similar distribution of
families by family size and not, as in the pooled
data, on a larger proportion of large families in
the higher income classes than in the lower
income classes, and vice versa.

3. Calculation of averages per person (divi-
sion of family averages for food expense by
average size of family). This and the two
methods that follow assume that only a one-
way classification of families, that is, by income,
is available. In many surveys the size of the
sample precludes a 2-way classification such as
methods 1 and 2 depend upon.

4, Calculation of averages per adult-male
equivalent (sometimes called consumption or
expenditure unit), using a scale to reduce the
- heterogeneity of family composition from in-
come 5&53 to income class.

5. Adjustment of the average food expense
for all households in each income class to that
for a standard size family, say 3.5 persons, by
means of an adjustment factor developed from
other consumption surveys. For analysis of the
effect of income when classification by famil
size group is not available, this method 1s
satisfactory and has the advantage of being
relatively easy to apply once a suitable factor
has been developed.

The factor used with the 1948 data for adjust-
ment of total food expenditures is one developed
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by Brady and Barber from earlier family
studies (1). Using all surveys from 1901 to date
in which food expenditures were tabulated both
by income and family size, they found that total
food expenditures per family were related to size
of family in proportion to the cube root of the
avem%e family size.

6. Classification of families by income per

person instead of the more usual income of the

entire family. Averages are for food expense
per person,

For all analyses, grouped daia were used. The
basic data on family food expenditures are pre-
sented in appendix table 29; the adjusted data for
methods 2 to 5, in table 19. Legarithmic straight
lines were assumed to describe the functional rela-
tionships between the variables. The high coeffi-
cients of determination obtained indicate that
much of the variation in the income class averages
about the mean food expense®is accounted for by
average income.*

The lower section of figure 4 indicates that the
slope of the curve obtained from the data after
standardization for family size distribution (meth-
od 2) is slightly flatter than that obtained when a
multiple regression is compuied with family size
and income as two independent variables (method
1). The difference between the regression coeffi-
cients, 0.36 and 0.40, however, is not large enough
to be significant.

The top section of figure 4 compares the expense-
income relationships of families of 2, 3, 4, and 5
or more persons. The curve for the 2-person
families has a stecper slope than those for the
other size families indicating that with a given
increase I income a 2-person family might be
expected to increase its family food expenditures
proportionately more than the larger families.
The standard errors of the coefficients of income
elasticity indicate that the difference is at the
10-percent level of significance.

The top section of figure 5 shows food expense-
income relationships using data adjusted to 3.5
persong at each income level (method 5) and data
not adjusted. The effect of making this adjust-
ment has been to raise expenditures at the lower
end of the income distribution where the average
size of the families was less than 3.5 persons and to
lower the expense at the upper end of the income
distribution. where average size was greater than
3.5 persons. The slope of the adjusted curve is
therefore flatter than that for the unadjusted data.
The coeflicient of income elasticity was lowered
by the adjustment process from 0.43 to 0.39, a
difference that iz within the range of sampling
variability at the 5-percent level, Eut} by a priori
reasoning, is in the right direction.

# For a discussion of the use of individual observations
instead of grouped data in regression and ecorrelation
analysis, gee pp. 2§ to 82. There is considerabie variation
in the food expense of individual families about the group
means and only a relatively small amount of the total

variance wag found to be sccounted for by variation in
average income.



TaBLE 19—Food expense in a week, adjusted for differences in family size, by income !

fUrban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons, spring 1948}

Foad expense per family of 3.5 persons

l Total food expeiise {method 5}

Tncomne (dottars) l Standardized | ot porson | % aduit{mtale} Total a1 ! Away from
h () & 101 { v
‘m{';fliﬁgﬁgwg (method 3) gg‘égﬁg% ! . | home
_ e — S B
‘ Doflars E Dollars | Dollars i Dollara_ ‘ Dollgrs | Doitars
Under 1,000 ... R I 16,03 548 |  620| 1537 1383 1
1,000-1,009_ . ____ e .t 1B05 5. 90 6. 85 | 18. 23 | 16. 78 ‘ 1. 45
2:000-2/999__ . __ .- Il S| 2284 6. 81 J 7.00 | 2283 20. 26 | 2. 57
3,000-3,999_ ... e - 7. 69 9. 14 27.01 [ 2351 | 3. 49
£000-4909 T L. .| =030 8.62| 1030 30,08, 2483 | 5. 25
5.000-7,490_ s e 3202 922,  10.85 3166 | 24 45 | 7. 21
| 3163 11 18
] :

7,500 and over. . ... ... R | 4466 1L54| 13.82 | 4281
| I

| Data derived from appendix table 29. See text for methods of adjustment for differences in family size,

FOOD EXPENSE

{dallars) FOOD EXPENSE
dollars
FAMILY SIZES, SEPARATE (dotlazs) .
Fersons 60 —_ Not adjusted _-1
Oy 54+ logy = 18+ .37 log a A \ -
LOO— A==t 4 logy=.09+.38logx — y’
n - 40 ]
80~ QWe=eg 3 logy=_.15+.35logx - Adjusted to 3.5 persons
- kg4 2 logy=1704+ .46 log x - | |
60}— - \
i ] 20 |- =
40~ — Per adult-male equiv
\ A
- By pex- cap1ta income f:’,p.’
| - 3
20 ] 8 4:‘rr —
6 r . —
1 L bt 14 l 44_ \
L . i
FAMILY SIZES, COMBINED Per capita expense.
@un wmg Standardized logy= .17+ .36 legx - —
1 00~ Multiple regression .
80‘- log y = 1.80 + .40 log x; + .41 log x; o
[ where x) = income and x; = family size] I l
col- (plotted where x;, = 3.5) ] 1 it bbe 1 | |
"L 300 1,000 10,000
50— INCOME {dollars)
B Famlly food, families classified by family income
A———p logy=1.B8+ .45 logx
20~ @=——r—g logy=005+.391logx
A—-—4 logy=1.84+.321legx
He==s=pg logy=1.84+ .301logx
i i Per capita food, families classified by per capita income
e S B . Lol e 110 ) O} log y = 1,68 + 0.40 log x
300 1,000 1,000
INCOME. (doilars) Figure 5.-~Food expense at home and away from home in
¥ a week, averages adjusted for differences in family size,
16URE 4. —Food expense at home and away from home in by income, urban families in the United States, spring
a week, for families of 4 sizes scparately and combined, 1948,
by 1ncome urban families in the United States, sprmg
1948,
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The difference between the income-expenditure
relationships for family averages and per capita
amounts is also shown in figure 5. The slope of
the curve from data on a family basis, even when
adjusted for family size differences, is considerably
steeper than that for either the per capita or per
adult-male equivalent averages. The difference
between the elasticity coefficients is approximately
0.1. The computation of food expense per capita
is a simple operation and is & meaningful method of
eliminating family size differences in some con-
texts. It is not, however, a useful method for
eliminating family size differences when a refined
mensure of income elasticity is sought. It bhas
been shown repeatedly by dats from family
surveys that at a given income level large families
spend less for food per person than smaller house-
holds. Hence the use of expenditures per person
in studying income-consumption relationships
tends to overcompensate for the increase in family
size with income.

The fourth method listed above, one that has
frequently been used in the past to make allow-
ances for differences in household size and composi-
tion, is the computation of food expense per adult-
male equivalent. Various scales have been used
to relate the expense of the food for persons of
different sex, age, and activity to that for the
adult-male. Such scales, however, treat size of
family solely as the sum of separate individuals,
taking no account of their groupings into families,
There are some economiles with larger sized
families, and measures built up solely from scales
of the separate individuals do not take this into
acecount just as per capita calculations do not.
Also, there may be different scale relationships;
that is, between the adult-male and other family
members, for different income levels,

Scales of this type depend upon data on food
expenditures for persons of different sex, age, and
activity. Such data are fragmentary and the
scales that have been used in the past have been
largely a result of the investigator’s judgment.
In the present analysis of income-expenditure
relationships, a scale has been developed that is
also based largely on the investigator's judgment,
making use of the pricing of two suppested food
plans (22). A low-cost plan was the basis for the
scale for the lower half of the income distribution
and a moderate-cost plan for the upper half.
This caleulation of the number of adult-male
equivalents in each income group is therefore
based in part upon the needs of individuals and
is probably less satisfactory than one based upon
aetual expenditures,

The relationships between family income and
per capita averages and that between family
income and averages per adult-male equivalent
are approximately the same as judged by the
slopes of the two curves and the b-regression
coeflicients in figure 5. Both curves are con-
giderably flatter, as stated above, than the family
averages, unadjusted or adjusted for family size.
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Another method that has been used in some
studies for eliminating the effect of differences in
family size is classification by per capita income
(method 6) or by income per adult unit. This
procedure tends to throw many of the large
households with children into the lower income
classes and many of the small families with no
children into the upper income classes, hence
changing considerably the relative scatter of
families of different size and composition from
that when classification is made by family income.
Since large families, especially those with children,
spend less per person for food than the smaller,
adult families, a classification by per capita
income results in a steeper income-expenditure
curve (see fig. 5) than does the usual classification
of families by family income with consumption
computed on & per person basis (method 3}. In
this study the classification by per capite income
with averages for per eapita food expense resulted
in a curve with almost the saine slope as that for
family expense adjusted for family size with the
clagsification by family income (method 5).
Hence, for estimating income-expenditure rela-
tionships, classification by per capita income may
be quite satisfactory. However, for individual
foods (for example, milk), the consumption of
which by children and adults may be relatively
different from their expenditures for all foods
combined, clasgification by per capita income
may not be so satisfactory.

Adjusted income elasticities

In summary, six procedures have been reviewed
for adjusting expenditures in order that the effect
of family size and composition be removed in
estimating the effect of income. Probably the
most satisfactory procedure when only a one-way
classification (i. e., by income) is available, is the
use of an adjustment function developed from other
consumption surveys. The least satisfactory, since
it overcompensates for differences among 1ncome
groups in family size, is the calculation of averages
per person. The coefficients of elasticity and of
determination for the unadjusted and the adjusted
data are given in table 20.

These data give little indication that the curve
for total food expense againat income is not linear
on logarithmic scale, at least in the range of in-
comes within which most families fall. nf_\l of the
coefficients of determination for the various ad-
justments are high, Close examination of figures
4 and 5 gives no evidence of greater elasticity of
expenditures at the lower than higher income

“levels. 'There appears to be only a slight tendency

for the curves to take on an elongated S-shape, a
familiar type for consumption functions.

An important reason why elasticity does not
decrease much at the upper income levels {as in an
S-shaped curve) is the inclusion in total food ex-
penditures of expense for food away from home.
With higher incomes, increased spending for meals
away from home makes up & large share of total
food expenditures.



TasLE 20.—Income elasticities of food expenditures
for a week in spring 1948, derived Jfrom unad-
justed data and from dala adjusted for family
size by 8 methods !

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the
United States}

‘ Coeflicient of T‘Coeﬂicientof

Mathod of adjustment of data | elasticity, with | determine-

| standarderror® | tion (7%
]
Noadjustment__ .. __._ ... _.__ U 434+0. 03 0. 96
Adjustment. by— ,
1. Multiple regression, using |
family size and income az i ‘
independent variables____ .40+ .03 | .94
2. Standardization of averages, |
assuming all family size
classes to have equal
frequencies at each in-
come level .. _____ .. V364 .04 L4
a. 2-person families_ _____ .46 .05 .93
b. 3-person families_ ____. .35% .05 ! . 87
c. 4-person families_ _____ .38% .03 ‘ . 96
d. Families of 5 or more
DEIRONS_ _ . oo oo L3374+ .04 .02
3. Averages per person__._.__. L30£ .03 . 03
4. Averages per adult-male ‘
equivalent_ . __________ .32+ .03 .94
5, By factor derived f{rom ‘
other studies_ _______ ceen, 2B9% .03 | . 96
6. Classification by per capita f
ineome. . ... _____ i L4023 .02 ’ .98

! Income {or year 1947 aftcr taxes.
used in the regressions.

2 b {erm from the funection of log y=log a+b log =z
where z=income. For method 1, the coefficient is the
by term in the function log y=a+ b log z;-+b: log 2; where
2y is income and zz is family size,

Grouped dats were

Food away from home has a much higher in-
come elasticity than food at home. Relationships
between family income (1947 after taxes) and
average expense in a week for food at home and
for food away from home were estimated as
follows: %

! Coefficient of ICoeﬂiciEntur

ineome elas-

ftemn e ith determina-
Stgﬁég'c\lv Z:trror { tion (+%)
T |
Expense for food at home________ 0, 30003 | 0. 94
Expenge for food away____ . ____ .90 .14 ‘ .87
Total expense for food__________ .39+ .03 \ . 96

Income Elasticities of Quantities Consumed and
Expenditures for Major Groups of Foods

Income elasticities of specific commodities, be-
causc they are indicators of tastes and preferences
of consumers, are useful in the formulation of food
budgets at different cost levels and in the predic-
tion of the demand for agricultural products under
given assumnptions of income,

Data from family studies, since they refer to
foods as they enter the kitchen, are not entirely

3 Houree of data: Table 19.
size was made by method 5 abhove.

Adjustment for family

comparable to production statistics, as the latter
usually exclude nonfarm services encountered in
preparing food products for consumers.

In the 1948-49 studies, as in most food con-
sumption studies, commodity data refer only to
quantities consumed at home. Households were
not asked to provide data on the foods consumed
by members at meals away from home. The
averat_lge size of the household, however, has been
stated in terms of the number of “21-meal-at-home-
equivalent persons.”” Hence, the average house-
hold size for a group of households makes some
allowance for the fact that some family members
did not eat all of their food fromn household food
supplies.

In the use of the survey data for estimation of
income elasticity, two approximations should be
noted that are made because of the lack of data on
food consumed away from home. First, all meals
caten at home—morning, noon, and evening—are
assumed to have equal value in computing average
household size. Second, in making adjustments
for differences in average household size, no allow-
ance is made for the fact that a meal away from
home, in addition to being most likely the noon
meal, less often the evening meal, and only rarely
breakfast, may contain different quantities of some
foods than a meal at home. Taking all foeds to-
gether in terms of their total calories, it is likely
that a meal away from home is heavier than the
corresponding meal eaten at home would have
been. Available studies provide little information
on which foods are eaten in larger amounts away
from home than at home. It seems probable, how-
ever, that meals away from home contain larger
amounts of meat than the average of mesls eaten
at home.

Because higher income families have more of
their meals away from home than lower income
families, the income elasticity of those foods that
are used in larger quantity away from home than
at home is probably underestimated when the
survey data for food &t home are used without ad-
justment. The reverse is probably true for foods
used in smaller quantities away from home. Un-
fortunately data are not avalable by which to
make reliable adjustments or to say with any de-
gree of certainty which foods are affected. Since
the income elasticities computed for commodities
in this report are for food consumed at home only,
comparisons of the elasticities of different foods
should be made with this fact in mind.

Standardization for region

Before adjustments are made for household size
differences among income classes, data for a na-
tional sample must first be standardized for region
for those foods the consumption of which differs
between regions for households of the same size
and income. Available data from the 1948 urban
survey do not permit comparisons of regional
averages for households classified both by size
and income. Examination of the date from the
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Consumer Purchases Study (1936), from the four-
city studies (winter 1948), and from other surveys
indicates that regional differences (North and
West compared with South)} are probably import-
ant enough to take into account for the following
major food groups: Flour, meal, cereals, and
pastes; bakery products; milk (total equivalent);
sugar and sweets; potatoes and sweetpotatoes;
and fats and-oils.

Accordingly, standardized averages of the
quantities and money value of the major foods con-
sumed by urban families in the spring of 1948 were
computed with the proportion of families from
each region held constant in each income elass
(source of data: appendix table 46).% Since the
two income classes below $2,000 were the only
ones in which the proportions of families living in
the two broad regions differed markedly from those
for the entire sample, the standardized averages
differed appreciably from the nonstandardized
averages only in thess classes.

Adjustment for househeld size

Quantities and money value of the major foods
consumed, standardized for region for six foods,
were next adjusted for household size differences
between income classes. Adjustment factors were
derived from the two-way classification of the data
from this survey by household size and income and
from the Consumer Purchases Study in which it
was also possible to have separate averages for
various regions

These factors express the relationship found be-
tween averages for foods consumed and average
household size and in concept are the same as the
factor used in method 5 in adjusting total family
food expense to that for 3.5 persong (p. 36). The
factors are used as follows:

Qx, ' Qx, 1 Xo¥ 1 XY
where =—quantity of food (or money value),
X,=household size to which quantities are to be

adjusted, X;=household size of an income class,
and y==the household size adjustment factor.

2 North and West 78 percent, South 22 percent. These
are the same proportions used in standardizing total food
expensge.

% The procedure for deriving the factors was as follows:
For 17 separate income-region-city size cells, regressions
of quantities on household size were estimated. The re-
eressions were found to be approzimately linear on
logarithmic seale. The b values of these 17 regressioms
were arraved and the midpoint determined. For each
food group this value was then rounded. There did net
appear to be any systematic relationship between these
coefficients and income or region. Only those income
classes from the 1948 survey were used in whieh the propor-
tion of families living in the North and West was approxi-
mately the same in each household size class, ence,
region was not a variahle in this estimation of household
size adjustment. Until more data are available, these
adjustment factors should be considered preliminary.

Examination of expenditure-household size relationships
at 3 given income eclass indicates that the household size
adjustment factors are slighily lower for expenditures than
for quantities. The difference, however, appeared to be
within the range of error of the method; hence, the same
factors were used for both sets of computations,
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The household size adjustment factors derived
for urban households are as follows:

Fresh fruits

___________________________________ 0. 25
Fresh vegetables_ _
Meat, poultry, fish[-~--------=-rr-enroeooooooan - 40
Meat _ ___ .. .45

BES oo

Canned fruits and vegetabies}‘ TTTTImTT oo - .50
Fatsandoils._.__._____________.__ I . 60
Sugar and sweets_
Paotatoes. _______
Baked goods___ _[--------"""m-onon TrTTorTToes -75
Milk (equivalent)
Flour, meal, cereals, pastes__ _____ ___.__ e 1. 00

Not enough data were available to obiain a fac-
tor for frozen fruits and vegetables. In subse-
quent adjustments the factor for fresh fruits has
been used for frozen fruits and vegetables. For
expense for beverages, the same factor was used
as had been used earlier for total family food
expense (0.33).

The following computation illustrates how the
adjustment was made to obtain the estimated
quantity that would have been used by an income
group had average size been 3.5 persons:

@x,: 6.13: : 3,50%% : 2.69%%

QXD=6'55
where

X,=2.69, the average household size of the under
$1,000 income class (standardized for
region)

and

@x,=6.13 pounds, the quantity of fresh fruits used
by this class.

The factor of 1.0 for flour, meal, cereals, and
pastes indicates that the addition of one person
to & household means the use, on the average, of
an additional amount of flour, meal, cercals, and
pastes equal to the per person amount.

Adjusted income elasticities

Using the above household-size adjustment fac-
tors, guantities and money value of foods, first
standardized for region, were adjusted to averages
for households of 3.5 persons (table 21), For
about half the foods & linear function on logarith-
mic scale appears to be a good fit (figs. 6 and 7).
As indicated by the data plotted in the figures and
by the coeflicients of determination (table 22), a
linear function is not a good fit for either quantity
or money value of bakery products, potatoes, and
sugar and sweets, and for quantity of fats and
oils. Tor these groups, a parabolic type of curve
might be better. In other words, consumption
increased up to a middle-income point, about
$3,500, and then decreased. In lieu of ﬁtting the
more complicated curve to the data, 2 linear
curves have been fitted for each food—1 below
$3,500 and 1 above $3,500. The results are dis-
cussed in part I, pages 4 to 6.
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POUNDS _' DOLLARS Meat, poultry, ﬁs";.&_.-ﬁ" - A
- - - Conl -1
60— -~ . / - =B pilk (equiv.) -
Milk (equiv., quarts) 6.00 - k) (ea —
i q 4 1 A - ]
el o
40 = . 4,00 .
r Meat, poultry, fish -I o Bakery products 'ﬁ
0= ' o 2.00— _ / o
Fats, oils
—p — &
- - [ ]
10— - = Lol — WY -
e - . trane ) Eggs i
F‘ R 0.80[7 i L LT o TR i
e . — Teeess
s -...[1 Bakery products .60 — .'.'D' -
L vaady 4 L 4
. / oﬂ..n..' |
— Flour, meal, cerzals Pag 040 h
A =] ‘-.:E
N __-—7""'_- L B I Flour, meal, cereals 7
e o
2 = Fats, oils — -D"‘;"" —] .20 —
N Eggs
(dog)
1 1 lllL¢ 1 1 l—llllli 010 I I 1 .| l14L||.|
Op —
80 — — o0l
: . n.00 -
60— m p.oo— Mt T
- Frozen fruits, vegetebles - I o -
1= Ll
40 {scalg: 1= .01) — 4.00 -
-
- o L. .
Fresh vegetables
Fresh vegetables
20— 7 2.00 [~ ]
| Meat
L - 1.00 — -
L . 0.80 [~ 3
6 — oo~ f -
- 1 o Beverages {
4= N 0.40 [~ o —
’_ Canned fruits, vegetahles [— \
Z - 'J 0.20 — Frozen ruits, vegetables -
(scale: 1.00 = .01Y)
1 r-1|||| L i III'IIJ_I 019 1 IIILII 1 | Lo dovaal
s N 2.00 |- 3
60— ] 6.00 — —
40— : = 4.00 - —
- Fresh fruits 7 o Fresh fruits E
20— _-5 - 2.00 - o _l
-~ [oP o
040 O Sugar, sweets
- i Patatoes acf
10 — - - — 1.00 b~ ’O" —
e t._/ 2 080 F - _,A‘-a-_i____ A
- 80 b _ ]
s 2 e el s - N - =
— — - —_
C N \ ] .60 L_ ’.,4 i
.-——“'--r y T8 -
= —h==" ‘ T~—wa 4 0,40 I~ — T —a
-~ < \
2 L Sugar, sweets - Q.20 — Polatoes -
1 11|||1I L 1 L Illlll Q.10 1 |||||| 1 1 I!_LIIII
300 1,000 10,000 100 1,000 N 10,000
INCOME (dollars) INCOME (dollars)
Frnuee f.—Quantities of selected foods used at home per Fiovre 7.—Money value of sclectea foods used at home
household of 3.5 persons, hy income, urban familes in per houschold of 3.5 persons, by income, urban families
the United States, spring 1948, in the United States, spring 1948.
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Tasrr 21.—Quantities and money value of magor foods consumed at home in a week per household of 3.5 persons, by income !

{Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons, spring 1948]

Canned Flour

Frozen Meat Milk Potatoos !

Income (lollars) fruits and | Bo Fresh fruits| , 1IliS ey, | Moat iva | g iTesh E Balery | Fatsand i | Buear, | meal

oo (ol | vegtables | oo (TR Y.%%}ﬁi‘éi' PO o (el%:t‘;*a vegetables B& | products olls potatoes | Sweols e;ztalag,

(0 2) 3) {4) 63 (8 [ ® [} (10 {11} 12 (13) (14) Qas)
Quantity

Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Quarls Pounds Dozens Pounds Poynds Pounds Pounds Pownds
Under 1,000, _.__________ 0.12 |________ 6. 55 5. 52 8. 6. 37 11. 69 9. 80 1. 63 6. 96 2. 60 b. b3 3.97 §.76
1,600-1,999._ . ... _._.___ 12 o 10.90 : . 6. 18 9. 51 7.09 14 34 8. 88 1.78 8. 48 2. 97 7.37 4 53 5. 54
2,000-2,999________._.__. 20 [ 12, 22 7. 61 10. 37 7. 92 15. 71 9. 49 1. 90 8 28 3. 00 7. 62 4. 28 4. 84
3,000-3,999_________ ... .. .32 e 12, 93 8 73 11. 65 9. 00 17. 25 10. 33 204 9. 35 3.24 8 09 4 84 4, 43
4,000-4,999_____________. A 5 N SV 14. 20 9, 24 12,12 9. 02 17. 31 11. 68 2,20 9, G0 3. 06 7.61 4, 33 4. 08
5,000-7,499______________ B0 oo 16. 27 8 12 1201 9. 11 18.11 10. 89 2. 00 8. 25 204 6. 00 3. 86 3. 49
7,500 and over._________. .03 ... 17. 90 8 26 13. 90 10. 09 18 50 14, 43 225 7.92 3. 13 6, 07 3.72 3. 38

Money value (dollars}

Under 1,000____________. 0. 04 1. 07 0.72 0. 81 5. 00 3. 60 2 57 1. 47 0. 89 1. 44 1. 19 0. 35 0. 57 0.74
1,000-1,999____________.. .04 1. 69 1. 09 .87 5. 76 4. 50 3. 25 1. 31 1. 01 1.7 1. 40 44 .75 80
2,000-2,999____ __________ .07 1. 46 1. 21 110 B. 58 5. 22 3. 60 1, 47 1. 08 1. 70 1. 55 47 .71 72
3,000-3,999. . . . _______ .11 1. 81 1. 43 1. 25 7. 43 5. 97 4. 08 1. 66 1. 18 1. 92 1. 68 49 . 95 68
4,000-4,999____________.. .16 2. 02 1. 63 1. 31 R 05 8. 22 4. 14 1. 84 1 24 1. 91 1. 66 . 43 .91 64
5,000-7,499_____ __ mamn .19 1. 98 174 1. 17 8. 23 6. 45 4, 38 1.77 1. 14 1. 85 1. 68 41 LT7 57
7,600 and over___________ .39 3. 32 214 1. 21 10. 25 7. 68 4. 79 2.80 1. 39 1. 86 1. 92 40 . 90 &8

! Data from appendix table 46. The following groups were first standardized  potatoes and sweetpotatoes; and fats and oils. Bee text for methods of standard-
far region: Flour, meal, cereals, pastes; bakery products; milk; sugar and eweets; ization for region and for adjustment te constant household size.



TaBLE 22.—Tncome elasticities of quantity and money value of selected foods used at home in a week
by households of 8.5 persons !

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persans, April-fune 1948]

Frozen fruits and vegetables_ _..___ ..
BeVeTARES | | oo oo oo unmo———eoo

Meat . e oao
Milk {equivalent)________.__
Fresh vegetables.___ .. .
| O I .

For incomes under $3,500.___ . ..
For incomes $3,500 and over_________.

For incomes $3,500 and over.________ _.

Coeffictent of Plai‘;ﬂ]t.y' with standard Coefliclent of determinstion {r%)

Food e s

Quantity i Alopney valuo Quantity Money volue
_— S i S O
e e e 0.91+0. 13 i 0.99=20 14 0. 89 0. 89
________________________ A4 07 b . 88
Fresh fruits___ .. - oo oo 31+ .04 37+ .02 .92 T
Canned fruits, vegetables, and juices.. . . _____. 194 . 07 | 19407 . 53 . 35
Meat, pouliry, fish___ .. 18 .02 ) .27+ .02 . 89 .97
______________ 18+ .03 | 27+ .02 .88 T
. e - 174 .02 . .22+ .02 . 88 .95
S 161:.05I .25+ 07 .62 . 68
____________ e el 12+ .03 L 14 .03 .76 .82
Bakery products. .o ... ______. e eeooen 044 .05 .09+ .03 ¢ . 00 .52
For incomes under $3,500____. o 14+ .07 15+ 06 . a6 .67
For incomes $3,500 andover .- .____ .. . ___.______ —.16= 04| — 03 .02 .84 .47
Fawsandoils. oo . . oo .04 .03 ‘ 14+ .02 .14 . &7

For incomes under 3,500 . ______..__ I 12+ .03 {2 . 80 {2}
For incomes $3,500 and over.._ ... ___________. e —. 06+ .06 {® .00 {2}
Potatoes, sweetpotatoes_ . _______ . _____._._...... -—..-j —.02= ,08] 02+ .02 . 00 .00
et C18= .05‘ 17 .03 . 83 .03
______________ —. 30= .13 —. 20= .07 . 60 . 69
Suger, sweetS_ . .o oo —. 04+ .06 154, 08 . 00 .27
For incomes nnder $3,500. .. ______ ... L0 07 L2716 .13 .40
_____________ —. 25+ 0B — 114 .13 1 .73 .00
— 25 .04, —.

Flour, meal, cereals, pastes_ _ _ __ .. .. _____._.______

15+ .04 - ,87| Tl

1 Income for year §947 after taxes. Consumption stand-
ardized for region for milk; bakery products; fats and oils;
potatoes and sweetpotatoes; sugar and sweets; and flour,

meal, cereals, pastes, Grouped data (table 21) were used
in the regressions.
! Not ealenlated.

Comparing Survey Data for Two Time Periods (1942 and 1948)

Cross-section surveys of households provide the
basis for time-to-time comparisons of the con-
sumption of groups in the population that are not
possible from national per capita estimates based
on food supply data. When data from different
surveys are compared, however, it is necessary to
take account of any differences in survey meshods
that may affect the comparison, The universe
covered may differ; likewlse the sampling proce-
dures and the method of obtaining and classifyin
the information from households. The price l}ewﬁ
may change so that comparisons of the consump-
tion of households with the same dollar incomes
are not meaningful. Other changes in the econ-
omy or demography of the country may also
obscure changes in consumption.

The 1942 Study of Spending and Saving in
Wartime provides food consumption data (I18)
that are exceptionally well suited for comparison
with those obtained in the 1948 nationwide urban
study. This section presents findings as to the
comparability of the two surveys and discusses
some of the additional problems that must be
considered in using surveys from two time periods
to determine whether income elasticities have
changed. Using meat consumption as an example’
the adjustments needed to make the data for the
two surveys as comparable as possible are
developed,

Comparability of the Surveys in Design and Execution
Objectives and scope

The geuneral objective of the 1942 survey was
to obtaln estimates of total expenditures and sav-
ings for families of three population groups—
urban, rural-nonfarm, and farm—classified by in-
come, Information on a week’s food consump-
tion of urban families, with which this report is
concerned, was therefore only one part of the sur-
vey. The purpose of the 1948 survey was solely
to obtain information on the food consumption of
urban families.

Because the scope of the 1942 survey was
broader, the food consumption data may have re-
ceived less attention in field eollection than in the
1948 survey. Another possible difference result-
ing from differences in the objectives and scopes
of the two surveys is in the reporting of income
data. In the earlier study, families were re-
guested to furnish information on all their ex-
penditures; in the later study, food information
only. Whether this led to more accurate report-
ing of income is not known, but it may well be
that in & complete expenditure survey, respondents
are stimulated 1o more exact reporting of income
than in & food study.
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Information reguested on food consumption

In both studies, families were asked to reeall
the quantities and expense for items of food used
in the home {or carried from home) during the
7 days preceding the interview, The schedule
forms were of the list type, with some 200 items
printed on the forms and columns for quantity
and expense. In the 1942 survey only, the sched-
ule carried columns for two sets of response from
the homemaker: (1) Food bought last 7 days and
(2) food “eaten’ last 7 days. For some items,
the entries for the 2 columns were the same. For
others, mostly such staple items as flour and
sugar, the entries were different. When both
items purchased and items consumed (eaten) must
be listed, the burden of reecall is doubly heavy for
the respondent. Also, ‘““there may have been
some misunderstanding of the questions, resulting
in omissien of food consumed during the period
that had been bought previous to the period”
(18, p. 136). For 28 of the 177 items this was
evidenced by consistently lower averages for
groups of families in quantities consumed than
in quantities purchased. Because it was assumed
that for a large group of families quantities pur-
chased should equal quantities consumed and
that the purchased figures were the more accurate,
the 1942 consumption figures were adjusted on
the basis of the purchased figures.

Another possible source of difference between
the two surveys is in the detail provided by the
schedule form. It is generally assumed that a
detailed list of items on a schedule produces more
complete reporting than a less detailed list. For
most food groups, the number of items listed
was approximately the same on the 1942 and 1948
schedules. In the 1942 schedule, 27 kinds and
cuts of meat, for example, were listed ; in the 1948,
25. For 4 of the 25 meat 1tems, the 1948 schedule
carried a more complete listing of possibilities
{in the stub) than the 1942, For these items, the
1948 schedule may have facilitated more complete
recall.  (For 1948 schedule form, see p. 193; for
1942, Mise. Pub. 550 (18).)

On balance, however, there appear to have been
no significant differences in the schedule design
that would make for more or less complete recall
of food consumption data in 1948 than in 1942,
The difficulties that may have been encountered
in 1942 in the filling of both purchase and con-
sumption columns would probably have been at a
minimum for those items that are purchased and
used during a given week,

Sample design and eligibility requirements

Both the 1942 and 1948 surveys related to
households in urban places of 2,500 or maore in
the United States.
samples designed to be self-weighting. In the
1942 survey, housekeeping families and single
individuals were requested to furnish information
on 8 week’s food consumption; in the 1948 survey,
only housekeeping families of two or more persons.
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Both samples were probability-

The 1942 schedules have subsequently been re-
tabulated to eliminate those of single individuals.
The retabulated data, reported in appendix tables
54 and 55, are used in the comparisons with the
1948 data.™

The 1942 survey was made in 62 cities and the
1948 survey in 68 cities. The methods used in
selecting the cities, the sample blocks within each
city, and the dwelling units in the sample blocks
are described in detail in appendix B of this publi-
cation and in Family Spending and Saving in
Wartime (24). In general, the sample designs
were similar. Sueh differences as did occur are
probably relatively insignificant in their effects on
the data obtained.

Period of collection

Both surveys were made almost entirely in
April, May, and June; in both, a few schedules
were collected in the Iatter part of Marzh, and
in the 1048 survey a few were collected in the
early part of July. On the whole, the 1942 collec-
tion was made earlier in the season than the 1948
survey. Almost half (47 percent) of the 1942
schedules were coliected by the end of April while
only 28 percent of the 1948 schedules had been
collected by that date. The fact that collection
wag earlier in 1942 than in 1948 may be important
in comparisons of the consumption of some season-
ally consumed foods.

Comparability of Households as o Selected
Characteristics

Although the sample design and coverage for
two surveys are approximately the same, the
families scheduled may differ in several character-
isticgs that influence the consumption of food.
Between, 1942 and 1948, family incomes increased
considerably and some differences in other char-
acteristics of the families surveyed undoubtedly
occurred because of shifts of these charncteristics
in the total population. Still other differences
might also have occurred because of the minor
differences in the design of the two samples,
although it seems probable that such were small.

Characteristics of the 1942 and 1948 survey
families selected for examination because they
affect household consumption are region of resi-
dence, household size and composition, and extent
of “eating out” (table 23). The comparability,
with respect to these selected characteristics, of
households in three income positions is investi-
gated as background analysis for the comparison
in part I {pp. 10 to 12) of food consumption of
femilies in the same income positions in 1942 and
1948. Buch an investigation is also essential to
the comparison of income-consumption relation-
ghips in the two periods made later in this section.

it The adjustments based on relationships hetween
reported purchases and consumption made to 28 itema in
the original report (18) were incorporated in the retabu-
lated data. .



TABLE 23.—Selected characteristics of families grouped into thirds on basis of income, 1942 and 1948 surveys

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons)

! Lowest third

|
‘ Middle third | Highest third i All ineomes
Chameteristic ! i i
1942 ; 48 | 142 148 | 1642 1944 1042 | 1948t
: ;

Region: i Percent Pereent Pereent | Percent " Percent Percent | Percent \ Percent
New England and Middle Atlantic._._ - 27 37 36 k 4 31 | 37 ! 36
East North Central _ - - ————_- 21 16 30 27 24 31 25 | 24
West North Central, Mountain, and |

Pacifie.____.. -~ P 24 15 20 18 1 16 21 20 18
South Atlantic and East and West 1 ‘

South Central ... .- - ------ 28 32 14 18 . 12! 17 13 \ 99

Totalo oo o 100 100 100 100 1000 100 100 | 100

Age and sex of household members: .

TUnder 16 years_ .. ... .- .- 29 27 23 31 24 9% 97 28
16-20 years .. coooee - . 7 6 7 7 12 T 9 6
Over 20 years: i
Men . e 28 30 30 29 29 30 20 30
Women._ .. - o o o aa- 36 37 35 33 35 35 35 36
Tatal .o o 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Meals purchased and ecaten away from
home in survey week:
Families having . - _ . oo 25 29 49 50 71 70 48 51

Average number of meals eaten away from

home per family based on— Number | Number Number Number Number Number | Number & Number
All familles . - _ 1.6 L8 3.6 6. 2 6. 2 3. 86 3. 94
Families having any purchased meals

away from home____._____._____ - 6.5 6.3 7.4 6.6 8.8 8.8 R0 7.7

Average household size in 21-meal-at-home-
equivalent persons. .- - ... | 3.00 3.28 3.31 3. 59 3.72. 3.5 3.34 3. 42

i

t Tneludes 147 families that could not be classified by income.

Region

The percentage of households living in the
South was larger in the 1948 survey than in the
1942 survey—22 percent compared with I8 per-
cent. Relatively the same difference existed in
each third of the income array. More of the
families in the lowest income third in 1948 than
in 1942 lived in the New England and Middle
Atlantic regions; fewer were in the East North
Central and West North Central, Mountain, and
Pacific regions. In the highest income third,
fewer of the families in the 1948 survey lived in
the New England and Middle Atlantic States,
but more in the East North Central region and
the more western States. Because differences be-
tween the Northeast and Northwest in the con-
sumption of most foods are relatively unimportant,
the population shifts within the northern section
of the United States probably do not affect the
comparability of the 1942 and 1248 data. The
differences between the 2 years in the proportion
of the families residing in the South need to be
allowed for in refined comparisons of the survey
data for the 2 years. :

Size and composition of households

The average size of the urban housenolds n-
cluded in the 2 surveys was approximately the
same, namely 3.34 in 1942 and 3.42 in 1948,

measured in terms of ‘““2i-meals-at-home-equiva-
lent persons.” Households at the lower end of
the income array in 1948, however, were slightly
larger than those at the lower end in 1942. Con-
versely upper-income households were slightly
smaller in 1948 than in 1942, Some of these dif-
ferences may be due to the greater exclusion from
family membership of earning sons and daughters
in 1948 {p. 46).

Households surveyed in the 2 years were also
quite similar in age and sex composition, The
principal difference found was in the makeup of
the households in the highest income third. In
19048 more of the persons in this group eating
meals at home were under 16 and fewer were
between the apes of 16 and 20 than in 1942,

Meals eaten away from home

Closely allied to the problem of household size
and composition in survey data is the one of food
eaten away from home, Even though the average
size of the househoilds included in the iwo surveys
measured in terms of meals served from home food
supplies was not very different, there may have
been significant differences in the number of meals
eaten away from home by family members and
also a difference in the kind of meals served st
home; for instance, a smaller proportion of the
total meals served at home may have been evening
meals.
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No data are available from the two surveys to
determine which meals of the day were eaten
awav from home, but data are available for the
total number of meals purchased and eaten away
from home. Approximately half of all families
in the two surveys had members who purchased
meals away from home during the survey week—
48 percent in 1942 and 51 percent in 1948. These
families also had about the same number of meals
away in a week—S8.0 per family in 1942 and 7.7
per family in 1948. The corresponding averages,
based on all households whether or not they had
meals away from home, were almost the same in
both years—3.86 in 1942 and 3.94 in 1948.% Had
all of the earning sons and daughters been counted
as family members in 1948, the average number of
meals recorded as eaten away from home would
probably have been slightly higher,

In both years, the percentage of househoids
having meals purchased by family members away
from home and the average number per household
were much larger in the upper than in the lower
income groups. Those in the lowest third in
1948 averaged slightly more meals away from home
per household than those in the same relative
position in 1942. Some decrease occurred for
the middle income group, but there was no differ-
ence in the highest incomne third. Had the earning
sons and daughters living at home in 1948 all
been counted as family members instead of as
boarders (1. e., if all their meals away from home
had been recorded), thers might have been some
difference between the 2 vears in the upper third.

. Comparability of Income Classification

Comparability of two surveys with respect to
income classification is immportant if the con-
sumption of families in specified income groups is
to be compared, as in part I. Comparability in
this respect should be even more rigorously
investigated if a comparison is to be made of
income elasticities in 2 years.

In both the 1942 and 1948 surveys, families
were classified by money income, the major
difference being that in 1942, income for the first
quarter of 1942 was used, before Federal income
tax, and in 1948, income for the year 1947 after
tax.

Income was defined in the two studies in the
same manner—as the total of the wages and
salaries of all members of the economic family, the
net returns from business and family enterprises
such as bosarders, and other income such as
dividends, interest, retirement benefits, and cash

# The trend in meals purchased and eaten away from
home by the survey families in 1942 and 1948 is similar to
the trend shown by the national aggregate expenditure
data of the United States Department of Commerce, An
indication from the aggregate data that “eating out’” was
no more prevalent in 1948 than in 1942 comes from the
fact that in 1942, expenditures for purchased meals and
beverages made up 20.7 percent of expenditures for all
food, while the corresponding figure for 1948 was 20.0
percent (27, table 30).
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relief payments. Such lump sum payments as
inheritances and terminal leave allowances were
not considered current income. Nonmoney in-
come, such as the money value of home-produced
food or the rental value of an owned home, was
not counted as income,

Some difference occurred between the two
studies in the extent to which earnings of sons and
daughters were included in the income of the
economic family. In the 1948 survey, as in-
dicated previously, the reported income included
only the net income to the parents of the board
and room paid in by some of the sons or daughters,
whereas in the 1942 survey the full income pre-
sumably was included. Since in the 1948 survey
the proportion reporting boarders of this type was
greater in lower than m higher income groups,
there was relatively greater underreporting of total
family income in the lower than in the higher in-
come groups, Since presumably such underre-
porting did not occur in the 1942 survey, a possible
difference in the classification of families in the
two surveys has been introduced.

Any difference between the 1942 and 1948
surveys in the income elassification of families due
to the deduction of income tax is relatively
unimportant, In 1942 the Federal income tax
was much lower than in 1948 and relatively few
of the families would have been placed in lower
income classes had the tax first been deducted.
Even though the families in the highest income
classes had relatively high taxes, the chance of a
different classification if taxes had been deducted
ivas small because the income intervals used were
arge.

difference between the two surveys that may
be important is in the time period used for incoms
classification —for the 1942 schedules, the first 3
months of 1942, and for the 1948 schedules, family
income for the year 1947. Hence, the length of
time for which income was reported as well as
the gap between the income period and the food
consumption period differed in the two surveys.
The problem of income classification becomes more
acute in periods of rising or falling employment
and rising or falling wage rates, since the likelihood
of a difference in the rate of change of income
among families is greater then than in periods of
relatively stasble economic conditions. Such a
difference may be magnified if income is measured
during a relatively short time period.

That income-consumption relationships are af-
fected by the length of the classification period
seems entirely logical. However, such evidence
as is available for food groups (data for rursl
nonfarm families in the spring of 1042) indicates
that there was little difference mn income-consump-
tion relationships when classification was made
by 1941 incomes and when it was made by income
for the first 3 months of 1942, On the other hand,
there was a definite difference between the income
elasticities for total food expenditures when the
surveyed families in 1948 were classified by their



incomes for the week (or month) preceding the

food-report period and when they were classified
b{ their incomes for the previous year (p. 34).
Also the “stability” of family incomes appears to

affect the income-consumption curve for meat’

(p. 34).

In rigorous comparisons of income-consumption
relationships for 1942 and 1948, the difference in
the type of income-reporting period used in the
two surveys must be taken into account. In the
analysis for meat consumption which follows, the
possible effect of such a difference is further
examined. In a less exacting use of income for
classification purposes, such as in the comparison
in part T of consumption in 1942 and 1948 by
families in the same relative income position, the
difference between the income-reporting periods
used in the two surveys is probably insignificant.

Income Elasticities of Meat Consumption,
1942 and 1948

In apite of slight differences in survey methods,
in classification of families by income, and in the
characteristics of the households surveyed, the
data from the 1942 and 1948 surveys are probably
more suitable for eomparison than sny other food
consumption data available in the United States
for two time periods. In no other large-scale
surveys have the methods used and samples been
so nearly alike. Hence, an unusual opportunity
is provided for making all types of comparisons
of the food consumption of families in the 2 years
and specifically, as is the purpose here, for ex-
ploring differences between income-consumption
relationships, Adjustments are possible to take
account of some of the differences in data from the
2 surveys, as in size of household, region, and
meals away from home. These adjustments are
made and applied to the problem of estimating
elasticities in the 2 periods for meat consumption.
Similar methods could be applied to other com-
modity groups.

Unadjusted survey data

The unadjusted survey data (appendix tables
47 and 54 and fig. 8) indicate that the incresase in
meat consumption in relation to the increase in
income (income elasticity) was smaller in 1948
than in 1942. The curves in figure 8 cross each
other at the $2,000 income point. Families with
incomes below this point used more meat in 1948
than those with the same dollar incomes in 1942.
Considering the lower purchasing power of income
in 1948, this finding is rather unexpected. Fami-
lies with incomes sbove about $3,500 used less
meat in 1948 than those with the same dollar
incomes in 1942. Even when some allowance is
made for the difference between the two years in
incomes and purchasing power of the dellar by
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F16URE 8.—Meat consumption and income, 1942 and 1948:
Quantities at home per household in a week, unadjusted
survey data, urban families in the United States.

comparing consumption at the same relative
income pesitions, the higher income families used
slightly less meat in 1948 than in 1942,
Regression equations of quantities on income
for these unadjusted data have not been computed,
From examination of figure 8, it would appear
that a change in income elasticities had occurred.

Adjustment of data for differences in household
characteristics

Since the 1942 and 1948 data were not entirely
comparable with respect to region of residence,
average household size and composition, and ex-
tent of “eating out,” adjustments designed to
increase their comparability were made to the
survey data. For the 1948 data, the adjust-
ments made for size of household deseribed on
page 40 have been utilized. Comparable ad-
justments were made to the 1942 data. Stand-
ardization for region was made for both scts of
data by the procedure previously used for other
foods (p. 39).%

Adjustments to make allowance for meat eaten
away from home are very rough. They are based
on estimates of the ratio of meat eaten per meal
away from home to the quantity eaten at home
and the number of meals eaten away from home,
derived, in the absence of data on other family
members, from a study of homemakers’ meals.®
The results of all three adjustments—for house-
hold size, region, and meal eaten at meals away

8 Consumption data for 1942 by region are available
only for meat, For the standardization for region, these
data (unpublished) were used. For those wishing to earry
out this type of analysis for other foods an approximation
¢an be made by using the 1948 data by region (appendix
table 46) as a basis,

3 Unpublished data.
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from home—are presented in table 24 and figure
9. In the table, averages are shown separately
for quantities consumed at home and quantities
consumed at home and away from home, so that
the magnitude of the adjustment for food away
from home can be ascertained.

Comparison of adjusted data

With the adjusted data as with the data before
adjustment, the level of meat consumption of
families with incomes below sbout $2,000 was
higher in 1948 than in 1942 (fig. 9). Above about
$3,000, families in 1948 consumed less than those
in 1842 with the same dollar incomes. The inter-
secting of the two lines obviously leads to an ap-
parent difference in their slopes. Since the
regression coefficient of a linear logarithmic
funetion is the elasticity coefficient, the coefficients
of income elasticity can be read directly from the
equations in figure 9. For 1942 the coefficient is
0.33 (standard error=0.04}; for 1948, 0.24 {stand-
ard error—=0.02).

TABLE 24.—Fstimated quantities of meat used at
home and used at home and away from home in
a week by households of 3.5 persons, by income,
spring 1942 and spring 1948

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons.
Averages were first standardized for region (North and
West, 78 percent, and South, 22 perecent) before the
houschold size sdjustments were made]

At home and
Year and Income (dollars) At home away from
home
1942: Pounds Pounds
Under 500____ _________.____. 4.81 4. 84
500-999_______.___ [ 5.32 5. 42
1,000-1,499_______ __________ 6. 31 6. 54
1,500-1,999_ _ _ __ _____________ 6. 62 7.02
2,000-2,499___ _______________ 8 30 8. 82
2,500-2,999_ ______________ S 8 77 9. 85
3,000-4,999_ _________________ l 8. 81 9.74
5000-9,999__ . _______________ 10. 37 11. 79
10,000 and over_ . __ . _.__ . 11. 62 12. 47
1948:

Under 1,000_ .- __ 6, 08 6. 23
1,000-1,999__ ________ 7. 23 7.42
2,000-2,999______ 7. 92 8, 28
3,000-3909_____ ____________ 8, 92 9, 50
4,000-4,999_ ________________. 9. 02 9. 92
5000-7,499  __________.______. 9 12 10. 41
7,600 and over_ .. __________. I 10.11 11.73

The difference between the two coefficients is
not significant at ordinary levels used in statis-
tical analysis. However, since two of the adjust-
ments especially, those for region and household
size, were intended to reduce the variation be-
tween income classes that resulted from a differ-
ence in the distribution of these two characteristics
of families, the resulting regression lines of the
adjusted averages should have lower standard

48

MEAT
{In)
20

1948 logy = .10 + .24 log x (¥ = 0.9)

1942

logy = 1.81 4 .33 log x ('fz = 0.90)

3 II1I
10,000

1 3 v iaal } '

300 1,000
INCOME (dollars)

Figure .—Meat consumption and income, 1942 and
1948: Quantities at home and away from home per
household of 8.5 persons in & week, averages adjusted
t‘;’or family size and region, urban families in the United
States.

errors of estimate than those of the regression
lines based on the unadjusted data, Aﬁﬁngh
the magnitude of the difference between 1942 and
1948 is not large and the statistical evidence not
too clear-cut, nevertheless it seems quite possible
that the difference between the two years, as
indicated by these adjusted survey data, may
have been real.

This observation is supported by a comparison
of the income-consumption relationships of two
small homogeneous groups of families in 1942 and
1948 (fig. 10}). Because of the paucity of data
for some of the adjustments previously made and
the difficulty in judging whether or not the final
differences were significant, this comparison serves
as & useful check on the adjusted data. The
special group selected for study was composed of
households of two adults living in the North
(dats for 1948 in table 18). Only those with a
limited number of meals served to guests, board-
ers, and hired help wers included. Families in
which the head was 60 years or over were ex-
cluded since such families frequently have accu-
mulated savings and, with the usual income
classification, may fall in classes considerably
below their real spending ability more frequently
than families in general.

Since this “stripped-down” sample was com-
posed of two-person households 1t is not hikely to
have included those households in which there
were earning sons and daughters. The problem
created by the fact that a larger proportion of
earning sons and daughters in 1948 than in 1942
were treated as boarders and their earnings not
ineluded as income can therefore probably be
dismissed.
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in the North, 1942 and 1948: Quantities at home per
household in a week, urban families in the United States.

Summary and discussion of results

Unadjusted data from surveys made in 1942
and 1948 mdicate that there was some difference
in the income-consumption relationships for meat
in the 2 years, with elasticity in 1948 lower than
in 1942. Because the households included in the
two surveys differed in certain characteristics, the
data were adjusted to make the 2 sets as compar-
able as possible with respect to region, household
size and composition, and meals eaten away from
home. The difference between the income-con-
sumption relationships for these 2 “refined’” seis
of data also indicated a lower income elasticity of
meat consumption in 1948 than in 1942, In 1942,
a 10-percent higher family income meant 3.3-
percent greater family meat consemption; in 1948,
only 2.4 percent.

A small homogeneous group of households in
each of the 2 vears was used to test further the
conclusion drawn from the full samples. DBecanse
this selected group of families was not likely to
include those with earning sons and daughters, it
furnished & method of testing any possible bias
that might have resulted from the difference in
ireatment of earning sons and daughters in the
two studies. The test with the homogeneous
group confirmed the conclusion that there prob-
ably was a significant difference in the income-con-
sumption relationships for meat in 1942 and 1948,

Some strengthening of that conelusion is sug-
gested by the fact that the families in the 1042
study were classified on the basis of income for a
3-month period, whereas in the 1948 study, fam-
ilies were classified on the basis of a full year's
income. Presumably a full year’s income more
nearly represents a family’s typical spending abil-
ity, or so-called “stable” income, than does a

3-month period. In a test of the effect of the
“stability” of income on income-consumption re~
lationships, the coefficient of income elasticity for
meat consumed by all families was found to be
lower than that for a sclected group of families of
ithe same type but with relatively stable incomes
(fig. 3). ence, the coeflicient found in the 1942
survey (since it was based on a 3-month income)
may have been underestimated to a relatively
greater degree than that for the 1948 survey,
other things being ecqual. In that event, the
difference between the coefficients of income
elasticity calculated from the adjusted survey
data may have been underreported.

Another point to consider in evaluating a com-
parison of the survey data is the relative change in
the prices of meat and other commodities between
1942 and 1948, The {fact that meat prices
increased relatively more between 1942 and 1948
than prices of most other foods (pt. 1, p. 13)
increases the likelihood that the “true” difference
between the 1942 and 1948 income elasticities wasat
least as great as that reported in this investigation,
other things being equal. Had meat been rels-
tively cheap in 1948 compared with other foods,
the reported difference between the elasticities
would have to be minimized considerably.

These results therefore appear to indicate that
there was some small and possibly significant
difference in the income-consumption relation-
ships for meat in the spring of 1942 and the spring
of 1948, with the income elasticity lower in 1948,

In interpreting these results or in studying
similar results for other commodities or for other
time periods, there are 3 possible explanations:
(1} The differences existed only because of differ-
ences in economic conditions between the 2 years
that affected the classification of families by in-
come, and therefore evidence of a lasting change
in income elagticities must be discounted; (2)
the lower elasticity in the high-inceme year
represented a flatter section of the income-con-
sumption curve, and again, thercfore, no real
change in elasticity took place; and (3) tlastes
and preferences changed between the 2 years,
resulting i a difference in elasticities.

Economic conditions changed in many respects
from 1942 to 1948, but is 1s difficult to relate
directly changes in the income level, in the income
distribution, in unemployment rates, and so forth,
to possible differences in income ranking that
would affect income-consumption relationships.
One difference between the 2 years that has been
suggested by several investigators as being par-
tially responsible for the difference between prewar
and postwar relationships of income and food
expenditures as analyzed in time-series data is the
augmentation of incomes in 1947-48 with war-
time savings. During the war many families
saved greater proportions of their incomes than
in prewar years. After the war there was a grad-
ual decline in the amount of liguid assets held by
families. The liquidation of these assets per-
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mitted families to spend money for food more
freely than they otherwise would have, Families
at the lower end of the income distribution in
1948, especially those who were there because of
temporary unemployment, may have been able to
buy somewhat larger quantities of meat than they
would have with no wartime reserves to liquidate.
Higher income families, already heavier purchasers
of meat and not necessarily having any desire
for larger quantities, might have had enough
Teserves to permit them to buy higher quality
meat. If such were the case, a flattening of the
income-consumption (pounds) curve coufd have
been expected. Thus in 194748, income alone
did not account for all of the spending ability of
families. Reserve purchasing power in the form
of savings could have been relatively more impor-
tant to low-income families in buying larger
quantities of meat than to higher income families,

Another economic factor that might affect the
interpretation of the 194248 elasticity differences
concerns the expectation of income. Those fami-
lies classified at the lower end of the income dis-
tribution in 1942 were probably more likely to
have been there because of permanent unemploy-
ment than those in the same position in 1948.
Many of the latter were there because of temporary
unemployment, such as that due to the retooling of
factories, but their income expectations were high
and they -did not feel compelled to cut their meat
purchases.

The second interpretation of changes in elastici-
ties does not apply to the particular example
used in this section since the existing data for
1842 indicate that the income-meat consumption
curve is not curvilinear on logarithmic scale
(at least within the range of incomes within which
most. families fell), If the 1942 curve were
curvilinear, it might follow that the 1948 curve,
being farther to the right, did not really represent
a change in the slope of the curve but represented
the curve found when incomes were higher. In
other words, it may have represented s flatter
segment of the curve.

For some commodities, shifting from one area
on a curve to another could be one explanation of
differences in elasticities between consumption
data for two periods of time when there had been
considerable movement of the entire income dis-
tributicn. However, for those commodities for
which the function relating family income and
quantities of food consumed is of the linear type
on logarithmic scale, a shift upward in the income
distribution would not result in a different coeffi-
cient of income elasticity.

A final interpretation of the observed difference
in the income-consumption relationships for meat
in 1942 and 1948 is that a real change in preferences
occurred in the interim period. Changes in prefer-
ences in such a relatively short period ag 6 years—
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even so amall a change as appears to have taken
place for meat—may be caused by several factors,
the most likely of which are the introduction of
competing foods, educational or advertising pro-
grams that may increase or decrease demand, and
controls over consumption such as rationing.
The only factors useful ss possible hypotheses
for explaining the difference in income elasticities
in 1942 and 1948 are those that would have a
differential effect on low- and high-income fami-
lies. Of those mentioned, the most likely to have
this effect is rationing.

Rationing of meat in the United States was
begun March 29, 1943, and ended November 24,
1045, Since all persons had the same ration
regardless of income and since high-income
families usually consume more meat than low-
income families, there was inevitably more of a
restriction on the demand of high- than of low-
income groups, The ration allowance for some
low-income families may indeed have been higher
than their normal demand.

There is the possibility that many low-income’
consumers considered the ration allowed to them
their right and thus bought up to the ration allow-
ance—more than their prerationing amounts. If
low-income families thus did buy more than their
prewar purchases of meat—and this conclusion
can be drawn from the 1944 Wartime Food Pur-
chases Survey of the United States Bureau of
Labor Statistics (J)—then it is quite logieal to
assume that the higher demand of some low-income
families continued after the rationing period.
Thus, families altered their prewar habits because
of the artificial wartime situation, found the new
situation satisfactory, and may have continued the
changed tastes and preferences into the postra-
tioning period.

Probably neither of the two applicable inter-
pretations offered in this study is the sole explana-
tion of the observed difference in the income elas-
ticities of meat constmed by urban families in the
spring of 1942 and the spring of 1948. Each of
the factors mentioned may have contributed to the
total result to a larger or smaller degree.

To the extent that the difference between the
coefficients derived from the survey data can be
explained by the first interpretation-—the effect
of economic conditions upon the relative ranking
of families in the two periods—it may be assumed
that no lasting change in consumption patierns
for meat has been demonstrated. If the difference
between the two vears could have been explained
by the shifting to & flatter segment on the income-
consumption curve, the change might last as long
as incomes remain relatively high. Only after all
such technical interpretation can be disposed of
can the differences in elasticities be interpreted as
a teal shift in the preferences of consumers for
meat.



Constructing indexes of seasonal food consumption

Qutline of Procedures

The indexes of seasonal differences in urban food
consumption presented in appendix tables 52 and
53 and summarized in part I of this report were
baged largely upon data collected in the winter,
spring, and fall of 1948 in 4 cities and in the spring
and summer of 1949 in 2 cities (appendix tables
72-80). They were derived chiefly to represent
1948. Changing weather, prices, production, con-
sumer income, and agricultural price support con-
ditions doubtless cause some year-to-year differ-
ences in seasonsgl variations; hence, these indexes
are not necessarily applicaf)le to past or future
Fears.

. Tn brief outline, ihe procedures adopted in com-
puting the indexes were as follows:

1. Average purchased guantities of individual
food items * used at home per household were
combined for the 4 cities on the basis of 1946
censts population weights,® The data for the 4
cities were combined separately for each of the
seasong, winter, spring, and fall 1948.

2. Beasonal indexes were computed from the
above weighted averages for winter and fall
seasons, with spring 1948 as 100.0.

3. Summer indexes, with spring as 100.0,
were computed in the same way from the data
collected in 2 cities in 1949. To allow for the use
of only 2 cities, adjustments were made in the
indexes based upon the relationship between fall
and winter indexes computed for all 4 cities
and those computed for the 2 ¢ities, Birmingham
and Minneapolis-St. Paul, in which the 1949
data had heen collected.

4. Indexes for individual food items were com-
bined into food groups by weighting the seasonal
indexes of the component items by their relative
importance in spring 1948 urban food purchases,

5. In combining the seasonal indexes into
annual estimates, winter was given a weight of 4
(to represent Decetnber, January, February, and
March), spring a weight of 3 {(April, May, and
June), summer a weight of 2 (July and August),
and fall a weight of 3 {September, QOctober, and
November).

Before adopting these procedures, various ques-
tions relating to the data were investigated. The

3 Summarized from Seasonal Patterns of Food Consump-
tion, City Families, 1948 {21).

3 With few minor exceptions, seasonal indexes were not
computed for any food items or subgroups that did not
account for at least 2 pereent of the urban household food
budget in the spring of 1948 The seasonal adjusiments
made to foed obtained without direct expense and used in
deriving the indexcs In appendix table 53 were made only
to those groups of which such quantities amounted to at
least 5 percent of the purchased quantities.

3 Current Population Reports, Consumer Income (14):
Birmingham (South), 21.4 percent; Buffslo (Northeast),
35.2 percent; Minneapolis-8t. Paul (North Central), 30.5
pereent; San Francisco (West), 12.9 percent.

following discussion of the special analyses that
were made indicates some of the limitations of
the data, as well as some of the underlying as-
sumptions that have been made in constructing
the seasonsl indexes.

Comhination of Data From Four Cities

One of the first decisions to be made was what
weighting scheme should be used to combine the
data for the 4 cities into & national seasonal pat-
tern. The question was raised as to whether the
data could be treated as samples of food consump-
tion in 4 geographic sreas although the 4 cities
were hot necessarily chosen to represcent the food
consumption of urban families in their respective
regions. The 4 cities are located in diverse sections
of the United States, but because of considerable
variation in food habits, even within a region, no
1 city can give a completely accurate picture of a
regional food pattern. Moreover, the 4 cities sur-
veyed are all large cities and may not represent
the consumption patterns of the small cities within
the regions, .

Because spring 1948 food consumption data
were svailable for both the total United States
and the 4 cities, it was possible to determine how
well a combination of the 4 cities would approxi-
mate average United States urban consumption.
When the consumption data for Birmingham,
Buffalo, Minneapolis-St. Paul, and San Francisco
were combined with the 1946 census population
weights of the South, Northeast, North Central,
and West, the weighted averages compared well
with the consumption figures obtained from the
spring 1948, all United States urban sample.®®
This was particularly true for the major food
groups. On the basis of this comparison it was
decided that the 4 cities gave good enough repre-
sentation to derive United States seasonal indexes
by combining the actual consumption data for
the 4 cities (with census population weights) and
then computing seasonal indexes. Data from
the 4 cities, however, were not sufficient to warrant
the construction of separate regional indexes.

Summer Seasonal Adjustment

Before computing the summer index, 2 ques-
tions were investigated, 1 relating to incorporating
the data for the 2 cities with those from the 4
cities, and the other to incorporating the data for
1949 with those from 1948,

City adjustment—A comparison of 2-city and
4-city average seasonal indexes in the winter and
fall of 1948 was made for about 35 food items.
In general, it was concluded from these compari-

8 For purposes of this comparizon, the four-city dJdata

were adjusted to represent consumption of all families,
not just selected family types.
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sons that a seasonal index based on 2 rather than
4 cities would have yielded considerably different
average indexes for the United States. For most
of the food items, however, 8 2-city average would
have yiclded seasonal indexes of the same direction
as a 4-city average, but of greater amplitude. A
downward adjustment (toward 100) in amplitude
of the seasonal indexes would have made the 2-city
indexes more similar to the 4-city indexes, and
there no longer would have been a tendency for
the amplitude of the seasonal indexes to be over-
stated more frequently than understated.

It was therefore assumed that if an adjusted
average of the 2 cities improved the seasonal
estimates for the fall and winter sessons, it would
do likewise for the summer season. Aceordingly,
an amplitude adjustment was made in deriving
summer indexes from the Birmingham and the
Minnesapolis-St. Paul data.

Use of 1949 with 1948 date.—The appropriate-
ness of assuming 1949 seasonal relationships to
be similar to those in 1948 might be questioned.
Because of changes between 1948 and 1949 in
food prices, general cost of living, and average
income of the families surveyed, actual levels of
food consumption in Birmingham and Minneapolis-
St. Paul differed in the 2 years, with 1949 higher
for most foods. Despite the differences in con-
sumption between spring 1948 and spring 1949,
the seasonal patterns might have been the same,
if the summer-spring re%&tionshjps for weather,
availability, and price of foods were similar in the
2 years.

Examination of retall price data, of statistics
on climate, and of the imited amount of data on
sesgonal supplies of foods indieated that for some
foods, particularly meats, the 1948 and 1949
spring to summer seasonal patterns in consump-
tion might have differed. Little basis for devising
any adjustments exists, however, and beeca.se of
this none have been made.

Computation of Yearly Avgrages

Since the seasonal date from the surveys (1948
and 1949 together) cover only 10 months of the
year, a decision had to be made about a method
of adjustment for the omission of data for No-
verber and December in computing the yearly
average.

November and December, being holiday months,
undoubtedly have unique food consumption pat-
terns. Without consumption data for these
months, seasonal indexes for fall and winter are
too low for traditional holiday foods such as
turkey, cranberries, and nuts. Nevertheless, be-
cause there was no relisble basis for estimating
food consumption in November and December,
the seasonal indexes were derived from data for
only 10 months,

In combining the seasonal indexes into annual
estimates, the missing months were apportioned
to the months considered to be most nearly related
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-$4,000 and over,

to them in terms of consumption patterns; that is,
November to September and Qctober, and Decem-
ber to January, February, and March.

Use of Selected Family Types

The data collected for seasonal comparisons
were for & restricted group of families, families of
2 adults with 0, 1, or 2 persons 2 to 15 years of age,
The justification for using the food consumptron
of families of selected size and composition as
representative of the seasonal patterns of all
family types might also be questioned.

he average urban family is somewhat larger
than the average family of the selected type for
which seasonal data were obtained. Since per
capita income is generally lower for large families
than for small families, it might be expected that
large families would spend their food money more
carefully and respond more readily to seasonal
changes in food prices than would smaller families.
Consequently, food purchases of large families
might tend to have more extreme seasonal move-
ments than those of small families.

For a number of foods, however, ihere is some
evidence from the survey data that factors such
as chmate, habit, and availability play more of a
part in causing seasonal movements in consump-
tion than does price. These factors would have
the same effect on food purchases of both small
and large families and would not tend to cause
dissimilar seasonal patterns for the two family-
size groups. For those foods for which price is
the predominant factor in determining seasonal
consumption patterns, there may be systematic
differences in the seasonal patterns of large and
small families. To some extent, therefore, the
use of the data for selected family types may
underestimate the magnitude of a few seasonal
indexes in this report.

Seasonal Adjustment by Income Class

Finally, the extent to which average indexes for
all income classes combined might be used for both
the high- and low-income classes was investigated.
Because seasonal price movements and seasonal
changes in availability may operate differently for
different income groups, differences might be ex-
pected among the income classes in the magnitude
of their seasomal econsumption patterns, With
this in mind, seasonal indexes were computed for
the income class under $2,000 and for the class
These indexes were then com-
pared with one another and with the indexes based
on all families.

Both the high- and low-income classes showed
more extreme seasonal variation than the average,
znd in many cases showed seasonal movements of
an opposite direction from the average for families
of all incomes. In only about 60 percent of the
cases were the seasonal indexes for the highest and
lowest income classes in the same direction.



Where the indexes were in the same direction,
about half the time the lowest income class showed
more extreme seasonal variation than the highest
income class, and the other half of the time the
reverse was true.

Although there may be some systematic differ-
cnees between the seasonal indexes of high- and
low-income families, the available data, with rela-
tively few cases, were too subject to chanece fluc-
tuations to yield a picture of these differences, food
by food. Given these imited data, it seemed ad-
visable to0 use the seasonal indexes based on all
cases rather than to attempt to derive different
seasonal indexes for each income class,

Reliahility of Estimates

An examination of the variability of the four-
city consumpiion data, together with the above
limitations of the data for the purpose of con-
structing seasonal indexes, indicated that many

differences in consumption could be due to chance
factors and that seasonal adjustments could be
made only for the food groups and certain major
food items, For these reasons it was decided, as
was indicated above, that with a few minor excep-
tions, seasonal indexes would not be computed for
any food items or subgroups that did not account

. for at least 2 percent of the urban household food

budget in the spring of 1948, TFor items of lesser
importance the quantities used and the percent of
survey families reporting use were too small to
give validity to the data for national seasonal ad-
justments. A “t”’ test was made to compare each
seasonal average with the average of the base
(spring and annual).”® In appendix table 52 those
indexes that are significantly different from 100 at
the 5-percent level are indicated by an asterisk.

# Yariability estimates computed from formulas by
Yates (29, pp. 184—185, 196-197); *4" tests made from
formulas and tables by Fisher (5, pp. 119, 174).
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APPENDIX A. TABULAR SUMMARY OF SURVEY DATA

The tables in this appendix give the data from (1) the nation-
wide survey of urban families 1n the United States made in the
spring of 1948, (2) the surveys of families made in 4 cities in
winter 1948, and (3} the seasonal surveys in 4 cities in 1948-49,
Tables with more detail as to items of food consumed by house-
holds in the 4 cities are included in Preliminary Reports 1 to 4 and
8 to 11. See appendix D, page 201 for titles.

Averages, unless otherwise stated, are based on all households
in the cell, whether or not they reported use of the item.

The basic data on foods consumed are for the household, Where
per person averages for groups of households are shown, they were
computed by dividing the average household quantities by the
average number of “21-meals-at-home-equivalent” persons in the
household. This method gives weight to the household in propor-
tion to the number of persons in the housebold, or, in other words,
equal welght to each person. Tt is not the same as the mean that
could be obtained from the distribution of families consuming
specified quantities of foods per person (as in table 49) or from
summing per person averages for each household and dividing by
the number of households, The latter method would give equal
weight to cach household regardless of number of members.

In many of the tables in this report, the figures for average
quantities and average expenditures have been carried to threa
decimal places and the figures for percentages of households using
to one decimal place for the convenience of those who may wish
to combine averages and percentages or make other computations
from the data. Such presentation should not be interpreted as
implying precision,
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& Tanur 25.—Income, family size, and expense Jor food at home and away from home and money value of food obtained without direct expendibure,
1547, by income

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States]

Value of food per family Pamilies having food in speeified categories
i I Famil; T . o
Ineome {dollars) Families | a;z:glm{ ) 21{2& y ot Parchased Home pro- As gift or pay ‘ggacg;s:g Home pro- | __ f -gE_or_DBY
! | doced away from duced
Total At home Away Meals Other food home Menls Qther food
{1) (2 3) “@) (5) )] [} 3 ¢ (10 an (12) @3) a8 (15)
Numnber Dollars FPersons Dallurs Dollure Dollors Dollars Ddlars Dollars Dollars Pereent Percent Pereent Percent
All incomes. ___. . __._. | 1,446 | %3, 606 3.20| 1,228 | 1,163 048 215 21 38 7 85. 4 32, 4 40, 2 28.
Under 1,000___.__ ____ 53 610 2.4 675 592 531 61 41 26 16 49. 1 41. 5 35. 8 32.1
1,000-1,999____ ________ 204 1, 555 2. 81 817 745 692 53 22 42 3 66, 7 33. 3 422 24 5
2,000-2,909____________ 410 2, 505 3. 22 1, 085 1, 027 890 137 21 32 5 86. 3 32. 2 39. 5 29. 3
3,000-3,900____ ________ 351 3, 485 3. 46 1, 261 1, 208 1,014 194 16 31 6 50. 0 34 2 41. ¢ 29.1
4,000-4,999_____ Ceela- 187 4, 421 3. 52 1, 452 1,371 1, 083 288 36 a7 g 92. 2 32.9 40, 1 31.1
5,000-7,499_ . . ___ . 154 5, B61 3. 39 1, 506 1,442 1, 040 393 18 41 5 94. 8 29, 2 38. 3 31, 2
7,500 and over_.__. __ _ 721 11,766 3. 98 2, 090 1, 997 1,342 655 13 75 5 97.2 26. 4 47.2 26. 4
Not classified. . ________ 36 |o__.____ 3. 51 1, 753 1, 680 1, 200 480 2 69 2 94, 3 20. 0 31. 4 257

! Fxelades 17 families not willing to report snnual data and 95 families not requested to furnish annual data for 1947, The latter were households that were
not ceonomic familics during 1947 (for example, newly married couples). See appendix B, p. 182,
? Average based_on 1,411 families.




TABLE 26.-HOME-PRODUCED FooD IN 1947: Money value per household and percentage of households producing specified foods,

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States]

by income

Income (doflars) Households | Total Vegetables Frulis Eggs Poultry M‘;aatﬁlgﬂh: Milk, cresm | Other food
{1 (2) ) (€3] & )] ) &) ® (1
Money value per household (dollars) 2
Nuwber

Alldneomes_ . .. _____.__ 1, 446 23. 21 7.98 2. 25 3. 65 2. 62 3.78 2, 46 0. 57
Under 1,000 __ _ __ ... 53 41, 56 12. 43 2 21 8. 00 7. 68 4. 26 4, 83 215
1,000-1,999______________.__. . __ [ 204 22. 84 5 73 2. 32 4. 89 1. 78 3. 85 3.72 . 8d
2,000-2990_________. ___ ... _ I 410 24. 51 8. 44 1. 84 4 09 3. 83 3. 21 2. 72 . 38
3,000-3,999 . __ el 351 17. 47 R. 28 2. 156 2. 57 1. 30 1. 71 1. 06 . 40
4,000-4,999_____________.._____. e e 167 37. 95 10, 45 3. B4 5. 04 4, B9 7.45 4, 66 1.62
5,000-7,499 e .__. } 154 20. 50 4, 96 2. 40 1. BG 1. 14 8. 29 1,75 . 10
7,500 and over__ _._. e e 72 12. 91 10. 82 1. 68 0 ] .31 0 . 10
Not elassified_ . _._____ I . 35 2,17 1. 66 ) 0 0 0 0 0

Percentage of households producing any for home use

AL INeOMes - . 1, 446 32 4 26. 2 14, 2 7.0 5.7 5.5 L8 1.6
Under 1,000 . __ . ___ ... 53 41. 5 34.0 18. ¢ 189 18 9 7.5 7.5 5 7
1L000-1,999_ . _ . 204 33. 3 25, 5 15.7 10. 8 6. 4 5. 4 2.0 L5
2,000-2,999_ _ o 410 32. 2 26. 6 12,7 6. 8 6.1 5. 4 1.2 @
3,000-3,999_ _ ____ .. 351 34 2 28. 5 15, 4 6.0 4.3 6.0 1.4 2.0
4,000-4,999_ ___ _____ o ______ e 167 32.9 25. 7 18,0 8.4 9.0 6.6 3.6 3.0
5,000-7,499 ... _._ - 154 29 2 26. 6 10. 4 3.9 2.6 5 8B 1.3 1.3
7,500 and over. . __ . _______ . .. 72 26. 4 25.0 11.1 0 0 2.8 0 1. 4
Not etassified __ .. _. 36 20.0 14.8 8 6 0 0 0 0 0

i Exeludes 17 households not willing to report annual data and 95 households not requested to furnish annual data for 1947. See appendix B, p. 182.
2 Total greater than in table 25 because pro rata amounts for boarders, guests, and hired help have not been excluded.

3 0.05 or less.
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TapLE 27— VEGETABLES AND FRUITS PRESERVED IN 1947 FOR IIOUSEHOLD USE: (Quantity per household and percentage of households preserving,
by income, size of city, and region
[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States]

Canned Frozen
Ineome (dollars), elty size, and region {‘mlg“‘l F’;mi}y i i . I } lije . ‘ T i
10lds sl Totul | Toroatoes!| Beans 1 E(}ll(ils{ll:ll;; ?a%ig;, vsg%&)- . i‘sﬁ-% ;s li;?(::' Total Vegetables | Frults
3} @ (3) 1) (&} {6 (7} (8) {9) (10) (11) (12 (13)
Quantity per household (all households)
Number Persons Quarts Quarss Quarts Quarts Quarts Quarts Quarts Poeunds Pounds Pounds
Allineomes._.....____ _ . . _._ __.____.._ 1, 446 3 40, 1 10. 4 3.6 29 6 3.6 . 0 .7 1.
Under 1,000 _ __________ . - 53 2. 41 46. 3 12 4 5.6 2.7 7.9 4 0 13. 8 21 L7 .4
1,000-1,899. . _ . ____ 204 2. 81 26. 6 6. 4 2.1 I.6 2.5 23 11. 4 Q) ™ 0
2,000-2,999__. e e - 410 3. 22 42, 3 10. 9 4, 2 3.6 35 4,1 16. 0 1.4 .7 .7
3,000-3,999__. .. . _____ 351 3. 46 46. 8 11. 3 4. 2 3.6 4.1 3.5 20,1 2.8 L9 .9
4,000-4,999____ __ oo e 167 3. 52 51,4 14, 3 47 290 6.5 51 17. 9 2.2 1.2 1.0
5,000-7,499___. __ . . _ L ._._ 154 3. 39 338. 5 87 12 20 L7 3.2 16. & .8 .5 .3
7.500andover_ . ______ _ . _ ... ____.__._ 72 3. 98 29. 4 11. 0 4. 1 20 .9 2.3 9.1 5.0 3.0 20
Not elassified ..___ . _._.____ _ _ _ . 35 3. 51 15. 4 4. 2 .8 29 4 1.2 5 9 ] 0 0O
Cily size:
1 million and over . _ . _ . _____.___._ __ 302 ) 14. 3 4.5 7 . B .8 1.3 G 1 .3 .2 T
200,000-999999. . ______.___ 251 *) 28. 5 85 1.7 20 1.4 2.1 12. 7 .4 .4 0
50,000-249,999. _____ e 296 (5 46. 6 13. 7 3.8 3.2 4.9 3.3 17. 7 .1 .1 0
10,000—-49,999_ . ________ - 382 Q)] 47. 5 11.9 50 3.2 3.5 5 3 18, 7 4.0 2.1 19
Re2,'500_91999"“ ,,,,,,,, S oo 216 * 68. 0 13. 7 7.5 6.1 8 4 5. 8 26, 4 3.4 21 13
gion:
North and West. . __ _ _______..| 1,128 3. 21 40. 2 1L 1 3.1 3.3 3.5 3.3 16. 0 1.5 .9 .8
South_.__________ e L. 321 3. 57 39.9 80 5.7 1.7 4.0 4. 6 15. 8 25 1.5 1.0
Percentage of households reporting an amount
All incomes. __...____._ e mieeaoo| 1,446 3. 29 47. 3 30. 1 141 16. 2 13. 2 27. 8 357 25 1.9 L8
Under 1,000 . __ _____.___... L 53 2. 41 6.6 39. 6 17. ¢ 24, 5 151 35 8 39. 6 1.9 19 1.9
1,000-1,999_ . __ . ____ _. . o 204 2. 81 42 2 22. 5 14. 2 11. 3 11. 3 22,1 31 9 .5 .5 0
2,000-2999  _____________. L. 410 3. 22 52. ¢ 34. 1 16,1 18. 5 15.1 30, 7 38.0 2.2 15 2.0
3,000-3,99% _ ____________.__ I 351 3. 46 48. 1 31. 9 17.1 18. 5 16. 2 28, 5 38 2 3.1 26 2.0
4000-4990 ______________. ... e 167 3. 562 46. 7 32. 3 13 2 15. 6 13.2 29. 3 35.9 3.6 3.0 2.4
5000-7,499. ____________.__._ e Ll 154 3. 39 455 26. 6 5 8 13.0 9.7 29 2 33. 8 L9 1.3 1.3
7,000 and over______.______._ el 72 3. 98 40. 3 22 2 9.7 1L 1 4 2 25 0 29, 2 6.9 4 2 5 6
Not classified __ . __________._ el e 35 3. 51 27. 8 13. 9 5. 6 53 28 19, 4 22. 2 0 0 L]
City size:
1 million and over_ .. _______._ . . 302 ] 219 14. 8 3.6 - 63 43 10. 6 14. 9 .7 0.8 03
250,000-999,999_ . ________. __.  ._ __. 251 ) 41. 7 23. 4 7.9 13. 5 5 2 23, 4 29, 4 .8 . 8 0
50,000-249,999 __________ . ___ . _ _ __. 296 (%} 541 36. 1 13. 9 18. 9 17. 6 25. 3 39, 2 .7 .7 0
10,000-49,999_ . . _ . _________._ _.___ . ___ 382 (%) 56,3 34.6 18, 6 17. 8 13. 6 38.0 45,0 5 2 3.9 4.2
2000-9,999______________ ... ..___._.__ 215 Q)] 64. 7 42. 8 28 4 26,5 28. 4 42. 3 51, 2 4. 7 3.3 4.2
Region:
North and West_ . _ . _____________ . __..._ 1, 125 3. 21 45. 5 3L 1 12. 4 17. 3 12. 9 25, 8 34 5 2.4 1.7 1.6
South. .__._ Y 321 3. 57 53. 9 26, 5 19.9 12,1 143 35. 5 39, 9 2.8 2.5 25




All ineomes. . o oo .

Under 1,000 _ . __ __________ ...
1,000-1,999 _ L .___._
2000-2999_ _____________ ...
3,000-3,999.________________ e
4,000-4,999_____ .. _._.
5,000-7,499__ _______ e
7,500 and over. __ e ._._
Not classified. . ____ e
City size:
1 million and over_.__ . ____________ e
250,000-999,999___________________ e
50,000-249,999_____ _ ____________________
10,000-49,999  ____________ ...

Quantity per household prescrving each item
Quarts w Quarts Quarts l Quaria Quarts Yuarts Quarts Poynds Paunds Pounds
1, 446 3. 29 84, 8 i 34. 5 259 | 18. 0 27.3 29 44, 7 68. 6 53. 6 38. 8
|— _— [ — —_ — ————

53 2,41 8.8 3i. 4 ‘ 32.7 10. ¢ 52,1 11. 2 34.8 10109, 2 5803 419, 8
204 2, 81 63. 0 ] 28 2 ! 17.2 14. 1 219 10. & 35.6 840 64 0 a
410 3. 22 8l.3 | 320 } 26. 1 | 19.2 22. 9 13. 4 42,1 69. 7 17. 5 36. 6@
351 3. 46 97.3 | 354 244 | 19. 4 25 4 13. 4 52. 5 91. 0 72 2 47. 2
167 3. 52 110. 1 44. 2 35. 9 18. 7 490 17. 5 49. 8 61. 5 39. 9 42, 4
154 3. 39 73. 6 32,7 20. 0 15.1 17. 5 10. 9 49. 7 €41, 0 37. 5 622, 5

72 3 98 72. 9 49 2 42. 5 ’ 18. 1 21. 5 9. 4 310 72. 9 72.1 35. 7

35 3. 51 554 30.0 14. 9 34. 5 15. 9 6.2 26. 5 0 0 0
302 (® 65. 3 3L 3 18. 9 12. 6 I8. 8 12. 4 41. 1 36. 4 67. 3 17.7
251 ¢) 68. 2 36. 4 21. 9 i4. 6 27. 2 8.4 43. 3 53. 6 3.6 .. ..
296 (®) 86, 2 37. 5 27. 2 17. 2 27. 9 13. 2 145. 2 12. 6 12.6 (... _.
382 Q] 84, 3 34.1 26. 7 17. 8 25. 8 14. 0 41. 5 770 54. 7 44, 6
215 % 105, 1 32.0 26, 6 23. 2 20.7 13. 6 51. 6 73. 3 65. 1 30,9

1,125 3 21 88 3 85. 6 24, 6 18.9 27.0 12,7 46. 4 63. 0 52. 4 38.9
321 3. 57 l 74.0 30. 4 28. 9 14. 1 28. 0 13. 0 39. 5 86. 6 58, 6 35 4
1

1 Excludes 17 households not willing to report annual data and 95 households

not requested to furnish annual data for 1947,
* Household size for vear not available.
3 Ineludes juice, eatsup, chili sauce,

See appendix B, p. 182.

4 0,05 or less.

5 Not available.
¢ Average based on 3 or fewer cascs.

TanLg 28.—Household and family size, and meals eaten at home and away from home in a week, by income

fUrban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948)

Meals eaten in week Families eating some
" bowt | Famil meais 3}.\:3;; ;;ql){m home
ousehok Family . — by tamil be ml
Income (dollars) 1.181??:' sian ua(lt;}i%] r;ulzﬁet . At home by Away—by [amily members only
home+21) | members)| 4 pouse. Fami Guests, Received
hold amily hired Doardets Total Purchased |  as gift Any Purchased
memberg | emhers help or pay
8V, @ (3 [£)] (5) (8} (7) (8) ) (1o (11) (12) (13)
Number Persons Persony Number Number Number Number Number Nuimber Number Percent Percent
All ineormes .. . .. L ____ 1, 558 3.42 3.20 | 7L.77 | 63 58 3. 15 5. 04 5. 51 3.94 1. 57 651. 4 0.8
Under1,000__ . __ . ___ 53 2. 84 2. 51 59,74 | 409 88 1. 29 8. 57 2. 83 1.21 1,62 39, 6 20. 8
1,000-1999________ . __ . .. 204 3.23 2001 67.81 | 58 01 2 82 6. 08 2. 89 1. 42 1. 47 387 21. 6
2,000-2999____ .. 410 3. 49 3. 28 73, 29 64 84 2, 57 5. 88 4. 04 2. 60 1. 44 52, 5 42. 9
3,000-3,999_._____ o - 351 3. 65 3.52 76. 66 68. 73 2. 28 5. 65 519 3. 69 1. 50 62, 7 51. 6
4000-4999_______________ . _____. 167 3. 50 3. 49 73. 59 66G. 73 3. 77 3. 09 6. 56 5. 26 1. 30 74. 9 68. 3
5,000-7,49Y9_ __ . .. 154 3. 31 3. 40 69, 5 63. 02 3. 36 3. 18 8. 38 7. 09 1.29 81,2 73. 4
7,800 andover____.__.__ ____._______.__ 72 3. 84 3. 82| BRO.65 58. 65 8. 95 3.05 [l 57 9. 31 3. 26 88. 9 86.1
Not classified___ __ e 147 2.93 2.48 | 61.56 | 54.58 3. 99 299 8.00 5. 35 2. 85 73 5 61. 9




TABLE 29.—Income in a week, family size, and expense for food at home and away from home, by household
size agd family income, by region and family income, by income per person, and by family income in
a wee

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948}

+

Income in Family stze Famlly expense for food 7 Familles
Household slze,’ incoms (dollars), and reglon Familles | week {(before | {vount of btggdm:w?vy
tax) members) Total At home Awggré:om from bome
{t} [v) {3 {4 5 {0} {7 8
. Number Doltars Persons Doltars Dollara Duollare FPercent
Household gize and 1947 family in-
come (all regions}:

All household sizes_ .. .. __.____. 1, 558 80. 34 329 25. 57 21, 59 3. 98 78. 8
Under 1,000_ .. ______________ 53 18. 60 2. 51 13.76 12. 38 1.38 45. 3
1,000-1,998 ___ - _________ 204 38. 00 2. 90 17. 12 15. 76 1. 36 586, 4
2,000-2,999_ ___ .. . ___. 410 54, 94 3.28 22. 35 19, 83 2. 52 74.8
3000-3999. ... 351 77. 52 3. 52 27.08 23. 56 3. 50 86. 3
4,000-4,999_ _________________ 1687 94. 36 3. 49 a0. 67 24, 82 5. 25 86. 8
5,000-7,499 . _______.._ 154 128, 52 3.40 31.36 24 22 7. 14 90, 3
7,600 and over__. .. __.__._ 72 269. 22 3. 82 44 8 32. 57 11. 51 95. 8§
Not elassified _ - - _.____.__ 147 79. 44 2. 908 26. 80 21. 36 5. 44 §6.0

2-person households_ . —...._._._. 479 70. 09 2. 0% 20, 18 15. 83 4, 35 L&
Under 1,000 _ . __.__._.._ 33 14. 3% 1. 91 11, 68 10. 25 1. 43 30.3
1LO00-1,960. ... 78 36, 43 2. 00 14, 29 12. 95 1.34 47. 4
2,000-2,99%__ . .. 120 53. 16 2.05 17.73 14. 71 302 69. 2
3,000-8,999___ . ___.__ 81 78. 71 2. 15 21,77 17. 57 4 20 80.2
4,000-4,999_ ___ .. ... .. 44 9g. 61 2. 16 24. 56 14, 08 5, 48 8L 8
5,000-7,496_ . - ___. 40 124, 40 2.28 27. 32 18. 43 8, 8% 95. 0
7,500 and over— - _________ 12 282, 17 2 42 47, 22 28. 74 20. 48 91 7
Not classified. .. .. .. ___.. 71 77. 44 2. 09 21, 69 16. 16 5. B3 89, 7

3-person households_____________ 427 84. 85 2.90 24, 64 20. 85 3.79 80. 2
Under 1,000 . . oL i0 18 00 2. 60 16. 12 14, 68 1. 44 50. 0
1,000-1,999 _______________.__ 59 35. 86 2. 59 17. 16 16. 19 97 57.6
2,000-2,989_ . .. . 113 54. 31 2,83 21, 59 19. 36 2.23 76.6
3,0 Q00 _ - 88 79. 01 3. 03 25. 83 22. 10 373 88. 6
40004999 __ . .. . ___ 48 102. 28 2 96 20, 84 23. 62 g 22 89.6
5,000~-7499 . _______..__._ 53 133. 08 3.06 20. 49 24 26 6, 23 83.0
7,500 and over. ... ________._ 21 204. 38 3.05 34. 70 26. 53 817 90. 5
Not classified .. .. _..__. 35 75. 59 3.03 24, 56 19. 76 4, 80 84.8

4-person households_____________ 315 80, 39 3.76 28, 15 24, 42 373 84. 8
Under 1,000 . oo .. 2 &) &) ® ® )
1000~1,099 oo .. 33 43, 24 3. 55 19, 62 17. 60 2,02 63. 6
2000-2999__ .. _______._ g0 54, 38 3.72 25. 14 22, 68 2 46 78.9
3000-39%9.___ . . ____ 91 73. 1% 3. .82 28. 04 24. 96 3.08 88.0
40004999 . ________ 29 82. 85 3. 5% 33. 17 28. 36 4, 81 93. 1
5,007,498 .. 34 122. 53 3.91 33. 76 27.14 6. 62 94. 1
7,500 and over_.______________ 20 221, 30 395 40, 92 31, 38 9, 54 100. 0
Not elassified . ... o __ 16 81. 60 3.493 28. 55 24. 51 4, 04 71. 4

Households of Sormeoere. ________ 337 89, 25 5.06 32, 06 28, 14 3 92 8L 9
Under 1,000 .. ____________ 8 34,25 4 75 18. 38 17. 04 1. 34 87. 5
1,000-1,999_ .. . _.._ 34 40, 15 4, 85 21,13 19, 67 1. 46 67. 6
2,000-2,899___________.__.____ 87 k8, 87 5. 14 26. 91 24, 66 2,25 70.1
3,000-3,8999_ ___. ____.__.__.__. 91 79. 36 4. 89 31. 95 28. 89 3. 06 86. 8
4000-4,890_ .. . . ..__ - 46 88. 67 5. 28 33.63 29, 34 4. 29 84. 8
5000-7499__ . ___.__..___. 27 133. 9§ 511 38. 51 29. 04 7.47 092. 8
7,500 and over_.____.__.__.___ 19 315. 26 5. 42 55, 80 44, 18 11, 62 100. 0
Not elassified __ . ______________ 25 112, 8¢ 5. 14 45. 67 38. 81 7.06 85.7

Bee footnotes & end of isble



TasLE 29.—Income in a week, family size, and expense for food at home and away from home, by household
size and family income, by TEGLON aﬂd family income, by income per person, and by famdy ineome in

a week—Continued

{Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948]

Family expense for food *

Fami]les
Ineome In Family size
Household size,! Income (dollars), and reglon |  FPamlifes woex (beefum (counyt of ;}ﬁénfwﬁy
tax) members) Totsl | At home Awhagmt;om from Roms
W @ ) “w o) ‘ ® W @)
Number Dotlure Peraoms Dollars Doltars Dollare Percent
Region and 1947 family income:

Northand West . _ o _._______.___ 1,315 85. 14 322 26. 58 22, 44 4. 14 78.8
Under 1,000___ . ______.___.__ 32 15, 62 2. 25 13. 62 11, 80 1. 82 43. 8
1,000-1,998.__ . _._ .. e 128 40. 02 2. 58 18. 13 16, 78 1 35 53.1
2,000-2,999_ ___ . _._ . I 319 85, 76 3.22 22. 89 20, 46 2. 43 75. 4
3,000-3,999 .. .. __._._.__ 295 78.35 3. 40 27. 34 23, 82 3. 52 86. 4
4, 000—4 909 _ o= oo 138 a6, 12 3. 35 30. 38 24, 99 5 39 86. 5
5, 00{}—7 499 ... IR 126 120, 56 332 31. 65 24 55 7.10 91. 3
7 500 and over. . - _______ 58 295. 10 362 46. 16 33. 88 12. 28 84, 8
Not classified____________.__. 119 85. 40 3.09 27. 04 22. 48 B, 46 88,0

Souwth. ...l . 343 63. 69 3. 52 22. 01 i8. 60 3. 41 75.2
Under 1,000_________________ 21 23. 14 2.8 13. 99 13. 27 .72 47. 6
1,000-1 999___ ________________ 75 34 61 3.43 15, 42 14, 04 1.38 61. 8
2 000—2 Y S 91 53. 08 3. 48 20. 45 17, 62 2. 83 72. 5
3,000—3,999____ _______________ 56 73. 12 3. 66 25, 52 22, 18 3.36 85.7
4,000-4999_ ___________.____.. 22 86, 00 4 17 28, 61 24, 04 4 57 Q3.1
5,000 and over_._____________. 42 136, 57 4, 07 31, 87 24. 21 7. 66 a0, 5
Notelassified .. ___________ 28 57, 47 2 54 22, 39 17. 04 5. 35 8.6

1947 income per persen (all regions):

All ingomes. ... .. .. i _.__._. 1, 558 80, 34 3. 29 25, 57 21. 59 3. 98 78.8
Under 200___ .. ... __ 19 21, 89 4 32 17, 84 15, 18 2. 66 73.7
200-399_ _ . oo_ 84 37.B1 4, 68 21, 44 19. 58 1 86 5%. 5
400-599_ ____ . _.. 132 46. 50 4. 21 22, 81 20. 61 2. 20 65. 9
600-T9%_ ___ . __. 193 56, 17 3.684 25. 87 23. 65 2. 32 78.8
ROO-Q99__ ... .. 169 4. 31 3. 54 25.71 22 21 3. 50 81. 7
1,000-1,249 .. ________.__.. 237 67, 97 3. 14 24, 52 21, 31 3. 21 80, 2
1,250-1,499__ .. L. - 145 75. 67 2. 82 24.13 20. 356 3.78 76. 8
1,500-1999_ . ________________ 182 89, 07 2,70 26. 15 21. 22 4. 93 B0, 2
20002999 ________ . ____.__.__ 168 116. 49 2. 59 26. 50 21, 48 5 02 82. 7
3,000andover__._____._______ 82 234,18 2. 65 35. 34 25. 23 16. 11 87. 8
Notelassified__ ... ___..____. 147 79. 44 2. 88 26, BO 21, 36 5 44 86, 0

Family income in week (all regions):

All incomes____ ____ ... _______ 1, 558 80. 34 3.29 25, 57 21. 59 3. 98 78. 8
Under 10..________ . . ____.. 32 3. 44 2. 69 17. 77 15. 75 202 53 1
1019 .. 44 14 82 2. 48 12. 87 12. 24 .73 36. 4
b 68 24 29 2. 85 17. 44 15. 82 1. 62 63. 2
330 ... 97 34 59 3. 25 17. B9 16, 11 1. 48 57.7
40-49__ . ___ 155 44 50 3. 19 20. 66 18. 73 1.93 65. 2
5050 . o eeoo.. 197 54. 0% 3. 25 22.72 20. 21 2. 51 75. 6
80-00___ .. 565 75 75 3. 40 26. 35 22. 77 3. 58 85. 8
100-199 . . 279 129. 05 3. 37 30. 76 23. 96 6. 80 a1 D
200and over__ . _______ 56 318. 21 3. 82 48, 67 34 25 12. 42 94 7
Not clagsified_ . ________.___. 65\ ____ 3. 48 32,93 25, 47 7. 46 80. 8

t See Glossary, Household size.

2 Includes expense for guests and hired help,

of too few cases,

¥ Averages not ahown because
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TanLr 30.~—Distribution of families by total expense for food at home and away per family member in a
week, by household size and income

[Urban housekeeping families in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948]

Family expense for food at home and away per member of—
Household size 1 and Inceme (dollars) Fumilics | -
Under $3.50 | 3$3.50-$4.09 $5.00-$6.49 $7.00-49.80 | $10.00-$11.90 | $12.00andover
(4Y) 2 @ ) &) (8) ) {8

. Number Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
All household sizes . _ _ _____________ 1, 558 5. 10. 6 26, 8 3L 8 13. 7
Under 2,000 .__________________ a57 i 16. 7 19.1 28. 4 21. 4 7.0 7.4
2,000-2,999__ . ____________ 410 6. 4 13.7 29, 2 35. 0 9.3 6. 4
3,000-3,999 ____._.. . ____i 351 1.1 2.3 33.0 34.5 13.1 10. 0
4,000—4,999_____________________ 167 .6 5.4 24, 6 36. 4 10. 8 22,2
5,000-7,499%____ . _______________ 154 1.3 3.9 16. 9 35.7 18. 8 23. 4
7,500 and over__________________ 72 0 4.2 9.7 20.2 19, 4 37.5
Not clasaified.. . _______ R 147 2.9 | B8 23. 6 25 8 15. 4 23. 5
2-person households__ _.___________ 479 4.0 8.7 { 16. 7 3. 6 18. 9 21.1
Under 2,000~ 111 11.7 2441  22.5(  19.8 9.9 11,7
2,000-2,999__________________ R 120 2.5 8 3 20,0 41, 7 15. 0 12. 5
3,000-3000___.. __________ - .__ 81 1] 1.2 16, 0 32.2 20. 6 21.0
4000-4999_ . _______.___ - 44 0 0 9,1 38.6 13.7 38. 6
5,000-7,499_ ___ . __________ E— 40 0 2,5 5.0 25.0 30. 0 37. 5
7,500 and over__ .- ______ I 12 i] 0 0 83 16,7 75.0
Not classified__ .- _____ - 71 2,9 2,9 14,7 26. 5 22,1 | 30. 9
3-person households . _____________ 427 2.1 7.3 26. 6 37. 5 13. 6 12. 9
Under 2,000 . oo oo oo 69 7.2 10. 1 39. 3 319 [ 7.2 4.3
2000-2,099_____________________ 113 1.8 88 30.1 41. 6 11, 5 6, 2
3,000-3,999__________.___. [ 88 0 80 28 4 39.7 14, 8 9,1
4,000-4,999_____.____._ RS 48 0 2.1 10. 4 1.7 25. 0 20. 8
5,000~7,499_ .. ... e 53 0 1.9 15.1 41. 5 11.3 30. 2
7,000 andover.. ... _._ 21 0 9.5 9.5 23. 8 28.6 28. 6
Not classified_____ 35 6.1 9.1 36. 4 24,2 | 9.1 16.1
4-person households_ ___________.__ 315 4.8 1.8 30. 1 37.7 ‘\ 7.3 8 3
Under 2,000 .. __._______. 85 25.7 17. 1 28 5 22,9 | 2.9 2.9
2000-2,999_ _ .. ... 90 6.7 17.8 311 33. 3 ; 6.7 4. 4
3,000-3,999_ ... _.__ ! 91 0 8.8 41. 7 38.5 7.7 3 3
4,000-4,999__ ... 29 0 3.4 20.7 55. 2 o - 20.7
5,000-7,499 _ .. C 34 0 5. 9 17. 6 50.0 14. 7 11.8
7,500 andover____ .. o_______. 20 0 L] 5.0 50.0 15.0 30,0
Not clagsified .. __-_ [ 16 Q 28. 6 35. 7 14. 3 7.1 14. 3
Touseholds of 5 or more._____.__.__] 337 | © 1.5 16. 6 39. 0 211 | 45 7.3
Under 2,000 __________-_.______ 42 38. 1 21. 4 26. 2 7.1 2.4 4.8

2,000-2,999____________ . ______ 87 17.6 23.5 38. 9 18 8 1.2 0
3.000-3,999_ . _______________ 91 4.4 14. 8 439 27. 5 2.2 7.7
4,000-4,999_ . __ . 46 2.2 15.2 56.5 17, 4 0 87
B,000-7T,499___ ____ _____________ 27 7.4 7.4 37.1 22,2 22.2 3.7
7,500 and over_ . - ____. i9 0 5.3 21.1 26, 2 15. 8 3.6
Not elassified .. _____ 25 0 14, 3 23.8 33.3 9.5 19.1

1 Bee Glossary, Houachold size.
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TapLE 31.-—Distribution of households by expense for food at home per person in a week, by income

[Urhan housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948]

Food expense at home per person in a week (dollars)!

Tneamne (lollars)

comes | ST 5,001,999 | 2,000-2,508 . 3,000-3,360 | 4,000,599 | 5,000-7,499 | 7800 and
(1 (2 ® @ @ | @ ] om ‘ (8) &)

Pereent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent I Percent Percent
Under 1.00 (under 4.8 cents per meal) .. 0.1 0 0.2, 0 0
1.00-1.99 (4.8-9.4 cents per meal)_____ R T 9.4 2.9 0 ‘ 0 } 0 0
2.00-2.99 (9.5-11.2 cents per meal)________ 3.3 15. 2 7. 8 3.0 | 1.4 1.2 1.9 0
3.00-3.99 (14.3-18.9 eents per meal)_____ - 6.0 13. 2 8.8 7.6 51 386 1.3 2.8
4,00-4.99 (19.0-23.7 cents per meal)_______ 12. 4 11.3 20. 7 4.6 120 11. 4 4.5 5.6
5.00-5.99 {23.8-28.5 cents permesal).______| 17.5: 132 | 17.2| 202! 20.2° 132 16. 3 11. 1
6,00-6.99 (28.6-33.2 cents per meal) _. . 16. 4 11. 8 14. 2 17. 1 ‘ 17. 7 17.8 17. 6 15. 3
7.00-7.99 (33.3-38.0 cents per meal)___. ___ 12. 8 | 9.4 11. 3 13. 9 10. 8 ( 13. 2 15. 6 12. 5
8.00-8.99 (38.1-42.8 ¢cents per meal}.____. . 9.4 1.9 5, 4 83 | 97 . 137 13.0 15.3
9,00-9.99 {42.9-47.5 cents per meal) _____ 6.9 ; 5.7 3.4 6.3 ‘ 8.3 10. 2 4.5 8. 3
10.00-11.99 (47.6-57.0 eents per meal)_ . 9.1 7.5 5. 4 5.9 9.7 ‘ 9.6 14. 3 15. 3
12,00 and over (57.1 cents and over per ‘ i |

meal) __ __. il 54 19: 29 2.0 } 5.1 ‘ 6.6 110 13.8

121 meals at home==1 person.

? Includes families not classified by income,



Tanne 32.—PURCHASED POODS (16 GROTP TOTALS): Quantity and expense for foods used at home in ¢ week,
' by compogition of household and income
{Urhan houselecping fawilies of 2 or mere persons In the United States, spring (Apri-June) 1948, Foods included In eash column are specified 1o tabies 33-44)

Hoengehold 1847
Income {dollurs) and com- House- :ﬂg&ﬁ‘ incoms | 4., MUK equiv-| Fats snd ﬂg&f_' Bakery Muf?t'
position of housshold 1 bolds | TOAEAT | Cigper alent olls 1 tereals, | products | E9E | Doy,
person) taz) pastay
[¢)] 2) (¢:}] CH (&) (8) n (8) {9) (10 (11}
Quantity per hougehold
Number Feraone Doliary Quaris Pounds Founds Pounds | Dozrns FPounds

All INcomBa s oo 1, 658 3.42 808 1L L5, &80 458 5.0 178 1,
With ro children v ___ 43 2,50 3, 4456 1. #4 2.41 3,37 6.35 147 .30
With children & __ Rl5 428 3, 7TaT 19. 40 .62 5. 67 .58 2,08 11. 58

Under 2,000 ... 247 418 1, 360 11.62 2,77 5.9 6.068 1.40 8. 46
‘With na children. - 1643 2.48 1,313 9.45 221 3.08 5Lod 1.27 7.78
With ¢hildren_._ 0 [N 1,437 14.88 3.88 9.18 8, 60 1682 9.82

N 410 5. 48 2508 |. 15.42 2.08 4 K3 820 1,69 9.56
With no ehildren 175 [T 2, 4R 11.08 .38 3. 55 6,360 1,36 B.84
With children. 428 2, 538 13.48 3.42 5. 78 9,68 14 10, 6¢

| . . 361 3.65 3,485 17.64 481 &, B 0,62 1.94 11, 45
With na ¢hildren.. 134 2,88 3, 487 1294 578 57 743 1,40 10,78
With ¢hildren___ 217 4.27 3, 48 0. 55 a 84 b. 10 10,81 2,19 11.

X A 167 3.50 4,431 17,08 a.02 407 B. 87 1.97 i1,
With no chdren.. 7l 2,48 4, 420 12, 36 2,43 2.84 B, 42 1.49 10,14
With children. o 4,28 4,423 20. 52 3.45 €8 10. 67 2.18 12,30

5,000-7.499. ______ 104 4.4 £, 81 17.08 2,82 5.9 7.77 1.48 11,84
Yith no children_, - a5 .67 5, 861 13. &7 2,42 2 53 6. 63 1. 54 10.22
‘Wilh children__, . &9 411 5 882 21.30 3.82 4.3 0. 18 124 12,78

00 end over, ... - 72 3.84 11,768 1967 340 3.78 848 233 13,88
Yith no ehildren_____________ i) .77 11, 458 12,61 266 | .43 .60 1.82 11,83
With children__________...... 42 4.8l 11, 980 24, K | 3713 | 4.57 .83 2,69 15. 34

Quantity per person
Chearx FPounds Poetd Founde Dozens Pounde

Al incomes 4. ... 1,584 3.42 N 4 58 087 1.33 240 0. &2 3.08
With po chlldren s | _________ 43 2.50 3, 455 4.58 R 1. 36 2. 54 N 3.72
‘With ¢hildren ¥, _, "7 777777 215 4,28 3,797 4,55 43 1. 3% 2.32 .40 271

Under2000. . ... oo ___ 257 8,14 L, 360 3.80 A8 1. 68 221 L dd 2,89
‘With no children. ... _..c..o.. 160 216 1,313 a9 R 162 242 .52 3. 16
Witk children____.. ... - o7 4,28 1, 437 a.47 .58 214 2.1 .} 2,26

L000-2900..__.___. .. .. . - 410 3,40 2, 505 30 .85 1.38 2.35 48 2.83
Witk ho childron..____ - 176 .45 2,408 4,52 97 L46 .80 N 3.82
With children ... ___ - 236 48 2, 533 44 .80 1,58 2,25 A 2.40

b [ . 38 3. 66 3, 485 433 91 1. 26 2,81 B4 3.14
With no children. ____ . 134 2,88 3, 467 4,88 1,04 1,43 2.80 LBO 4,00
With children .. _~___ R 217 4.7 3,404 4.81 . B4 119 2,53 .l 2.78

5. I R 167 3.50 4, 421 4 87 ] 118 283 N 3,85
With no children._ - kil 2,48 4,420 408 .98 116 280 .68 4,09
With chlldren__, .. - 96 4.2 4,423 4 482 .81 117 2.0 .61 2. 8%

x 7400 .. - 154 L3l B, B6L 5,18 _Bh . 2,35 .56 3.43
With ne children . a5 267 B, 881 5. 08 .9l .85 2,48 .5 383
With children.__ . ] 4.11 b, §62 5 1B .81 1.03 2.28 .55 3.10

7,5 and over...___ . T2 3.84 11,788 8,12 , 88 .8 2.2 .4l 381
With ro ehildren, 30 277 483 468 .07 B0 2,38 .88 4.27
With chiidren.______. .. ..... 42 4. 81 . 531 Nl .9g 213 58 .33

Expense per househeld (dollars)

All fncoroey {_______.. ... 1,858 442 3,508 73,20 867 1,57 0,09 1.70 1,03 8,85
With no children b ___._.... 7A2 2.50 3, 455 19,41 Z78 1.32 .49 1. 35 86 6.19
With children 8, . ALk 4,28 3,737 28.71 4,62 1.80 B8 2.03 119 T 46

Under 2,000..,_____ 257 8.15 1, 360 17.28 2.5 1.30 .70 136 .80 .08
‘WIth ne ehildren 164 246 1,313 15,97 217 1. 14 . bb 118 . 4.73
‘With chilgrvm._ 07 4.78 1,437 ). 42 3.23 1.58 L17 1.86 K] 5. 64

0002000 ... _ 410 3.49 2, 505 2184 3. 80 1.53 .72 1.67 .96 830
With ne echildren_ 176 2. 48 2, 468 17. 8¢ 248 126 Bl .32 W 5. 68
With chiidren.. 238 4. 26 2,833 24.42 4.0 L7 48 1.4 .10 8.77

........ 281 3. 86 3,485 25. 54 4. 18 L7z By | 1.956 1.13 7.3

With no ¢hfidren. 134 2.86 3,487 23,11 3, 1,52 N 1.85 L 7.12
With children.. 217 4.7 3,498 .87 47 1.84 .Bl 2,19 1.25 .5
L 187 4. 50 4, 421 25,83 .08 1.42 N 1,87 111 7.63
With no children., .. _______ ri 2,48 4, 420 21. 87 3,12 1.3 K= 1,42 B .03
Odran_ ... ________.. b 4.26 4, 423 3. B4 4.79 1.50 N1 2,20 1,23 2.08

50000 ___ 17T 1654 3.3 B, 861 25.82 4.10 1.60 B4 172 1.0 7.7
With no childron. . &6 2,67 B, 581 25 3.8 1.47 .41 1.52 .88 7.2
With ohildren, &8 4,11 5 882 25, 80 [ %] 176 ] 1.96 L3 8, 44

and over......__ 72 3.84 11,766 33. 30 511 2.02 .64 1% 14 10.21

With no children___ an o.77 11,483 28,73 3.48 1.88 R 1,59 L9 015

With ehlldren. 42 401 11,980 1R B. 28 2.2 .78 2,5 1.688 10.04

See fontmotes ot end of table,



TaBLE 32.—~PURCHASED FOODS (16 GROUP TOTALS): Quantity and expense for foods used at home in a waek
by composition of household and vncome—Continued
{Trban housekeeping families of 2 or mote persons in the United States, spring {April-fung) 1848, Foods included in each columm are specified in tables 33441

Income {dolars) snd com- | Sugar,

Fresh vegetables

Dried fruits| Frozen

Canmed
and vege- | fruits snd | TOILS, vege-

Preparad

or partialily| _
prepated | Beverages Miscal

position of household t sweoets | Fresh fruits Pg:;:etgte_s, Other |tables, nuts] vegetables tar?ﬁé e:nd dlshes, loneous
H s0UpS
notatoes : !
; :
az o ) aw | oan | o | o9 (20 @) @
Quantity per honsebold {pounds)
. [ ! ! ! i .
Afmeomes s . oo L0 1L78 ! &%1 ™ 0.95 | 0.30 7.16 | LY I
i oo chlten ... R I U [ (T
Undes 2000 oI 5.9 ;.' % ggg ! ;,'_-g Lz it L8 ; 5y
7fth no ehiidren. ... 3,13 96 ! . . 0 : 28! .
With catldren o110 519 7.96 | &7 8 47 16 07 | 6.14 1.62
000-2,099. .. ... ... mlll wa 18] e 1% i sa’ 1z
With hild: e mmer—m e 3.14 B.24 | ) s . . . . ]
With childzen oo i a8 1203, nszl o4 118 18 56 | U6l
000-3,900. . .r 479 | 1231 %}f | g;i Lot -2 810 | 1.3?
Withno children . .. __ 394 3 2 . . : JRY
With children..____._.... ... ' 532 i 1693 | 5.08 5.53 1.28 ! 9.6 | 173
N i ST TR (1 T T ¢ T
With no children ... 2,70 L83 | . 27 1} . .88 . .
With catidren 1111 ! 12 15,94 | gos| w98 L1 Yy 9.44 ; 1.5
5O0-TAME. oo i 5o B Py u® g -8 LA L2
With nildren oo . 2. . ) X .72 LB .87
With ehildren - ... .. 1] ] 451 16,68 | ea7| 109 rol 40 9,28, 1.87
T endover o . ...- 381 | 18.08 | B 51 | 13, 80 . LU5 8 822+ 1.;}1
g ! 1% 5.5 [ 8y OER 118 L4 019! 154
j 4 | ) 4 DU | . | . . . h . . 3 . :
' H H ' | :
E Chrantity per person {pounds)
| i - " ' ¥ | : '
AN meomes . _..o..ooooo i 120 | 3u | 2.04 | 2,70! 0.28 | 0.09 2.08 ;
: i i I I f i i 2,98 |
With no children ¥ __.__.__.__ 1.25 3.85 2.2t 3.82 .29 .12 3
With children 5. | Li7 | 391 | 1,96 | 237 | 2, o7l 199 II
Under 2,000, _______ [ 124 253 L8§ 2.36 | .3 .03 158 |
With no children. i L7 32| 2.2 | 236 | a2 .08 175 |
20007980 RTENE - S+ /4 BT I - TR
With no children. i 128 336 232! 2,89 | 3z s 227
With chlidren.. .. : 1! 287! 207 | 22 o Y 187
3,003,090, . I LA 237 2,23 | 2,58 | | o8 2,22 |
With no children. | 149 347 ) %?ﬁ r 230 : Eg i {]ié ‘ g ;g !
.“ ‘“f em.]_d_?r_l::'_ | H‘? H e s ; 3% Tag ! R J 2.40 |
With no chiidren_ | 1.09 ‘ 3.98 | 212! 431 22 .15 2,81 |
With children.__ __ 1.20 374 212 l 2.57 VBT Mt | 2.21-3
5,000-7,499._ ... i 106 | £ 56 1.3 231 ‘zal .15 2.25
With no children. % 1011 512 1,92 . 3.84 .27 V18 . 2.24
With ehildren____ 110! 411 157 | 2,47 .25 | L12 | 2 5
T, and over_ ___.. : ,99, 4,7(ii' i 3.50 L26y Lot 2.1-1.I
Rimgeao g0 B0 ) B ¥
Cith ¢ TEN_ . oo LB 48 .54 1 3 . R 3
r ] i . i . |
i Expense per bousehold (dollars)
]
I i 1
Al tncomes b 073 ] 0.4, 148 en!  om!  iel  em:  1e 0.3
With no ebitdren s __________| .54 | .35 1.34 .24 | ETE .80 | . 150 .31
With ehildren b : .50 | .52 1462 .38 ! azl L3 | 42 182 .42
Under 2,000.. ... H N .80 37 110 .30 05 .70 - 1o .26
i o chldren R L A TN - Y LI ¢ B N TR 4 B
i [ Yep. - . H . . . H . | . . . .
________ T85 166 | J48 130 ‘a0 | La7 1,60 3 T4 ‘38
With no children | 4z | 83| 3% 1.08 3 6! 78 19§ 1% ‘B
Witk children. ; .78 1.2 L5 1,44 .35 ] Nirg J 1.17 . i 1.55 .42
0 | 90 | 136 | .50 152 -85 20 Li6 89§ L8l -8
With no childran LT 1.09 41 1421 . - . . H . .
With children_. , 1.02 f i.51 |' .56 1. 58 - .41 .16 1.31 48 ! 1. 88 AT
Pk o ekl - TR 1 I AU S Bl ST 5
Fith no children .58 ! i, . . . L1560 . 18 . .
With children_ . 1.2 | 1.69 | .87 L7 .38 .18 1.39 44 I 213 .44
S,000-7,489. ________ N 1.80 I .g‘i i‘gz .g Aig 1.2; % | ?3& .gg
With no ¢hildren i . 56 o4 . . . . . . .
With chiidren.. . : ‘79! 170 L85 175 3 18 1,32 T 200 i
7,500 and aver .. ... i 188 | 218, |43 2,65 w 40 120 “ag | 523 .36
With ne chitdren. (1127711 | 69" 1881 ‘a8 2,40 -3 e .80 | Bt 35 3
With children.._.__......... ! Lot | 235 47 282 .38 .43 L7 | .38 | .03 .43
| i ' i

I See Qlosgary, Composition of househeld,

1 Exchides hacon and salt pork.
3 Includes bacon and 2alf pork.

4 Includes 147 householda not classifted by lncome.

¢ Includes 88 households not classifted by income,
¢ Includes 5% bonsaholds not clagsified by income.
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TABLE 33.—PURCHASED MILK, CREAM, ICE CREAM, CHEESE; FATS AND oILs: Quantity and expense for foods used at home in a week and
percentage of households using, by income

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948]

!
|
|
|
|
|

See footnotes at end of table.

Milk, oream, 1oe oream, cheese
Milk Cream and lee cream
T-‘:'htil — S I ] R
Fluid ] [
Income eﬂ;:]i:‘,“ e u . ¥ e E’lﬁl ream ]
(dollars} (oolumns Evapo- Cart- aquiva- Licht Toe
4-11, Tolal Butier- Choco- rated dansed i Whole fent # creall
12,18} | (columms | Whole w0k Bklm Iate 8kim ather’ | (eolummns | — — -~ Heavy
47} 13-16) Bwent Sonr
{3 (2} (3} {4 (5) (6} o (8} [&)] (10} {1L) (12) {13) (14} (15) (18)
— _Q?s;'rul_tityd_l;ér_ household ) )
- Guarty fuarts Quarts Quorie Quorks Quarie Pounds Pounds | Pounds | Pounds Pounds Founds Pounds Founds Prmnds-

All jneomes_.__ _______ el . 15. 602 |10, 648 |10. 100 | 0.395 | 0.054 | 0,099 | 1.550 | 0. 055 | 0.004 | 0.025 ; 1.313 | 0.239 | 0. 035 | 0.223 0. 805
Under 1,000_____ _._. _._ _. 1 9.580 | 6.263 ] 5.150 | .585 1 .39 | .132 | 1.406 | .Q34 | .017 |0 . 526 120 | .010 | .020 . 351
1,000-1,999_ _________ oo 12,147 | 7.427 | 6.932 [ .428 | .015| .062 | 2199 | .047 | .0ta | .0Q43 | .700 124 | .013 | .157 . 410
2,000-2000__ _ _ _ _._ ____ |15 321 (10.457 | 9.917 | .436 | .027 ] .077 | 1.847 | 076 Q .030 | 1,054 150 [ .023 | .151 . 698
3,000-3,999____ _ _ ___ _____|17.642 |12. 240 |11, 647 [ .305 | .073| .125 | 1.642 | ,073| .004 | .024 | 1. 634 250 | .023 | .268 1 037
4,000-4,999 . . ______ ____ . __ 17. 047 |11. 860 |11, 348 | .413 | 0 009 | 1106 .054 | O .022 | 1.504 | .349 | .038] .296 . 930
5,000-7,499_______ U _[17.030 111.708 {11.286 | .221 | .08 | .110 | 1.082| .005| .002 | .015| 1. 668 401 | .034| .293 . 968
7,600 and over______ . _ ___.__ {19.672 [14.125 |13, 828 | . 441 | .125| .236 | .87 | ,026 |0 .009 | 2,207 | .448 | .168 | .483| 1.210
Not elassified. _____________ . 13.340 | 9.248 | 8.860 | .306! .007 ! .075( .854 | .042! 003 | .025 | 1,241 | .243| .066 | .205 . 734

- i Expense per household (dollars)

All incomes. __ .. _ ... __. . | 8674|2211 2127 [0.056 | 0.007 ] 0.021 | 0.248 [ 0.012 ) 0. 001 | 0.015 | 0.661 | 0. 099 | 0. 013 | 0. 124 | 0. 425
Under 1,000, _ . _ _____._. .| 20491 1. 255 1,090 | 087 | 052! .026) .238| .005| _005 |0 L2230 037 .005 ] .Q11 . 170
1,000-1,999_ e _ 27091 1.536 | 1.464 | .058 | .00l | .013! .3683| _010| .004 | .015| .382 ) .0541 .0051! .094 . 229
2,000-2,099_ ____________ __. 3.503 ] 2162 | 2, 078 , (164 . 004 . 016 . 204 L0171 0 L0L9 . 529 . 083 . 009 . 084 . 373
3,000-3,99%_  ________ ... .4 157t 2. 8182431 | .052| .000 | .026 .258 | Q14| o001 | .019 | .782 | .104 [ .009 | 142 . 627
4000-4,999_ ____ _ . ___ . __ | 4083 | 2497 | 2.417 | .080 | O .020] .18 | .00 0 LO10 | 785 .141 ] 015 | . 176 . 453
5,000-7,499_ _______. . ... 410312449 | 2.882 | .031| .013 | .023f 160 _o01| 002! _008{ _859 | .1804¢ .012! _148 . 519
7,500 and over _.______.___._. 5114 | 22987 | 2.850 | .067 | .018 | ,052| ,136| .007 | O 006 01,223 1 (165 | . 049 | . 277 . 732
Not classified__ ___ ee_ . _.| 3.80111.947 1 1.883 ) .048} .00l .015! .140% .011, o001 .021 | .e669 ) .105) .026 | 111 . 427

- Percentage of households using
All incomes__ __ ___ e 99, 7 @ 95.0 | 154 1.2 37| 510 3.0 04 42| 646 13.4 2.4 211 49.3
Teder 1,000 .. .. ... _. ___| 100.0 (* 84,9 ] 24.5 1.9 1.6 | 50.9 1.9 1.9 ¢ 37.7 7.5 1.9 3.8 24. 5
1,000-1,999_ _____________. _ 1 9%.0 (2 86.3 ] 18.1 1.0 2.5 | 64,2 2.9 1.0 291 46.1 6.9 1.5 14.7 38.3
2000-2999_ . __ . _.________ 99. 5 (%} 94.9 ] 17.8 1.0 39| 585 4.1 0 51| 57.6 88 L7] 161 14. 9
3,000-3,990__ . __ _________. 100. 0 (2 97.2 | 14.0 1.4 4.3 527 3.1 .6 4,01 721 13. 4 2.0 23.6 57.9
4,000-4,909_ _____.__._______. 100. 0 ) 08.8] 13.2 0 3.6 | 43.7 2.4 0 48 737 | 192 3.6 | 257 52.7
5,000-7,499______ __ R e T X 1 Q)] 99, 4 9.1 1.9 45| 39.0 .6 .6 6.5 76.6 ] 227 3.2 26.6 59. 1
7,500 and over________________ 100. ¢ ) 97.2| 194 2.8 6.9} 284 2.8 0 28| 889 | 26 .4 4,2 417 66. 7
Not classified_____.__.._..____ 100. 0 Q] 95. 9| 122 i 20| 401 3.4 .7 3.4 67.3| 14.3 41| 231 49.7




CC—OF0R0E

0

Milk, cream, ice cream, cheese - Continued

Fats, olls

Table fat

Cheese Shortening
Income (dollars) - e i e | Total | gatan Mayon-
(eolatmns cooking naise, Salad
Total 23, 26, Tolal Total oils french dressing

{eolumng Cellage | American Other * 23-31) {ealuruns Butter | Margarine | (columns Lird Other dressing

19-21} 24, 25) 27, 24)
(17) {18) (19} (20) (21) @ (€23 (24) (28 (26) zn (28) (29 (30) (31

Quantity per houschold {pounds}

Allincomes_ .. ____.___ (. 970 0. 340 { 0. 184 0. 116 2. 987 1. 360 0. 759 0. 601 0. 867 ! 0. 383 0, 484 0 205 0. 295 0, 260
Under 1,000_.._____.__ . 871 . 168 \ . 287 . 116 2,395 . 987 . a1 . 646 . 980 5‘ L7112 L 277 . 124 160 . 154
1,000--1,999 _  ______ L 716 L1931 430 003 2. 865 1. U87 . 525 . 562 1. 092 . 660 . 432 . 152 272 . 261
2,000-2,999____ . 868 L 273 . 471 . 124 2. 975 1. 327 . 733 . bO4 L8910 . 432 . 478 . 220 V277 . 241
3,000-3,999____ 1. 029 . 328 . 563 . 138 3. 306 1. 554 . 812 . 742 913 | . 369 . 044 . 200 . 323 . 316
4,000-4,999____ ] Y144 . 467 . 521 . 156 3. 015 1. 461 743 . 668 L 725 . 192 . 533 . 220 . 349 . 260
5,000-7,499_ . ______. 1. 251 . 570 . 464 . 217 2. 821 1. 398 . 939 . 459 . 605 174 . 431 . 270 . 311 . 238
7,600 and over_________ 1. 302 . 484 . 619 . 199 3. 296 1. 774 1, 305 . 469 . 697 . 183 . 814 . 246 . 243 . 335
Not classified_ . ____ . 942 . 361 . 387 . 194 2. 636 1. 156 . 647 . 459 L T97 . 308 . 489 . 175 . 299 . 200

|
Expense per household {dollars)
e - : - —_ e

All ineomes_ - _________ 0, 526 0. 087 0312 0127 1. 70 (. 938 | 0. 676 0. 262 0. 315 ! 0. 117 0. 198 0. 108 0. 139 0. 070
Under LOOO___________ . 323 . 042 . 198 L U83 1. 056 . 571 ‘ . 206 . 278 . 3827 . 215 112 . 045 . 080 . 033
1,000-1,999___________ . 399 . 049 . 275 75 1. 367 . 707 . 460 ., 347 L 377 . 204 . 173 . D83 . 128 . 072
2,000-2,99%___________. . 482 . 63 . 304 110 1. 530 . 904 . 616 . 258 . 328 . 130 . 198 . 103 . 130 . 065
3,000-3999________.___. . 564 . 086 . 369 119 1,718 | 1,047 . 722 . 3256 . 336 . L13 . 223 . 100 L 152 ., 083
4,000-4,999 __________ . 593 J1i8 0 L334 . 141 1. 635 | . 992 . 703 . 284 L 274 . 060 . 214 . 124 . 164 071
B,000-7,499_ __ __ _ ___ . 624 . 144 . 297 . 183 1699 + 1.038 . 838 . 200 , 222 ., 050 . 172 . 132 . 145 L 062
7,500 and over. .. ... __ . 753 . 125 . 433 . 195 2,017 | 1. 383 1. 174 . 209 . 276 . (059 . 217 . 150 . 118 . 090
Not elagsified_________._ 512 . 099 . 244 . 169 1. 475 | . 842 . 641 . 201 . 209 L 094 . 206 . 135 . 140 . 059

Pereentage of households using
All incomes______ .. __ .__ 79. 3 27. 7 H2. 5 2(; B8 ® 97. 2 ‘ G6. 1 51 3 814 27. 5 64. 4 27. 0 50. 1 30. 3
— : I r
Under 1000 __________ 54,7 17. 0 43, 4 13. 2 *) i 84. 9 41. 5 52. 8 75. 5 34. 0 60. 4 13.2 43. 4 17. 0
1,000-1999_ ___________ 67.2 17. 6 56, 4 16, 2 ) 93. 6 56. 4 53. 4 82.8 37. 3 59. 3 20. 1 45. 1 28 4
2,000-2,999_ . __________ 77.6 24,1 62.0 22,4 ] 97. 6 63. 7 51. 0 84. 6 34.6 63. 7 24. 4 47. 3 29. 3
3,000-3,999_ _________ 82. 6 27. 4 65.0 27.1 ) 99. 4 67. 2 57. 8 83. 5 26. 8 65, 8 29. 3 49. 6 35.0
4,000-4,999___ _____ ... 87. 4 34.1 67.1 30. 5 *) g8. 2 69. 5 50. 3 7R8. 4 17. 4 67. 7 30. 5 54,5 33.5
5000-7,499______._ . .__ 87.7 41. 6 67. 5 39. 6 () us. 7 80. 5 42, 9 773 15. 6 69, & 356.1 62 3 24. 7
7,500 and over_.__ . ___ 93. 1 a7. 5 73. 6 44, 4 () 98. 6 81. 9 41. 7 75.0 19. 4 65, 3 36. 1 50,0 38. 9
Not elassified_ . 76.9 27. 9 7.8 32.7 (%) 97. 3 65. 3 47. 6 78. 2 22. 4 61. 9 25.9 51.0 27. 2

2 Not available.

1 See Glossary, Milk equivalent.

3 Tneludes Swiss, blew, and cream cheese, grated cheese, cheese spreads.



TABLE 34,—PURCHASED FLOUR, MEAL, CEREALS, PASTES: Quantity and expense for foods used at home in a week and percentage of households
using, by income

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-Tune) 1948}

Flour Cornmeal
‘Total -
&%ﬁ: Whita, plain White Yellow
Income (dollars) (!el'ealév Tatal White Whole | Prepared Total
(0%la|.slm.ns (columns Totsl sell- whesat, flour (columns Whol
310,10 | +79 (coézxg]ms Enriched |Unenricheq| #inf other { mix Li-14) goﬂg Degermed gmuons Degermed
1 @) 6} 4) & (&) {f 8 )] )} {11) {12) (13 (14)
Quantity per household (pounds)

All incomes. . ___ . ______________. 4, 559 2. 350 1.718 1.613 0. 105 0. 305 0,011 0,316 0. 482 0. 307 0. 133 0. 025 0, 017
Under 1,060_____._ .. _._._..___.| b5 668 2. 968 1. 783 1. 777 . 006 1. 057 0 . 128 1. 372 1. 046 . 326 0 0
1,000-1,999 ______ ___ .. _._.__ 6. 013 3. 076 2. 336 2. 089 247 . 480 {%) . 260 . 984 . 685 . 206 . 052 . 041
2000-2999_______________. .| 4. 830 2491 1. 806 1. 717 . 0BG . 350 . 021 . 314 . 482 . 317 . 132 . 029 . 004
3,000-3,999________________ _. | 4590 ) 2546 | 1,902 1.839 063 . 281 . 008 . 355 . 834 . 154 . 146 . 015 . 019
4000-4,999 _____ . ____________. 4.073 | 2.051 | 1.602 ] 1.425 L177 . 132 .02 . 305 .31 153 . 099 . 047 .012
5,000-7,499_ ___ _______________. 3. 291 1. 544 1. 149 1120 . 029 121 , 001 , 273 . 267 178 . 056 .00 . 023
7,800 and over_ . ______________. 3. 699 1. 828 1. 321 1. 246 . 075 014 . 040 ., 463 , 275 205 . 063 L 007 0
Not elassified _ ________2_27007 3.595 | 1.688 | 1.074 . 970 . 104 . 255 . 003 . 359 . 343 216 . 089 . 007 .03t

Expense per househeld {dollars)

Al ineomes_. . _____.._.________ A 0. 688 0. 265 0. 163 0. 150 0.013 0. 630 0. 002 0. 070 0. 046 0. 027 0.013 0. 0603 0. 003
Under 1,000_____ . . __ . . __.____ . 690 . 204 . 169 168 . 001 . 101 0 . 024 L 117 088 . 029 0 0
L,000-1,999 ___ ... ___ . 809 . 314 . 212 . 193 019 . D48 ® . D54 . {196 062 . 020 . 007 . 007
2000-29099____________________ . 721 . 275 L 172 159 . 013 . 035 . 002 . 066 . 045 028 . 014 . 003 ®
3,000-3999 __________________. . 707 . 283 . 179 171 . 008 025 . 002 077 . 032 014 L 013 . 002 . 003
40004999, . _ . ____ ____._ . 642 . 235 . 150 . 132 . 018 . 014 . 001 . 070 . 030 015 . 010 . 004 . 001
5,000-7,490__________ e . 542 . 184 . 109 , 103 . 006 . 012 @ . 063 . 026 0L7 . 005 .ol . 003
7,500 and over. . ... _ . _____. . 640 . 255 . 136 . 120 . 016 . 001 . 003 115 . 023 . 016 . 006 . 001 0
Not classified .. . __. e . . 601 . 224 . 105 . 083 . 012 . 032 . 001 . 08B . 036 . 021 . 009 . 001 . D05

Percentage of households using

All ineomes_________________ . __._. ® *) Q] 72.0 7.4 ) ) 27. 6 20, 8 10. 1 ® 3.0 ®
Under 1,000_________.__________ ® () Q) 62.3 1.9 @) 0 15.1] 2838 18.9 (® 0 0
1,000-1,999_______._____._.. — * ) Q] 71.1 4.4 *) ) 22 5 30. 9 16, 7 ® 4.4 *
2,000-2,999___ ... . .. ® ® ®) 73.2 83 {3) ® 26. 1 22.9 10. 7 %) 4.1 ®
3,000-3,999___ ___________.._____ * () ® 78.3 7.4 *) ) 30.5 16, 2 6.6 (®) 2.3 Q)
40004000 ___________._______ % *) ® 72.5 7.8 ) ) 29,9 18. 6 9.0 *® . 3.6 (3)
5000-7,499_ ____________.. __ — Q] () *) 714 7.8 3} %) 25. 3 15. 6 6. 5 ) 1.9 ®
7,500 and over__ .. ... . . ®) (@) ® 65. 3 9.7 ) Q)] 33.3 18. 1 11.1 (%) 2.8 0
Not classified - . .1 . - ® ) (®) 61. 9 9.5 ) & 33.3 18. 4 9.5 ) 1.4 ®

See footnotes at end of table.




Cereals, pastes

Paste i,
Income (doliars) Totat Tncooked eercals Ready-to-cat cerenls sp}:;h:t?il,l?x%‘cl:ls)
{[dx?welgl}t;) R — L o
comns I Total Rolied Tatal
25, 26, 27) (oul?zmns Qrits Hominy Rice og.té.‘ Other + (cnllfmns Cornflalkes Other Iny 1:;30“12633
18-22) oatmeal 24, 25)
(1) 08 an (%) (9) 20) 1) (22 (23 {24) (25) 28 @)
Quantity per houschold (pounds)

All incomes__. _. ___. - o 1. 728 0. 815 0. 078 0. 063 0. 324 0. 217 0. 143 0. 465 (. 143 0, 322 0. 477 0. 012
Under 1,000, __ . . ___________ ... 1. 329 . 840 . 205 . 0u2 . 270 . 195 . 078 . 260 47 . 113 . 257 . 047
LO0O-1,999_ . L 1. 953 1. 182 180 . 054 . 592 L2521 - 104 . 352 . 149 . 203 . 452 . 011
2,000-2,999__ ... 1. 857 . 851 072 077 . 336 . 231 . 135 . 498 . 165 . 333 . B4l . 021
3000—3‘)99 VP B PR . . 739 . 048 , 064 . 238 . 238 L1561 . 534 . 160 . 374 . 485 . 012
4000—4999 el e R s [ L7138 . 032 055 . 224 . 220 . 182 . 474 . 130 . 344 . 562 . 006
5,000-7499_____ __ . ___ . L 1.484 . 673 . 087 0 . 250 . 200 . 156 . 433 . 003 . 340 . 378 0
7,500 and over_ ... T ¢ 1. 596 . 656 . 078 0 . 2681 113 . 208 . 490 145 . 345 . 450 0
Not elassified__ . . __________ ... _. 1. 564 . 723 042 . 026 . 361 . 158 . 136 . 454 . 103 L33 . 408 0

f
Ezxpense per household (dollars)

All ineomes_ - ... ... 0877 0. 144 0. 011 0. 005 0. 064 0. 031 0, 033 0. 136 0. 035 0. 101 0. 095 0. 002
Under 1,000__ _. . . ... . ____.__ . 279 . 150 . 031 . 009 . 083 . 028 . 019 . 070 . 032 . 038 . 051 . 008
1,000-1,999%_ _____. e i - . 399 . 205 . 023 004 L1168 . 036 . 026 . 102 . 087 . 065 . 090 L 002
2,000-2,000_______ e . 401 . 149 . 010 . 007 . 068 . 033 .03 . 145 .04l . 104 . 104 . 003
3.000-3999_ . __ ___ ___ . .. . 392 . 130 . 007 . 006 . 050 . 034 . 033 . 163 . 040 . 123 . 097 . 002
4,000-4999___.__ . .. L ... __ . 377 . 129 . 005 . 006 044 . 031 . 043 . 138 .33 . 105 109 . 001
6,000-7,499_ . _____.__._ e o . 332 L 121 .10 0 . 049 . 027 . 035 . 131 . 022 . 109 . 080 0
7.500and over_ .. _________. L. . 362 . 129 L 010 0 . 055 . 015 . 0419 . 140 .36 . 104 . 093 0
Not clasgified. .. _____ ___ ___ I . 341 . 130 007 . (02 . 068 . 023 . 030 . 132 . 025 (g . 079 0

Percentage of households using

Al iNCOMES. oo I %) ) 60) 28! staf 27| 22| ® 2.6 49.0] 444 0.6
Under 1,000_______. SN B! @ 1.3 57| 264F 24! 189 @ 20.8 | 30.2] 358 1.9
1,000-1 999 ............................ N (%) ® 10. 3 2.9 39.7 27. 0 20. 6 (%) 26, 0 33.8 3402 1.0
2, 000—2 999___._ e, ) ® 6. I 3.7 32 2 3.7 24, 1 %) 27. 8 449 0 48. 0 .7
3 000—3 QBo___ L. * (® 1.3 3.7 31,3 30. 8 30. 5 ) 28. 2 a6 4 44 2 LG
4, 000—4 999 . (%} ® 4.2 36 26, 9 33. 5 33. 5 &) 28.1 47. 3 52. 7 .6
5, 1000 7 499 Ll ) ® 32 0 30. 5 27.8 28. 6 ] 23. 4 52.6 39, 6 0
7 500 and over. _________________ oo * 6] 83 0 37.5 25. 0 31. 9 (%) 33. 3 58. 3 45. 8 0
Not classified. _____ R e 3 Q)] 4.8 L7 27.9 27.2 28. 6 & 20. 1 53.1 40. 1 0

1 Includes buckwheat, rye, potato, and soya ﬂour

* (0.0005 or less.

3 Not available, .
% Includes wheat cereal produets, popeorn, cornstarch, tapioca.



& TaBLE 35.—PURCHASED BAKERY PRODUCTS: Quaniily and expense for foods used at home in a week and percentage of households using, by income

[Urban housckeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948)

Bread Other baked poods
Total . . —
bggei:{s Whit
1 (il produ Total e Total Rolis,
noome (dollars) (cogu;nns (oolgtmns S e 2;?:;: Other!? (w]gtgns bisguiis. Crackers Cake Tia Other ?
' &7 Enriched |Unenriched §-13) muffins
14} {2 & 61 (5} 6} {0 {8} (9 {10y (i1} an (13)
Quantity per household (pounds)

Allineores. __________ . ___________ . ... __ 8. 202 6. 139 4. 686 0.214 0. 556 0. 683 2. 063 . 274 0. 402 {472 . 144 0. 766
Under 2,000_ . ___ ____. .__._ _ _.___.| s502]| 42| 3 150 . 208 . 59O .274 | 1,273 . 162 . 285 .321 - 108 . 402
LOOO-1,999 . _____ . . ___ 7.334 5. 553 4. 582 . 151 . 363 . 457 1. 781 . 260 . 3567 . 501 . 145 . 518
2,000-2,999_____._ ____ . _____ _.____.. | & 205 6. 191 4, 849 . 184 . 463 . 645 2. 014 . 220 . 430 . 425 . 163 . 776
3,000-3,899_ . ___ ___ . ___ . _____._..___. | 9. 520 7. 242 5. 478 . 285 . 742 L I67 2. 278 . 307 . 421 . 550 . 150 . B850
4,000-4,999_______ ____ _____. o ___ & 868 8, 620 5. 108 . 274 . 626 . 612 2, 248 . 209 . 417 . 513 L 112 . 907
6,000-7,409___ __________ ______._______ 7. 767 5. 523 3. 930 . 201 . 756 . 636 2. 244 . 258 . 405 . 411 . 233 . 937
T.800and over_ . __ . __________.. ______ 8. 483 6. 003 4, 494 . 020 , 628 . 861 2. 480 . 453 . 461 . 634 117 . 815
Notelassified . ___ . __ . ________ ______ 6. 786 5. 032 3. 450 . 325 . 801 . 956 1. 754 . 302 . 334 . 368 . 098 . 652

Expense per household (dollars}

Allincomes_ ______ . ____.._________._.____| 1 704 0. 932 (O 689 0. 038 0. 080 {. 115 0.772 0. 080 0. 109 . 215 0. 055 0. 313
Under 1000._. . ___ _ ___ . _________. .1 1091 . 608 . 434 . D37 . 092 . D46 . 482 . 046 . 077 . 144 . 033 . 180
1,000-1.899___________ . ___________ .. _._ 1. 429 . 819 . B57 . 028 . 054 . 075 . Bi0 . 085 . 098 . 189 . 056 . 202
2000-2999 _ . ___________._______ 1. 674 . B37 . 718 . 032 L0738 . 114 . T37 . 085 117 . 197 . 059 . 299
3,000-3,99%__ __ . ____ __ ... __. | L 346 1. 100 . 807 L D45 . 123 . 125 . 846 . 088 L 114 . 244 . 055 . 345
4,000-4,999_________ . ___________.. _____ 1. 868 1. 06 . 742 . 059 . 099 . 106 . B2 . 093 111 . 255 . 032 371
500074099 _____________ L. ________ 1. 715 . 844 . 579 . 030 . 123 112 . 871 077 . 107 . 194 . (82 .41
7,600 and over___ ______ . ______.__...__ 1. 990 . 956 . 603 . 004 . 103 . 156 1. 034 . 153 . 125 . 335 . 052 . 369
Not elassified__ .. . ________ . __________ 1. 476 Wit il . 621 . 058 . 049 162 | L6861 . 03D . 092 L1797 . 047 . 280

|
Percentage of households using

Allineomes._ . __ . _. .. _____ . ._.____._. __._ *} 47. 6 86, 5 3.4 22, 1 28. 8 84. 7 23. 6 49, 2 32.8 3.8 57. 6
Under 100G, __ ... _.___ _.._____._.___ [E] 94. 3 81.1 1.9 22,6 13. 2 64. 2 13. 2 30. 8 20. 8 7.5 34. 0
1,000-1999_ .. _______. _._ ) 94. 6 85 8 2, 5 17. 2 17. 2 74. 5 18. & 41. 7 32. 8 10. 8 43. 8
2,000-29092___ . _______ ____._. _ 53} G8. 0 880 3.2 19, 8 278 Bd. 1 18. 5 48. 8 30. 2 10, 2 57. 8
3,000-3,99% ____ ____ .. . _____ .. PO ® 98. ¢ 86. 6 2,6 25. 6 30.8 88 ¢ 24 5 51. 6 370 10. 8 61. 8
4000-4,999__________. . _____________ . 3) 9. 4 85, & 6.0 23. 4 32.3 87. 4 29, 3 50. 9 34. 1 6. & 64. 1
5,000-7,499. . _________ ____. _ el %) 98.1 87. 7 32 27. 4 27. 4 89, 6 27. 9 51. 3 33.1 13. 0 67. 5
7,500 and over_______ el . *} 07, 2 87. 5 1. 4 2G. 2 41, 7 80. 3 40. 3 54, 2 40. 3 83 TEI1L I
Not elassified . _____ . _____..._ . _____ * 48. 0 84. 4 6.1 15,6 36. 7 84,1 27.2 81,7 28. 6 8 8 55. 8

F

1 Ingludes cracked whezﬁ;, raisin, and TYye bread. * Not available,
* Ineludes cookies, doughnuts, sweet rolls, buns, sweet crackers,
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TasLE 36.—PURCHASED EGGS; MEAT, POULTRY, FISH: Quantity and ezpense for foods used at home in ¢ Week and perventage of hotseholds

using,

by tncome

[Urban housekeeping farmilies of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948]

Inecome (doflars)

{13

All incomes

Under 1,000______.________.. ____
1,000~1,599
2,000-2,5999

All incomes

Under 1,000_._____________.___.
1,000-1,999
2,000-2,969
3.000-3,959
4,00{}—4,999

1,000-~1 999
2 0(}0—2 999
3,000—3,999
4,000-4,999
5,000-7,439
7.500 and over
Not classified

Meat, poultry, fish

All meats Bef-af
Eggs otal Uacooked All cuts Steak - _
{colnmng Total
4, B5, 61} 5(_(;01122!;83 Cookeeg, Total (eol- Uneooked Total
zs.%ra. 49) | With bomo | WithomL | SFEST |} mos 811 ) Canned, | (oimns | Round | Othar
1932 | With bone | ithout 13,14)
{2) {3} [£3] £5) {6 ¥} 3} 3] {13 (i1} {12) {14} (14)

) o Quantity per household B N
Dozena Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Potinds Pounds Pounds Paunds Potinds Pounde Pounde
1,785 | 10. 485 8 142 3.475 3. 535 1. 132 3. 204 1. 378 1. 818 0. 008 1. 018 Q. 527 0. 491
I. 267 7. 531 5. 439 i.821 2. 047 . 571 1. 785 .0 . 808 L Q07 . 590 288 . 302
1. 440 8 705 6, 659 2, 694 3. 170 . 795 2, 365 . 933 1. 428 . 004 . 533 . 353 180
1. 681 9. 859 7. 781 3. 320 3. 254 1. 207 2. 874 1. 220 1. 649 . 005 . 810 . 437 . 373
1,863 | 11.449 g. 105 3. 857 3. 848 1, 400 3. 6249 1. 510 2112 . 007 1. 118 . 585 . B53
1.973 { 11. 384 8. 877 3. 883 3. 934 1. 060 3. 796 1. 618 2. 170 . 010 1. 165 844 519
1. 857 | 11, 34D 8. 677 3. 882 3. 817 1. 178 3. 574 1. 72 1. 890 . 012 1 411 . B85 725
2. 327 | 13.876 | 10. 186 4, 453 4. 468 1.265 | 4. 538 2. 201 2, 319 . 015 1. 234 867 1, 087
1,727 9. 802 7. 450 3. 278 3. 208 . 916 3. 068 1. 287 1. 789 012 1, 162 548 814

Expense per household (dolisrs)

1. 029 6. 854 5. 491 2. 327 2, 403 0. 761 2. 268 0. 954 1. 305 0. 007 0. 850 0. 429 0. 421
600 | 4.210 | 3.066| 1132 | 1538 | 805 | Lo9l| .s70| 505 016 448 231 . 217
. 830 5. 300 4, 221 1701 2,012 . 508 1. 606 . 815 . 888 . 003 448 267 . 151

. 857 6.304 | 5 128] 2. 214 2. 131 . 783 1. 975 . 851 1,121 003 55 355 . 300

1134 7. 361 6. 046 2, 521 2. 603 . 922 2, 499 1. 017 1,475 L 007 900 444 . 456

1. 109 7.633 6. 119 2, 819 2, 751 749 2. 672 1,084 1. 578 10 . 957 531 . 466

1. 065 7. 790 6. 132 2, 659 2. 640 . 824 2. 595 1. 169 1. 415 011 1. 165 . 53g . 626

1. 437 | 10, 208 7. 728 3. 382 3. 4460 . 84T 3. 710 1. 783 1. 917 G10 1. 789 735 1, b4

1. 048 6. 788 | 5. 344 2. 284 2. 409 . 651 2. 347 . 524 1. 411 012 1. 0615 470 . 546

o Percentage of households using _

817 ® * & o * 88.2 G O] & * 29.9 26. 1
83.0 (3 o % * ) 66. 0 3} ] 1] ) 20. 8 13.2
85 3 ) Q] 3 * * 77. 5 {5 ® ) (% 21. 6 12, 3
83. 3 ) ) (2 (% {2) 88.5 ) 2} (* (% 27. 8 23. 2
93.7 () ® {%} Q] (1) 93.2 (%) {3} * ) 29, & 28. 5
84. 0 (3} (3 3 (*) % 92. 8 Q] @ 23 ] 34.7 27. 5
96. 1 () ) {2) (2 ) 89.0 (3) * (2 () 37.0 35.1
97.2 %) (%} () {3 {® 94 4 {2) ) () (") 41.7 43.1
05. 2 ® G} (2 0] Q] 89.1 ) i} O] O] 2.7 33.3

See footnotes at end of table,



TABLE 36.—PURCHASED EGGS; MEAT, POULTRY, FI8H: Quantity and expense for foods used at home in a week and percentage of houscholds
using, by income—Continued

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persone in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948]

Meat, poultry, ish—Continued
Beef—Contlnued Veal
Income {dollars)
Boast Bolling Total

' hd Cutlets Btewlng
stewing, Oorned beef | Chipped beef |  Ground 1 Rosst J '

T"“;‘—.-f"i’%‘?m Rib Other J“P o ppec e o . (0204‘[12%“5 e chops other

(15 {16} (an (18) (19) 20 - (21} (22) (23) (24} (25) (26)

Quantity per household (pounds) ) - ’

All ineomes__._ ... ___.__. 0. 587 0. 182 0. 805 0. 347 0. 088 0, 019 0. 745 0. 373 0. 139 0. 199 0. 035
Under 1,000 ... .318 0 . 318 497 . 066 . 012 302 | .28 075 | 112 . 061
1,000-1,999_______________ . 748 . 1563 . 595 . 288 .93 . 020 . 683 . 308 . 137 . 159 .02
2000-2999. ___ ___________ . 863 . 145 .718 . 262 . 088 . 013 . 838 . 328 . 109 .185 . 034
3,000-3,990_ ______________ 1, 104 . 209 . 895 . 447 . 081 . 025 . 854 , 450 . 173 . 231 . 046
4,000-4999_____________.. 1. 381 . 158 1. 223 . 376 . 094 . 022 . 758 . 209 . 113 . 150 . 036
5000-7,499_ ______________ 1. 061 . 215 . 846 . 439 . 067 . 006 . 590 . 506 . 129 . 318 . 059
7,500 and over_ _..____.__.. 1. 491 . 436 1. 055 . 208 . 270 , 031 , 601 . 308 . 160 . 148 0
Not elasgified _ _ __ . [, . 850 . 194 . 656 . 320 . 034 . 020 , 682 . 432 . 190 . 220 . 022

Expense per household (dollars)

All inEOmMEB_ _ v o o maee e 0. 700 0. 128 0. b72 0. 193 0. 064 0, 023 0. 436 0. 266 0. 083 0. 163 0. 020
Under 1,000 ____ . ___..._ . 216 0 . 216 . 213 . 046 . 011 . 157 . 167 . 045 . 083 . 039
1,000-1,900_ __ ________.._ . 522 . 096 . 426 . 143 . 069 . 030 . 394 , 222 . 085 . 130 . 007
2,000-2,990_. . _ . e . 601 , 101 . 500 . 156 . 060 . 015 . 488 . 235 . 068 . 148 . 019
3,000-3,000. ____._ __.____ . 760 . 138 . 622 . 248 . 054 . 028 . 509 . 301 . 098 . 180 . 023
4,000-4,999.___ ___ ______ . 967 L 128 . 839 . 198 . 0569 . 024 . 427 . 205 . 062 . 120 . 023
5,000-7,499.__ _____ S L9779 . 153 . 628 . 256 , 049 . 005 . 341 , 307 . 082 . 278 , 037
7,500 and over_ _ . ____ 1. 171 . 332 . 839 . 107 217 . 044 . 382 . 214 . 090 . 124 0
NLot elagsified _ _ __.__.______ . 641 . 146 . 495 . 200 . 039 . 031 . 420 . 326 117 . 196 .013

Pereentage of households using

All incomes._ .. ____._____. ® 5.4 24. 9 19. 6 6.2 5.4 47.9 20.0 4.7 13.9 2.8
Under 1,000 - - ... @) 0 13.2 245 1.9 3.8 20. 8 17. 0 3.8 9.4 3.8
1,000-1,999_____ _ . 1. o) 4.9 20. 1 17. 6 4.9 4.9 43.1 16. 7 2.9 12.3 L5
2/000-2,909_ ____ ___ - ® 4.9 23. 2 17.3 6. 1 3.2 53.9 18.3 3.9 13.2 3.2
3.000-3,999 ____ _1_. " T 0! 8.0 27. 6 23. 9 7.1 7.1 53.3 22. 5 6.0 15. 4 2.8
4,000-4,999_ ____ ... __ () 5. 4 34. 7 20. 4 7.2 7.8 49.7 18. 6 4.8 10. 8 3.6
5000-7,400 __________.___ () 5.8 27.3 20.1 7.1 2,6 41.6 27.9 5.8 20. 8 4.5
7,600 and over. . ________. ) 9.7 26. 4 11.1 9.7 83 41.7 12. 5 4.2 8 3 O
Not classified . ___________ () 5. 4 10.7 19.0 3.4 7.5 42.9 21.8 6.1 15.0 2.0

Hee footnotes at end of table.



Moeat, poultry, fish—Continned
Lamhb Tork
Ingome (dallars) Al pork Fresh
Total o " 1
Chops, Stewing, Uncooked ‘
({.'206!_131'111)115 cuﬁgfs Roast ogle?.g (&%ﬁ;s L nco_oi Canned, Total .
29-35 or . cooked {eolumns Chops Ham Loin roast | Bausage Otber
3,43) | With bone | Vyithout 3413
(27 (28} (29 (30) (31 (32 (33) (34) (35) (36) (37) (38} (38) (40) (41}
Quaniity per household (pounds)

All ineomes_ .o ___ (. 387 0. 142 0, 192 0. 053 2. 015 1. 448 1. 251 0.216 1. 381 0. 486 0. 123 0. 285 0, 252 0. 235
Under 1,000__________. . 167 ., 063 . 085 , 019 2.321 L7001 1. 515 . 1056 . 943 . 210 0 . 198 . 422 . 113
1,000-1,999____________ , 314 . 083 . 184 . 047 2. 680 1. 215 1. 353 112 1. 271 . 502 L0709 . 206 . 226 . 258
2,000-2,909_ . ___._ _____ . 329 112 . 148 . 069 2. 063 1. 536 1. 228 . 199 1. 486 . 664 . 103 . 208 . 276 . 285
3,000-3,999__ __._ ___._ . 370 124 . 222 . 024 3. 154 1. 620 1. 294 . 231 1. 505 . 541 . 166 . 316 . 261 . 221
4,000-4,999_ .. _______ . 400 . 170 . 174 051 3.120 1. 689 1. 233 . 198 1. 360 . 472 . 120 ., 363 . 185 . 220
5000-7,499__ ______.___ . 396 . 169 . 169 . 058 2,019 1. 465 1. 141 . 313 1. 365 . 392 . 124 . 361 . 256 . 232
7,500 and over_______._ . 825 . 395 . 341 . 089 3.379 1. 214 1. 529 . 636 1. 234 . 408 . 250 . 108 . 326 . 142
Not elassified __._.___._ . 533 . 200 . 251 L082 | 2201 1. 191 L9711 . 129 1,224 . 367 . 122 . 345 . 182 . 208

Expense per houschold (dollars)

All ineomes oo oo ._. 0. 277 0. 122 0. 131 0. 024 1. 903 0.912 0. 799 0. 192 0. 862 0. 339 0. 086 Q. 172 0. 142 0. 123
Uuder 1,000 ... 101 | .046 | 044 o011 | 1.805| .304( .797( .ni4| .51L] .141] o 113 | . 205 . 052
1,000-1,99%_ _________._ . 189 ., 066 L1004 L 023 1,619 . 743 L7750 . 101 . 754 . 342 L0563 . 122 , 119 . 118
2,000-209%____________ . 222 . 087 . 102 . 033 1, 9406 . 971 . 76Y . 166 926 . 393 . 068 . 159 . 153 . 153
3,000-3,900. ___________ . 263 . 102 . 151 L010 | 2059 1. 0t4 . B34 . 191 . 957 . 372 . 120 . 189 . 155 121
4000-4099_ __ __ ______ . 312 . 158 . 136 . 018 2.126 1. 098 . 827 . 201 . 860 . 344 . 084 . 200 . 108 . 124
5,000-7,499_ . . __ | . 303 . 155 L 121 .027 | 2.004 . 918 . 789 . 297 . 860 . 285 079 . 226 . 137 . 133
7;500 and over.__._.__. . 640 . 372 , 229 . 039 2. 439 . 814 1. 075 . 5530 . B30 . 302 . 183 . 074 . 206 . 065
Not classified_________ . 399 . 179 . 185 . 035 1. 518 , 758 . 629 . 131 . 758 . 247 . 090 L 222 . 109 . Uoa

Percentage of houscholds using
T o T T T | T i

All incomes - ——oo_....| 155 9.8 1,4 2.9 ) i ) @ ® | ® 31.7 4,6 87 20. 1 10. 8
Under 1,000 _________. 1.3 75| 38| 19| o | @ @ @ @ 15. 1 0 7.5 358 3.8
1,000-1,999____________ 12.3 7. 4 4.4 3.4 D) ( @ 6] ®) 34. 8 4. 4 59 18. 1 13. 2
2,000-2,000 _____ ______ 13. 7 7.6 39 3.7 ® &) (@) (2 () 36. 3 3.4 7.3 20. 5 12,4
3,000-3999__ _ ______ 13.1 8.0 4.3 2.0 ® Q] 0] %“) () 33.9 5.4 8.8 23. 8 10. 5
4,000-4,009__ . ___ 16. 2 10. 8 3.6 2.4 ® 2 @) 2) Q) 29.3 5.4 10. 8 17. 4 12. 0
5,000-7,499 .. ____. 22, 1 14. 3 45 32! @ (z) Q) ) (2 27.9 3.9 1L 7 16. 9 110
7,500 and over_________ 30. 6 22, 2 6. o 28| @ 6] ® {3 S 20. 8 11. 1 4 2 18. 1 4.2
Not classified. ... _.__. 7.7 2.9 5.4 27 ) ® Q! 2 ® 27.2 4.1 12.9 15,0 7.5

See footnotes at end of table.



TABLE 36.—PURCHASED EGGS; MEAT, POULTRY, FISH: Quantity and expense for foods used at home in a week and percentage of households
using, by income—Continued

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948]

Meat, poultry, fish—Continuned
Pork—Continaed Other ment
Income (dollars) Cured Variety meats
- Ham B "1 Total {eol- Rabhit, game Botlg’g“.?'
u%i%) Sﬁ?ﬁéﬂ?" Baocon Salt pork woms . ) Liver Qther & orner
Uncooked Cooked
(42) (43) (44) (45} (46) {47 (48) {49) (50} (51) (62) (53)
Quantity per household {pounds)

All ineomes.____. _ S 1. 534 0. 357 . 206 0. 107 0. 701 0. 163 1. 263 0. 197 0. 097 0. 018 0. 951
Under 1,000__ _ . _________ 1. 378 . 132 |+ . 105 104 . 584 . 453 . 918 . 108 . 302 0 . 508
1,000~-1,999_ __ . ________ 1. 400 . 221 . 109 112 . 634 . 333 . 992 . 218 . 047 . 029 . 698
2,000-2999__.________ - 1. 477 . 334 . 182 125 . 660 .176 1.287 . 170 . 041 . 005 1. 071
3,000-3999___. ___ 1. 649 . 484 .213 . 107 . 699 . 146 1. 502 . 181 . 103 - 008 1. 210
4000-4999_ __ . .__ 1. 760 . 508 . 192 . 185 . 862 . 033 1. 262 . 239 L111 . 033 . 879
5000-7,499_____ . __ 1. 554 . 421 . 307 049 .'713 . 064 1. 282 . 245 L 122 . 058 . 847
7,600 and over____________ 2. 145 . 254 . 636 145 . 961 . 149 1. 139 . 253 . 251 0 . 635
Not classified . ___________ 1. 067 . 201 . 123 027 . 630 . 086 1. 166 . 191 .11 . 20 . 844

Expense per household {dollars)

All ineomes. _____ . __________ 1. 041 0. 237 0. 186 0. 060 0. 491 0. 067 0. 779 0. 140 0. 044 0. 010 0. 585
Under 1,000______ . _____. , 794 . 073 .114 . 041 . 393 . 173 402 . 056 . 058 0 . 288
1,000-1,999_____ el . 865 . 153 . 101 . 058 , 415 . 138 . 585 . 133 . 022 . 013 . 417
2,000-2990__________.___ _ . 980 . 227 . 154 . 067 . 458 . 074 . 790 112 . 016 . 002 . 660
3,000-3,000_ ______________ 1. 102 . 300 . 182 . 058 . 497 . 065 . 924 126 . 041 : 005 . 752
4,000-4,899_______________ 1. 266 . 359 . 195 . 095 . 601 . 016 . 804 181 . 048 . 023 . b52
5000-7,499_ ____ __. _ | 1, 144 . 267 . 203 . 034 . 528 022 . 833 199 . 082 . 034 . 518
7,500 and over. . ... .. _ 1. 609 . 179 . 550 . 104 725 . 051 . 728 . 188 . 139 o . 399
Not classified .. __. . __ . 760 . 147 . 127 . 022 . 430 . 034 . 754 . 157 . 063 .01 . 523

Percentage of households using

All incomes__.._.__ SR ® 13.2 13.7 53 86, 4 15. 4 @ 19. 4.9 0.5 62. 2
Under 1,000 ___________._ 2y 5.7 7.5 3.8 50.9 32.1 (2 9.4 5.7 o 45, 3
1,000-1,999_________ . ____ ® 8.8 10. 3 5.4 59.3 25.5 (® 18.6 3.0 1.0 52,5
2,000-2,900 . . _ . ) 12. 0 13. 7 61 66, 6 14. 6 o) 17. 8 2, 2 .2 66. 8
3,000-3900_________ _____ ® 17. 4 15.7 5. 4 66, 4 14. 8 ) 17.9 5.1 .3 70. 4
4,000-4999 . () 16.2 15.0 7.8 71.3 6.6 (2) 20, 4 6.6 12 58. 1
5,000-7,490_______ . __.__ Q)] 15. 6 14. 9 3.9 74,0 1.0 ) 25. 8 7.1 .6 60. 4
7,500 and over. __._______ 6] 11. 1 22 2 5.6 77.8 i3. 9 &) 23.6 1.1 0 45 8
Not' eltusified. . __._______ ® 10. 2 88 1.4 61. 9 14. 3 @ 19.7 5.4 .7 63. 9

Bee footnotes at end of table.



Income {dollars)

51

Al incomes_ ____

Under 1,000__.
1,000-1,999

2,000--2,999 __
3,000-3,999_ __
4,000-4,999_ _ _
5,000-7,499 ___
7,500 and over_
Not classified _

All classes

Under 1,000_ .
1,000-1,090 _

2,000-2,999_ __
3,000-3,099_ __
4.000--4,999
5,000-7,494 _ _ _
7,500 and over_
Not classified

All incomes_ . ___

Under 1,600___
1,000-1,999 _ __
2000-2,909_ __
3,000-3,9%9 .
4,000 4,999 _ _

5,000-7,499_
7,500 and aver.
Not classified_

Meat, pouliry, ish—Contined

Poultry Fish and shellfish
All poultry Chicken Fish ‘ Shelish
L R R B N e
Total (col- Cooked Coaked puul::' ur%ssﬁﬁ) Fresh i Smoked, | Tobul (col- Canned,
s 56, | Unecoked ' Tresh d ¥ g ! T i | umns 67~ woked
5!:':101-1"1-15;‘60) nenaRe canned e tanned frozen Halmon Oiher? eured 69 In shell Shelled cuoke
(55) (36) (57) (58) (59) (60} (61) 63 {63} (64} (A5) (G6) (67) (68) (69)
Quantity per household (pounds)
T T S i o — -
1. 435 1. 416 0. 019 ‘ 1. 358 0. 017 0. 060 (. 908 0. 514 0. 133 E 0. 116 0. 025 0. 092 0. 052 0. 030 0. 010
1. 362 1. 354 008 1. 354 . Q08 0 .'730 . 462 . 140 L . 086 .03 . 037 ,019 . 010 . 008
1, 231 1. 216 015 1. 216 . 015 0 . 815 . B85 . 100 . 1m LMY J 012 . 0}0 . 002 0
1, 220 1. 215 014 1. 181 .01t . 037 . 849 . 541 . 138 . 085 025 060 . 039 . 016 . DUs
1. 400 1. 390 010 1. 305 . 00D . 086 L9044 . 538 . 145 1T . 020 124 . 063 . 052 . 009
1. 518 1. 482 036 1. 407 . 036 . 075 . 089 . 548 119 . 150 . 025 147 117 . 00b . 024
1. 608 1. 662 036 1. 625 . 033 . 40 . 065 . 503 . 112 . 125 . 044 181 007 . 062 . 022
2. 673 2. 666 007 2. 527 . 007 139 L 0i7 . 482 , 224 . 136 . 043 132 . 056 . 049 . 027
1432 1. 403 029 1. 274 . 027 131 f . 070 . 613 . 108 L 171 . 020 058 . 007 . 045 . 006
Expense per household (dollars)
0. 856 ’ 0 843 0. 013 0. 806 0. 011 0. 039 0. 507 0. 242 0. 082 0. 109 0. 018 0. 056 0. 024 0. 021 0. 011
. 791 . 778 . 013 . 778 . 013 ] . 353 . 174 . 080 il . 006 . 025 . 008 . 007 . 010
.70 . 689 .012 . 689 . 012 1] . 378 L233 | + . 058 . 069 L0113 . 005 . 003 . 002 0
727 . 720 . 007 691 . 005 . 031 . 449 . 241 . 084 . 073 . 020 . 031 . 018 . 099 . 004
. 817 . 810 . 007 760 . 006 . 051 . 498 . 215 . 093 . 113 . 013 . 064 . 023 031 . 010
. 926 . 405 021 . 858 , 021 047 . 588 . 254 . 076 . 161 . 023 T4 . 041 . D05 . 028
1. 056 | 1,022 034 1, 005 . 031 . 020 . 602 . 253 . 070 , 131 . 033 . 115 . 055 . 036 . 024
1. 637 1. 633 004 1. 532 . 004 . 101 . 840 . 340 . 146 . 153 . 030 171 . 055 . 082 . 034
. 874 . 857 017 . 783 . 013 . 078 . 570 L 277 . 072 [ . 187 . 007 . 047 . 008 . 032 | . 007
S S S DN S S NI R
Percentage of households using
35.2 % * 33. 4 L0 *) 56, 6 28. 0 ) 13. 9 l 21. 4 ’ 2.3 {2} 2.3 I 2 2 1.7
34.0 # (7 32. 1 1.9 0 54,7 24. 5 17. 0 17. 0 1.9 ® 1.9 ! 1.9 1.9
32. 8 ® ® 31. 4 2.0 0 5L0; 299 10. 8 17. 2 .5 (®) La .5 0
32. 9 ® ® 32,2 .5 ® 556. 1 20.5 14, 6 16. 1 2.2 (2) 2.0 1.5 i. 9
31. 6 () ® 30. 2 -3 (% 55.6 25. 6 15, 4 23.1 2.6 ® 2.0 3.4 |9
35.3 (%) ® 32.9 1.2 ® 61.1 28,1 13. 2 27. 5 i.8 Q)] @ 0 .6 3.6
42, 2 Q)] L] 39.0 L9 &) 63. 0 27.9 13.01 240 4.5 ) 5 8 3.9 2.6
58, 3 () () 55. 6 1.4 ® 58. 3 25. 0 20.8 20. 2 5. 6 )] 4.2 2.8 4,2
34.7 Q)] (2 32.0 L7 *) 59. 2 29.3 10. 2 26. 5 1.4 G v 3.4 1. 4

! Includes retail cuts that usually contain no bone and euts (such as roasts)

thal have bone removed before sale.

? Not available,

¥ Includes spareribs, ham hocks, back bones.
$ Includes sausage, Canadian baegon, spareribs.

¢ Includes kidney, heart, tongue, brains, chitterlings. .
® Includes frankfurters, meat spreads, potted meats, spiced ham, Vienna
sausage,
7 Includes sardines, tuna.




TaBLE 37.—PURCHASED BUGAR, SWEETS: Quantily and expense for foods used at home in a week and percentage of households using, by income
{Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United Siates, apring {April-June} 1948)]

Suger Sweats
312‘:}1 Birups
s p

Income {doliara) Tweets
((x;lu‘%zns (a?;?li:zins Whita %ﬁgﬁ’ orcﬂ?:txan}:m Total Molasses I;gi]l]e:, Freserves Candy
' 4,8 2 1118} | inang Clorn Cang Maple,
8-10) other
(1) 2 &3} %) (5 {83 N {8} {8 45431 (11} {12) (13) (14)
Quantity per household (pounds)

All incomes.. - oo oo oo 4 105 2, 859 2. 782 0. 077 1. 247 (. 366 (. 141 0. 049 0. 176 0. 041 0. 376 0. 099 0. 364
Under 1000____________________ 3.196 | 2 269 | 2 239 . 030 . 927 . 413 . 180 . 030 . 203 . 035 .317 L0657 . 105
LO00-1999 _ .. 4. 085 2, 962 2. 938 . 024 1. 123 . 434 . 212 L 094 . 128 . 0873 . 335 . 065 . 210
2000-2999_____ . __ ____._.__.. 4 108 | 2 931 2. 847 . 084 1. 177 . 389 . 187 . 068 . 154 . 033 . 385 . 108 . 291
3,000-8899___ . _ . _.________ 4,793 | 3.354 | 3 257 . 097 1. 439 . 336 . 121 . 047 . 168 . 063 . 424 . 084 . 532
4000-4,999__________ . _._.___ 4, 490 2. 689 2. 607 . 082 1. 401 . 373 . 182 017 . 194 L0333 . 348 . 158 . 4B%
5 000-7,499___ ____ . . _.__. 3.508 | 2403 | 2336 . 067 1. 100 . 292 . 064 L 024 . 204 . 005 . 396 . 102 . 305
e andover ________________ 3. 813 2 443 2, 327 . 116 1. 370 . 353 . D85 . 049 . 219 . 019 . 612 . 065 . 421
Not classified_ . .. _______._____ 3. 587 2. 414 2. 329 . 085 1. 173 . 331 . 090 . 003 . 238 .22 . 340 L 117 . 363

Expense per household (dollars)

All incomes_ .. _ . ._onooo_. 0. 733 0. 273 0. 263 0. 0l 0. 460 0. 075 0. 021 0. 008 0. 046 0. 0086 0. 099 0. 028 0. 252
Under 1,000 ________._ . 435 . 217 . 213 . 004 . 218 . 075 . 021 . 006 . 048 . 005 . 064 . 622 . 052
1000-1,999_ . __ . ______._.. . 607 L 277 . 274 . 003 . 336 . 0B4 . 030 017 . 037 L 011 . 078 .018 . 1338
2,000-2,959 . .. . 653 . 278 . 268 .011 . 374 L 077 . 027 . 011 . 039 . 005 . 092 . 029 . 171
3,000-3,999__________________ . . 901 . 320 . 308 . 012 . 981 . Q72 L 018 . 008 . 046 . 008 . 115 , 024 . 362
4,000-4,099_ .. __.__ , 832 . 269 . 259 . 010 . 563 L 076 . 022 .03 . 051 . 004 . 091 . 043 . 349
5000-7,499__________.___._._.. . 661 . 225 . 214 L8311 . 436 . D65 . 009 . 003 . 0533 . 001 , 114 . 026 . 236
7,600 and over. . L _____..__ . 876 . 235 . 221 . 014 . 841 . 094 . 815 . 004 . 075 . D02 . 147 . 0189 . 379
Not elassified . _____.___._.__. . 716 . 232 . 221 . 011 . 484 . 063 . 015 {2} . D48 . 003 . 088 . 037 . 283

Percentage of households using
) 98 1 98. 0 ] (T {* 13. 7 35 22. 5 5.1 41. 3 11. ¢ 39.9
%) 98 1 98. 1 6] (3} {3 9.4 3.8 161 3.8 30. 2 9 4 18, 9
{*) 97. 5 67. 5 M ) ® 16. 7 5 9 12. 7 49 0. 9 85 27. 5
{% 98 3 G8.3 {3} & ) 17. 6 4.4 20, 2 6.3 40, 2 11.7 36. 8
{3y 99. 4 |* 99. 4 {3} Q] 3} 13. 7 3.7 22 8 7.1 47. 0 10. 0 46, 4
{* 97. 0 47. 0 ) (3} (% 15.0 1.2 261 30 40, 1 12. 0 49, 7
{3} 100. 0 100. 0 N ® {2 6.5 2.6 29, 2 1.8 46. 1 L7 42 2
70800sndover__________._____ &) 95, 8 95. 8 {3 ¢ {3 6 9 28 36. 1 5 6 52. 8 11,1 42,1
Not classified .. ___~ 6] 95.9 85 8 & %) ) 10.9 14 27.9 3.4 39. 5 12.9 42,2
[

! Includes honey, sorghum, chocolate, and frait sirups. 20,0005 or less, ¢ Not available.



TasLE 38 —PURCHASED FRESH FRUITS: Quantity and expense for foods used at home in o week and percentage of households using, by income
{Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948]

I Includes avoecados, cherries, figs, grapes, peaches, plums.

2 Not available,

Fresh fruits
Cltrus Other
Income (dollars) Total
{eolurans § pgey Le Total
4 (eolumns | Grapefruit lgggs' Orunges {columns Apples Bansnas Berries Melons FPears Pineapple ; Rhubarp Oiher !
4-6) 8-15)
(1 2 €)) (4) (8) (% (7) &) @) (10} (11 (12) () (14) (18)
Quantity per household (pounds)

All incomes..._..._______ 11. 750 | 6,830 | 1.550 | 0. 482 I 4, 789 l 4.920 | 1.327 | 1.645) 0.621 | 0. 924 | 0.074] 0.110 | 0.069 0. 150
Under 1,000______._ -] b.837 3. 808 L 121 . 278 2. 499 1. 939 . 483 . 931 . 260 . 132 . 038 0 . 038 . 057
1000-1,999.____ _ ___ | & 505 4. 907 1. 230 . 540 3. 136 3. 598 . 925 1. 330 . 307 . 789 . 0561 . 029 . 020 . 147
2,000-2,999_ . __. . _._ 10. 410 5. 898 1. 195 . 447 4. 256 4. 512 1. 261 1. 324 ., 503 1. 026 . 090 . 062 . 071 . 085
3,000-3,999____________ 12 308 6. 824 1. 364 . 4556 5. 005 5. 4834 1, 459 1. 970 . 675 1. 033 . 047 . 073 . 061 . 167
4,000-4,999____________ 13. 344 7. 597 1. 790 . 450 5 357 5. 747 1. 695 2 139 . 766 . 686 . 088 . 180 . 0563 . 140
5,000-7,499_ _______ . ___ 15. 100 9, 332 2 757 . 501 6. 073 5. 768 1. 636 1. 882 . 732 . 872 . 112 . 188 . 114 . 232
7,600 and over.. . ____.. 18048 | 10. 971 2,227 . 569 8. 175 7. 078 1. 3749 2. 009 1. 320 1. 220 . 093 . 521 . 139 . 397
Not classified. ... _____ 12, 378 7. 653 1, 806 . 611 5, 236 4, 725 1. 292 1. 462 . 614 1. 032 . 080 . 121 . 095 . 129

Expense per household (dollars)
T T — |

All incomes. __ _.____ | 1 283 0. 519 0. 099 % 0. 072 0. 348 0. 734 0. 156 0. 2565 0. 192 0. 061 0. 011 0. 013 0. 007 0. 039
Under 1,000, _________. . 621 . 292 . 070 i . 039 . 183 . 329 . 051 . 148 . 081 . 024 . 004 0 . 003 . 018
1,000-1,999____________ . 847 . 361 L 074 , 073 , 214 . 486 . 100 . 203 . 003 . 044 . 006 004 . 002 . 034
2,000-2,999_____ _ _ __ 1. 057 . 435 . 066 . 067 . 302 , 622 . 138 . 204 L 172 . 064 . 013 . 007 . 005 . 019
3,000-3909__ . ___. 1. 349 ., 534 . 089 074 . 371 . 815 . 179 . 302 . 205 . 063 . 008 . 009 007 . 042
4,000--4,999__________._ 1. 493 . 585 . 115 . 068 . 402 . 908 . 193 . 336 . 249 . 047 . 016 . 022 . 006 . 039
5000-7,499____________ 1. 601 . 701 . 178 077 . 446 . 900 . 193 . 300 . 237 . 063 . 077 . 018 .013 . 059
7,000 and over.__..____ 2. 156 L 911 . 164 . 098 . 649 1, 245 . 196 . 313 . 436 . 074 . 014 . 068 . 020 124
Not elasgified . _________ 1. 287 . 562 . 125 . 078 . 359 . 725 . 163 . 234 . 166 . 090 , 014 . 013 L 011 . 034

Percentage of households using

All incomes_____________ Q] 78. 8 30. 2 40. 2 62. 6 82. 5 42 3 7.6 ® 8 4 41 3.9 3.6 7.6
Upnder 1,000O_ ... ___ (2} 54. 7 22,6 24, 5 43, 4 60, 4 20. 8 34. 0 (2} 38 L9 0 1.9 3. 8
Lo00-1,990. ________. ] 70. 1 22. 5 33. 8 52, 0 73. 5 35. 8 50. b () 7.4 2.5 1.5 1.0 6.9
2,000-2,999. . _ . ______ %) 76. 8 23. 4 38. 5 50. 8 77.1 40. 7 50. 5 ) 80 3.9 2.0 29 4. 4
3,000-3,999____________ (%) 81. 8 28 8 39.9 66, 4 87,7 43. 6 63. 8 ® 7.4 2.8 2.3 3.7 80
4000-4,999 ___________ ® 80. 8 34, 1 41, 3 67, 1 88,0 48. 5 67. 7 (2} 78 6.0 7.2 3.0 8 4
5000-7,499____________ (%) 87. 0 46, 8 52 6 70, B 90. 9 47. 4 66. 9 ®) 9.7 7.8 6. 5 5 2 12, 3
7,500 and over.________ () © 04 4 51. 4 4% 6 83. 3 §3.1 48. 6 65. 3 () 9,7 4.2 181 9.7 15. 3
Not classified__________ * 79. 6 33. 3 41. 8 69. 2 85, 7 44, 9 56, 5 )] 12, 9 4. 8 41 4.1 8 2




TABLE 39.—-PURCHASED POTATOES; OTHER FRESH VEGETABLES: (Quantity and expense for foods used at home in a week and perceniage of
kouseholds using, by wncome
[Urban hou%ekeepmg families of 2 or more persnns in the United States, spring ( Aprll —June) 1948}

Potatoes Oiher fresh vegeiables
Income (dollars) Total I Total Beans Cabbuge
(columns Potatoes ﬁntataes (columns | Asparagus Bects Broceoll Carrots |CanllMower| Celery
] 615, 17-20) T.dms Snap Qreen Olhert
m 2 @ ) {5) (6} L6 (8} €] () (11 (1) 12 (14) (15}
Quantity per household {pounds)

All incomes.__ . __ o oo} B.993 6. 729 0, 264 9. 245 0. 448 0. 048 0. 380 0.126 0. 105 0. 89¢ 0. 208 ]| 0. 919 0. 172 (. 573
Under 1,000___________ 4. 710 4. 176 . 534 7. 516 . 311 .38 . 580 . 038 0 1. 034 . 075 I . 502 , 028 . 387
1,000-1,999. __ ________ 6. 275 6. 048 . 227 7. 389 . 181 . 064 . 395 . 148 .43 . BO4 . 183 . 634 . 101 . 369
2 ,000- 2 B09__ -1 7.488 7.223 . 265 8. 435 . 281 . 061 . 331 . 094 . 099 1. 011 . 118 . 98 . 143 .518
3,000—3,999 ____________ 8. 145 7.915 . 230 0. 411 . 463 . 034 . 336 . 067 . 086 . 853 . 316 . 961 . 140 . 611
4,000-4,99%___ .. ____._ 7. 444 7177 . 267 | 10, 837 . 627 . 061 . 343 .184 . 179 . 981 . 285 1. 169 L 192 . B75
5,000-7,4909____ _ .| 5728 5. 405 . 321 | 10,281 . 680 . 057 . 477 , 146 . 120 . 748 . 195 . 995 . 300 . 764
7,000 and over___. _____ 6. 508 6. 18% . 319 | 13. 802 1207 , M2 . 767 .22 L 170 . 872 . 083 1. 338 . 347 . 815
Not classified  _________ 5. 737 5, 535 . 202 9. 165 . 474 . 002 . 282 . 167 . 160 . 638 . 193 . Bag . 234 . 556

|
Expense per household {dollars)

All ineomes. . ________ (. 440 0. 408 0. 032 1. 484 I 0. 086 0. 0610 0. 074 0.013 0. (20 0. 058 0. 015 0.133 0. 026 0. 104
Under 1,000__.__._. __. . 307 . 258 (49 1. 141 . 058 . D08 . 085 . 009 0 . 067 . 005 ] . 066 . 003 . 071
1,000-1,999____ . _______ . 389 . 359 . 030 1. 092 . 037 012 072 . 012 007 .49 . 011 . 041 , 018 . 070
2,000-2,999_ ______ ___. . 464 L 431 . 033 1. 300 . 051 . 012 . D66 . 009 .18 . 069 . 008 . 127 . 020 . Q80
3,000-3999_____.______ . 502 . 476 . 026 1. 517 . 085 . 008 . 082 . 008 . 015 . 061 . 024 . 139 . 020 . 113
4 0(}0—4 999 __________ . 468 . 439 . 029 1. 712 L I18 . 010 . 071 . 018 . 040 . D64 , 021 . 165 . 035 CIEG
5000 7499 ______ - . 38¢ . 350 . 039 1. 670 . 131 012 , 092 . 018 . 020 . 044 .015 144 . 044 . 126
7,500 and over. . ... . 434 . 8B7 . 047 2, 648 . 276 . 017 . 168 . 029 . 031 . 051 . 009 . 209 . 046 . 161
Not classified__ . ____ —- . 367 . 342 . 025 1. 564 .98 . 001 . 059 . 021 . 032 041 L0186 , 128 . 038 . 163

Percentage of households using

All incomes_._. . ... ..___ ® 94, 9 11. 8 (3) 22. 5 26 23.7 6.8 5 2 322 82 50. 4 80 4G 2
Under 1,000 __________ ‘ (%) 83.0 151 ) 17.0 1.9 24. 5 19 0 35. 8 3.8 35. 8 1.9 35. 8
1,000-1,999___ . _.__.__ ® 93.6 10. 3 2} 1. 3 2.9 23.0 7.4 20 3.9 4, 9 47. 5 4.9 35 3
2,000-2,909_ __________. (%) 96, 3 11. 5 (%) 15.9 27 20.7 4.9 5.1 36. 3 5.6 57.1 6. 6 44. 6
3 000—-3 999___. __.____. {2) 94, 3 10. 8 %) 23. 6 2.0 21. 9 3.7 4. 3 29.9 11, 7 81. 8 6.6 50. 4
4, 0(}0—4 909, ___._.__. {2) 02. 8 12. § ® 32. 3 3.6 21. 0 8 4 7.8 5.3 12.0 67. 1 1.4 56,9
5,000—7,499____ IR ® a97. 4 14, 9 2) 357 32 3L 2 10. 4 58 27. 3 11. 0 69. 5 13. 0 63. 6
7,500 and over________. 6] 98. 6 12. 5 {%) 43.1 4.2 47. 2 11.1 9.7 30. 6 4.2 80. 6 12. 5 68. 1
Not elassified____ . __.__ ® 95. 9 11. & {2) 211 .7 19, 7 9.5 8 2 27.2 7.5 55.1 10. 9 49. 7

See footnotes at end of table,



Other fresh vegelables—Continued

In (dollars) kC?llards, Onions Salad greens
come {dollar: ale, snns R e — A
o t-arﬁl,jglllg- Com  [Cueumbers ” Tl Peas RL{;?}:&'}S“’ i Spinach Ss‘él?ll;;‘ﬁr Tomatoes | Other?
tglr‘;:l;l; Mouture Green Lettuce Qther
{18) " (18) 0% (20} @ 22 (23) (24) (25) (26) (27} (28) (29
Quantity per houseliold (pounds)
- _ . e e o N -
All incomes_ . __._.______. . 0.217 | 0320 0. 311 [ n. 798 | 0105, 0.192 ] 0.089 1. 461 { 0067 | 0.206 | 0,104 0.966 0, 457
Under 1,000 ____ e 724 . 108 115 623, .073| .057 163 L600 114 | . 255 . 208 . 920 . 475
LO0O-1909_ __._ . 217 . 168 . 256 JT19 068 L 244 L0871 L 073 } -012 . 243 . 084 . 730 . 476
2000-2,990__  __ . ______. i 220 . 202 .259 : .889 ;. 082 . 140 L1001 1233 073 277 104 . 765 . 447
3000-3000 . ______ I i 185 . 326 . 367 JB12 ¢ 090 . 194 075 | L5309 045 . 314 .108 | 1.083 . 406
40004000 ________ B ) 184 . 426 . 358 . 839 ) . 103 . 222 099 1. 790 L 114 . 342 . 105 1 134 . 425
50007499 _______ o 140 362 . 347 630 | . 152 . 218 082 | 1.830 .071 . 300 L0681 1,025 . 497
7,500 and over_ _____________ 337 646 . 534 L6E0 L340 . 334 L0OD | 2089 . 208 . 404 L0u5 | 1. 548 . 625
\Tot clagsified . ... __ N f 1530 . 345 L 274 ‘ . 853 } L) . 173 . 066 1. 635 , . 033 L 287 . 129 1. 052 L AT7Y
I
" Expense per househald {dollars)
All incomes_ . ____ . S i D029 0,035 { 0.062 | 0.113 | 0.018 \ 0,032 0,008} 0.218 | 0.013] 0.047 | 0.015] 0.251 0. 104
i | ——— r—
Under 1,000, __._ . | 104 o15 | .o22| .os2| .ozl .00 .015| .t04| .oz1| .032| 023 229 . 096
LO00-19%9_ . ____ . __ 0249 015 ¢y (46 . vy . 010 , 036 . 007 . 053 L0020 038 .43 171 . 005
2000-299%_ . . 031 028 . 050 . 123 L0014 . 010 . 00D . 185 L0137 . 045 . 015 . 199 . 009
3,000-3999__ . . ___ 022 . 036 L 071 L 119 .15 ,033 1 . 006 . 234 L0l L 047 . 015 279 . 094
4,000-4.999 . N 721 655 | . UBY SH3 .02 036 008 L2480 . 020 . 58 016 281 . 103
5000-7499 _ ___________.__. 018 033 . 073 . 094 L0271 L0380 . 005 , 270 . 014 . 054 010 T4 . 112
7,500 and over_ ________________ 042 084 J125 102 . 053 L 07% } . 007 . 368 . 040 . 068 . 016 461 . 207
Not classified . ______ .. _____ } 023 D46 . 060 . 125 . D22 . 029 i 007 . 239 . 010 . 044 . 023 287 L1111
| I R b S
‘ Percontagc of households usmg
All ineomes___ . ______.______.___ ‘ Q) 81 29, 1 67. 8 12.2 8.7 4.3 75.7 1 7.6 19. 3 6.1 55. 7 (®
Under 1,000______________._____ O] 5.7 5.1 47.2 9. 4 3.8 9.4 19. 1 9, 4 15.1 9. 4 43, 4 (%
L000-1,999_  ____ . I @ 4.9 21,1 62, 7 B. 4 8.3 4. 4 60. 8 34 16. 7 4.9 43. 6 %)
2,000-2999_ ... () 6.3 23. 7 70. 5 1.7 56 49 715 6,1 18. 8 549 45, 9 ]
3000-3999 . _ .. .1 10. ¢ 30. 8 BY. 5 12,5 97 3.7 78.1 58 16. 5 4.8 61. 3 *
4000-4909__ . ____ _____ | @ 9.0 34.7 72.5 13.2 9.0 3.6 83.2 | 8. 4 25. 7 7.2 647 2
5,000-7,499__ SO T 5] 7.8 39.6 63. 0 21. 4 13.0 3.2 89.0 13. ¢ 21,4 6. 5 62. 3 @
7,500 and over __.____.______ ™ 18. 1 50. 0 68 1 26. 4 181 1.2 87. 5 15. 3 27.8 8.3 73. 6 @
Not classified . ___ .. _______ ® 82 29. 3 70. 1 14.3 7.5 4, 1 83.7 82 19. 0 7.5 i 65. 3 &

! Ineludes white and red cabbage, (‘hmese cabba.ge and colesl.a.w

2 Not available.

srquash, mushrooins, okra, peppers, rad:qhos

3 Ineludes m‘tlchokes poke, rape, chard, dandelion greens, eggplant winter



TaABLE 40.—PURCHASED DRIED FRUITS AND VEGETABLES, NUTS; FROZEN FRUITS AND VEGETABLEs: Quantity and expense jor foods used at

home in a week and percentage of households using, by income

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948]

Dried fruits and vegetables, nuts

Hee footnotes at end of table.

Iizied fruits Driad vegetables Peanuts
I doll 1 - T T A
e | ot | o,
B i S| ARy | prumes | Son | oumers | Totnl o) Besng | Beunlen | Gime 18 | wid ool | BSRESS | msner | st
15)
{1} (2} @) ) (5) @) (7 8 ® (10) (1) (1) (13) (14 (15)
Quantity per household {pounds)

All ineomes__.._______.___ 0. 990 !7 0. 231 0.017 | 0. 115 0.068 | 0031 0. 461 0. 371 0.090 | 0.208 0. 239 0. 206 0. 012 0. 024
Under 1,000._. . _ e - 1. D00 . 282 . 038 . 220 . 024 0 . 606 . 489 L 117 . 112 . 104 0. 96 . 005 . 005
1,000-1,990_____ ___.._ 1. 137 . 174 . 023 . 103 . 025 . 023 . 720 , 600 . 120 . 243 . 210 . 172 . 025 . 020
2,000-2,890____________ . 997 . 206 . 603 112 . 068 . 023 . b22 . 420 , 102 . 269 . 234 . 212 . 010 . 015
3,000-3,999_____ _______ 1, 042 . 256 . 022 . 119 . 078 . 037 . 422 . 344 . 078 . 364 . 278 . 243 . 011 . 027
4,000-4,999___ _________ . 906 . 266 L 024 . 096 . 113 . 033 . 358 .20 . 087 . 282 . 200 . 172 . 009 . 022
5000-7,499____________ . 847 . 238 . 017 . 128 . 052 . 041 . 281 . 204 . 077 . 330 . 261 . 200 , 013 . 062
7,500 and over_________ . 984 . 323 . 005 . 115 . 139 . 064 . 236 . 171 . 065 . 425 . 340 . 307 ] . 034
Not classified. ____._____ . 874 . 197 017 . 100 . 049 . 031 . 396 . 307 . 089 . 281 . 217 . 187 . 007 . 026

Expense per household (dollars)

All incomes-__. ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ _..| 0.312 0.053 | 0. 006 0.024 | 0.013 0.010 | 0.102 | 0.082| 0.020 0. 157 0. 096 0. 078 0. 604 0.014
Under 1,000 . __...__ . 265 . 060 . 011 . 044 . 005 0 . 153 . 108 . 045 . 052 . 043 . 033 . 007 . 003
1,000-1,909_____ [ 298 . 045 . 009 . 022 . 005 . 009 . 143 117 026 . 110 . 079 . 058 . 009 . 012
2,000-2009 .. .. ___._._ . 299 . 047 . 001 . 024 014 . 008 . 118 . 097 . 021 . 134 . 097 . 085 . 004 . 008
3,000-3,999._ ____ ____.__ 351 . 058 . 006 . 026 014 . 012 . 098 . 078 017 . 198 . 110 .o . 004 .015
4,000-4,909 . _ ... 302 . 060 . 007 . 021 . 021 . 011 . 081 . 068 . 013 . 181 . 086 . 069 . 004 . 013
5,000-7,499_ . ______ 294 . 052 . 005 . 026 . 009 .012 . 062 . 044 . 018 . 180 . 106 . 075 . 005 . 026
7,500 and over... ... 368 . 077 . 002 . 029 . 022 . 024 . 052 . 039 . 013 . 239 . 131 . 114 0 . 017
Not classifted. _______. . 285 . 044 . 007 . 019 ., 009 . 009 . 080 . 064 . 016 . 161 . 002 . 074 . 002 .016

Percentage of households using

All incomes. .. _._.. Q)] 23. 4 Q] 10. 8 11.6 3.1 * 27.9 = {5 37. 4 34. 3 1.1 4.5
Under 1,000___________ * 18. 9 (5 13. 2 3.8 0 O] 35. 8 ] (%) 18. 9 15,1 1.9 19
1,000-1,999. ___________ (5} 19.1 (%) 10.-3 59 2.0 (%) 35. 8 {5 (5} 29. 4 26. 5 .5 4. 4
2,000-2,999 ___________ * 21. 2 * 10. 5 1.2 3.2 %) 30.7 (%) (5) 37. 3 34. 9 1.5 29
3,000-3,999 ____.______ (%} 24. 8 (%) 8.7 18. 7 2.0 (6} 25. 4 ™ (® 40. 5 3%, 2 1.1 4. 6
4,000-4999 __________. * 28. 3 ® 96 18. 0 4.2 ) 29. 3 () ) 39. 5 34. 7 1.8 4. 8
5,000-7,499 ___. ______ (%) 26. 0 (&) 13. 6 11.0 3.9 ® 16. 2 (%) {5 39.0 35. 1 .6 7.1
7,500 and over_.__. N Y ] 34 7 (% 15. 3 18. 1 8 3 O] 20, 8 0] G 48. 6 47. 2 0 5.6
Not classified_.._. - __ (%) 22 4 * 10. 9 8.8 41 * 26. 5 Q) {5} 381 34. 0 i 6.1




Dried fruits and vegetables, nuts—

Continned Frozen frults and vegetables
Other nuts 8 ¥roits Vagetables
Income (dollars)
Total {pol- i
Totsl umns 21~ Totak (eol- Beans
VS?_])E](I(?S_ In ghell Shelted ) Cifrus 7 Other 3 | 1mus 24~ | Asparagus Peas Spinach Other ®
amns i8,19) 20) Lims Soap
(16) an (18) (19) {20) {21) (22) (23) (24) (25) (26) n (29) (24}
Quantity per household (pounds)

Allineomes. . _.______________.___ 0.059 | 0.049 | 0. 038! 0.303 | 0.005| 0.077 | 0221 00137 0.030! 0.018] 0070 | 0.025 0. 065
Under 1,000 ______.____ ___.____ . 008 .019 | o0 106 | 0O , 052 L0541 0 . 014 012 © 0 . 028
1,000-1,999______ . __ . _____ . 033 . 037 . 018 L1150 0 . 036 . 079 . 004 . 011 . 007 . 016 . 004 - 037
2,000-2909___________ S, . 035 . 033 . 021 . 189 . 001 . 067 .121 . 011 L 011 . 006 . 030 . 017 . 046
3,000-3,999_ . _ . ___ _________ . 088 . 057 . 064 . 282 . 003 . 071 . 208 . 007 . 028 . 015 . 087 . 020 . 051
4,000-4,900_ _______________.___ . 082 . 064 . 055 . 396 . 005 . 093 . 298 . 013 . 052 . 030 . 083 . 068 . 082
5000-7,400_ ______________ ___ . 069 . 110 . 022 4821 0 , 084 . 460 . 033 . 066 . 014 . 126 . 061 . 100
7,500 and over ... _ . . 085 . 028 .074 | 1.053 .072 .217 . 764 021 . 115 . 106 . 284 . 037 - 201
Not elassified . _________________ . 064 . 031 . 051 L3401 0O . 093 . 256 . 026 . 017 . 023 . 069 . 021 . 100

Expense per househald (dollars)

Allincomes.____________________. 0.061 | 0,022 0.039 | 0114 | €003 | 0.027 | 0.084 | 0.007| 0. 014 | 0007 | 0.023; 0O 008 0, 025
Under 1,000 __. ______________. . 009 L0089 | 0 041 | 0O . 024 .017 | 0O . 007 L0021 0 0 . 008
1,000,009 ___ ____________ .. __ . 031 . 013 . 018 042 0 . 013 . 029 . D02 . 004 . 002 . 006 . 001 . 014
2000-2999 _____ . _________.. -.| .037 . 016 .p21 . 068 . 001 . 020 . 047 . 005 . 006 . 003 . 009 . 006 . 018
3,000-3999_____________ . __. . 088 . 026 . D62 . 102 . 001 . 024 . 077 . 003 .013 . 006 . 028 . 006 . 021
4,000-4,999_ __________ I . 075 . 030 . 045 . 156 . 003 . 034 . 119 . 008 . 024 .12 . 030 . 019 . 026
5,000-7,499_ __ ... _.____ . 074 . 054 . 020 1840 0 . 032 . 152 . 015 . 030 . 06086 . 042 . 018 . 041
7,500 and over_ .. ____._________ . 108 . 012 . 096 . 403 . 047 . 064 . 202 . 011 . 057 . 043 . 102 . 012 . 087
Not classified . ______________ . 069 . 015 . 054 L1361 O . 030 . 097 . 014 . 008 L0090 ! 023 . 005 . 038

Percentage of honseholds using
. | [

All incomes_____ __ __... U 14. 2 53 9.2 . 0.6 58 (5} \ 1.6 3.5 2.2 7.3 2.6 {5
Under 1,000_. _____ e 1.9 Lo 0 ®) 0 57 ® 0 1.9 19 0 0 )
1,600-1,999_ ________________._. 7.4 3.4 39 (&) 0 2.9 (%) .5 1.5 Lo 2.0 b O]
2,000-2,099_ . _____.__ e 10. 2 3.0 6. 6 0] .2 4.6 &) 1.5 1.2 .7 3.7 2.2 (5
3,000-3,999_____ ______ . ____.... 19, 9 57 14. 5 (%) .3 6. 3 (%) .9 3.1 2.3 85 2.3 (%
4,000-4,999_____________ ____ _ 19. 2 8 4 12.0 () .6 5. 4 () 1.8 6.0 3.6 9.6 3.0 {5
5,000-7,499_._.__. . e 18. 8 11. ¢ 7.8 {(8) 0 B4 {5) 3.9 7.8 1.9 13. 6 7.1 {5
7,500 and over. .____.__._._____ 18. 1 5 B 12. 5 %) 6.9 13. 9 ) 2.8 12,5 11.1 23. 6 4.2 (5
Not elagsified .. . _____._________ 12. 9 20 10. 9 5 0 6.1 B . 271 20 27 7.5 2.0 (%)

1 Ineludes apples, dates, figs,

2 Ineludes navy, kidney, and lima beans,
¥ Ineludes chickpeas, eanned mature field peas, dried mushrooms, onion and pecans.
7 Includes segments and juices,
& Tneludes peaches, raspberries, strawberries,
® Ineludes broecoli, brussels sprouts, corn, ecauliffower, mixed vegetables.

parsley flakes.

¢ Includes the weight of shelled nuts and peanut butter added to 70 percent
of the weight of peanuts and coconuts in shell, and 40 percent of the weight of

all other nuts in shell,

3 Not available.
¢ Ineludes almonds, Brazil nuts, eaghews, goconuts, English walnuts, filberis,

squash.




%2 TaBLE 41 —PURCHASED CANNED FRUITS, VEGETABLES, AND JUICES: Quantity and expense for foods used at home in a week and percentage
of households using, by income

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more ]JEI‘SODS in the Umtod States, sprmg (April Junc) 1948]

Canned frajls! Canned vegetables ?
Beans
Income (doliars) Total (col- Mized Tatal (col- | Totatoes, | Total (col-
Apples Peaches Poars Pioeapple | . i Other2 | umng 19, sweet- | nmns 12- | Asparagus
umns 3-8) fruits 1} potatoes | 15, 17-23) Snap (Lima) Othor 3
green
(1) 2 [6)] ) ‘ {5) (6) {7) (8) (%) (10} {1 (12) (13) (14; (18)

Quantity per household (pounds)

All incomes. ___________ 1.708 | 0.238 7 0. 617 0,202 ( 0 149 0,195 | 0. 307 3.024 1 0 051 2.973 0. 676 0. 259 0. 082 0. 288
Under 1,000__ __ _____ 1. 036 . 162 . 363 . 165 . 091 . 071 . 184 1. 552 . 022 1. 530 . 063 040 | 0 . 148
1,000-1 999 ____________ . 985 . 162 . 396 L 113 - 080 . 106 . 128 2. 614 L0151 2. 599 . 044 . 241 . 055 . 377
2 000-2, L L 617 . 273 . B79 . 166 . 137 . 172 L2090 | 3.212 .039 | 3173 . 064 . 272 . 095 . 306
3 000-3,999_ . __ 2. 085 . 267 . 726 . 245 L 179 | - 247 . 421 3. 417 . 065 | 3. 352 . 064 . 305 . 077 . 361
4 000~4 999 _____________ 1.976 . 246 . 816 . 199 . 141 . 266 . 308 3. 200 . 020 3. 71 . 116 . 374 . 069 . 193
5 000—7 499___. .. __ .1 L9850 . 218 . 674 . 264 . 153 . 253 . 388 2, 966 . 083 | 2. 883 . 094 . 174 . 069 . 214
7,500 and over. . _.._| 2172 . 236 . 756 . 368 ., 341 . 118 . 353 1. 953 . 097 1. 856 . 099 . 139 . 156 . 096
Not elassified__ .. __ _| 1 524 . 220 . 492 . 196 144 L 201 . 271 3. 033 .072 | 2961 . 109 . 236 . 114 . 268

Expense per houschold {dollars)

All incomes___. . ._.__ _._| 0.308 0.035 | 0.09%7 | 0.040 I 0. 036 1 0.042 | 0.058 | 0.481 0.008 | 0.473 0. 023 0. 042 0.013 0. 044
Under1,000..________. . 169 017 . 061 . 027 .22 .04 . (28 . 232 . 004 . 228 - 020 . 005 0 L 016
1,000-1,999 . . . L1177 ., 025 . 062 - 021 . 020 . 025 . 024 . 398 . 003 . 395 . 012 . 035 . 008 . 053
2,600-2000___ . _______ . 2094 . 039 - 096 . 033 . 031 - 037 . 058 . 511 . 006 . B0 . 019 L 042 . 016 . 049
3,000-3999 . .. . 367 ., 039 . 110 . 046 . 045 . 052 . 075 . 545 . 009 . 536 . 020 . 0563 . 012 . 056
4000-4,999 .. __ __ . 352 . 035 . 129 L0401 L 034 .057 . . 057 . 805 . 006 . 499 . 036 . 057 .012 . 031
5000-7,499___ . ______ . 345 . 033 . 091 L0585 ) L0390 . 054 . 073 . 469 014 . 455 024 .28 . 011 . 031
7,500 and over - .. _. . 433 . 038 . 134 L075 | . 084 . 028 . 074 . 359 016 . 343 . 038 . 029 . 028 L 014
Not elassified__________ . 282 . 032 . 086 . 040 l . 030 . 043 . 051 . 485 . 008 N ¥ . 031 . 044 . 018 . 042

Percentage of households using

All ineomes__._ __ ____._ 62 4 16, 3 306 5 12. 8 11. 3 13.1 19 ) ® O] 6. 5 17. 3 5. B 16. 2
Under 1,000 . __ . 43, 4 11,3 18. 9 11. 8 7.5 38 11. 3 ) * (*) 7 3.8 0 7.5
1,000-1,99%  __ . 48 0 11. 8 21.6 6 4 7.4 83 9.3 ) ™ Q] 4 4 i3.2 3.9 16. 2
2,000-2,999__ . __ _ __. 61.2 18.0 31.5 1.5 10.0 11, 5 195 % Q)] o] 56 17. 8 5.4 16. 2
3,000-3,999_ . ____ _ _ _ 66. 1 18, 5 33.0 14 2 13. 7 16, 2 23.9 *) *) ) 5. 4 211 6.3 21, 4
4 []00 4 999 . I 70.1 18,0 34.7 13.2 11. 4 18. 0 21,6 {*) ) () 10. 2 240 6.0 13.2
5 000—7 499 _____ _ . _ 72,1 15, 6 34 4 18. 2 12. 3 14, 9 24. 7 * (4} (*) 7.8 12.3 5 2 14. 3
7,500 and over__ __.. _ 73. 6 12, 9 347 20. 8 23. 6 2.7 22, 2 (4 ) * 9.7 9.7 9,7 8. 3
Not classified _________ 59, 2 14. 3 27.2 12, 9 8.8 14, 3 17.0 () ) Q] 8 2 19.0 6. 8 17.0

See footnotes at end of table.



Canned vegctables t—Continued

Canned Juices

‘ Tomuices
Income (dolars) Total (col-
Beots Corn Peas Ilfg?{ly‘ Others | wmns (;?5- %‘{?}ﬂ Orange & ﬁnut‘l};r., Tomate
vap | Puee | E )
pasie
(16 (1] (18) (193 (20 {28} 22 {23) (24) (25) (26) (27) (28)
lﬁ Quantity pgr household (pounds}) o
i
Allineomes_____ _ _ .. _. _ U l 0. 141 (. 446 0.634 0. 478 0. 184 0118 0. 267 2414 0. 665 0. 715 0. 422 [ 0. 612
Under 1,000 _._ ____.. e . 029 . 212 , 481 . 187 . 049 . 138 173 1, 043 , 293 . 316 o227 | . 207
1,000-1 (}Q‘) _____________________________ 099 , 453 . 623 . 357 . 161 . 094 L0905 1. 739 . 492 , 615 . 289 | . 343
2,000—2,999,,,,, _ 125 . 476 . TU5 . BI8 . 238 L 137 . 237 2.103 . B85 . 749 . 318 .40
3,000-3990_____ .. _. 185 . 488 . 678 . 500 L 170 . 107 . 417 2. 594 . 762 . 844 . 3589 , 639
4 000-4 99 __ . e 176 , 423 . 609 . 665 . 148 . 152 . 246 3. 222 . 001 . 716 . 810 . T495
5000—7499 e e 144 . 440 , 587 , 557 . 166 . O8L . 353 2, 549 . 635 . 664 . 475 L7756
7,500 a.nd over. .. - . e 104 . 255 L 379 L 271 . 075 . 127 . 155 4. 100 1. 327 . 892 . 749 1. 132
Not clagsitied_ _ oo . 165 . 459 . 605 . 391 . 258 107 . 259 2. 394 . 497 . H62 . 457 . 8§78
Expe:ge per houschold (dollars) T
All incomes_____.. I _ 0. 019 0. 072 0 096 0. 060 0. 039 0, 018 0, 047 0. 237 0. 054 0. 065 0. 059 0. 059
Under 1,000 _____ ____. . . D05 . 033 . 062 . 033 . 012 . 020 . 022 . 123 . 035 , 032 . (131 . 025
1 000—1,999 ______________________________ L 012 L O70 , 093 . 047 . 036 , 014 111 173 L 041 . 0567 . 040 35
2,000-2,999_____ ___ __ _ . _._._ . 017 077 . 108 . 068 . 054 . D21 . 034 . 196 . 045 . 064 . 044 043
3[]0048 009 _ e . 023 . 081 . 102 . 083 L 037 . 018 071 . 249 . 061 . 079 L 047 . 062
4,00%4,999 R U . . 027 . 067 . 095 Lo72 . 030 L 021 . 051 . 332 , 079 , 065 114 . 074
5,000-7,409_ _ __ - - , 021 . 069 . 095 . 063 . 033 L 013 ., 067 . 2567 , 052 . 064 . 066 . Q75
7,500 and over__. _ . . . . . ... . L 015 . 040 . 061 . 037 . D16 . D15 ., 050 407 . 101 L 078 . 115 113
Not classified ______ . ________.________. _ . 020 , 075 , D88 . Db2 . 345 . 012 . 050 % . 238 . 037 .58 . 059 . 084
{
Pereentage of houscholds using
. e l
Allineomes_____. ... __.___._ __...___._.| 1L86 29, 8 40. 4 23.2 189 0.6 0 ™ | 189 17. 0 M 23. 4
Under 1,000 o 1 38| 32| 283 151 7.5 7.5 (0 ® | 94 7.5 | 9. 4
1,000-1 9‘}9 ______________________________ 7.4 30. 4 36, 3 18. 6 17. 6 7.4 Q) ) 12.7 16.7 ® 14. 7
2000 2999_,,4 . 10. 5 31,2 46. 6 26. 8 24.1 1L 5 * Q) 17.1 16. 8 * 19, &
3.000-3,909__ 1 ____ . 4.5 30. 5 43. 3 25. 1 16. 5 10. 5 ) 0] 20. 8 18.2 o 21. 9
4 UOOHI 09 . 15 6 29.3 38. 9 26, @ 19. 2 11, 4 Q) O] 281 19. 8 ) 29. 9
5,000-7.499 _ e I R T 32.5 40, 3 24, 7 16. 2 7.8 {4 ) 19, b 16.9 Q) 28,6
7 500 and Uver oL o o 6,9 19. 4 20. 8 15. 3 11,1 G. 9 " (4 319 16. 7 Q) 13. 1
Not classified . . . 13.6 32,7 38.1 16.3 21. 8 6. 8 ™ *) 14: 3 15. 6 * 313
e e ——— e e e e l

! Tncludes strained baby food.

? Imcludes canned apricots, blackberries, blueberries, eherries, cranberries,

figs, plums, raspherries,.
? Tneludes klgney, navy,
* Mot available,
5 Includes spinach, turnip greens, collards.

mature lima.

8 Tneludes pimicntes, pumpkin, mushrooms, vegetable juices other than

tomaio,

T Includes grapefruit segments, blended juiees, citrus salad.
% Tneludes orange segments.
# Includes pineapple, apple, grape, and prune juiee,



¥ TaBnLk 42.—PURCHASED PREPARED OR PARTIALLY PREPARED DISHES, BoUPs: Quantity and erpense for foods used at home in a week and
percendage of households using, by income

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring {Aprii-June) 1948]

Prepared or partially prepared dishes Boups
) Mixtures Canned
Ineome {dollars) fagigtjza:llns Potato - .
3,9 (ﬁﬁﬁhs chips, Chiefly grain (c;l"lgglm De. Boulllon
4-6) stiexs | Chiefly | Chieniy 108 | pomate | other | TToroted | cubes
vegetable ! | meat? ady-
Deys | oRen
[0} 2) & ) (5) [ [} (8 (9 {10) (an (12) {13
T ) Quantity pBI‘ hOuSthld (‘]—);Ll“]ﬁg)%w T T
Allineomes__ ... _ . _ ..o _o_.. 1160} 0.363 [ 0.091 | 0028 | 0. 124 | 0014 | 0.106 | 0.797 | 0.187 | 0.615 | 0.014 0. 001
Under 1,000 ___ . ___ L ______ . 575 . 176 . 0564 0 . 025 0 . 097 . 399 . 099 . 208 . 002
1,000-1,999_____ ____ _____ _ _____ _____.___ . 830 . 278 . 054 . 020 . 119 . 012 . 073 . 552 . 107 . 429 . Q16 O]
2,000-2,999_____ ___ _ o _. 1. 220 . 380 . D75 . 036 . 185 . 017 . 097 . 840 . 167 . 665 . 007 CL 001
3,000-3,999______ _____ ... 1. 380 . 417 . 088 . 034 . 126 . 019 . 140 . 963 . 200 . 746 . 017 . 001
4,000-4,990____________________ e 1. 160 . 328 . 069 . 048 . 125 . 026 . 060 . 832 . 190 . 610 . 032 5
5,000-7,499_ ... e 1. 219 . 456 . 194 027 .112 . 003 . 120 . 763 . 150 . 597 . 014 . 002
7,500 and over_____ __ ... . __.____._._ 1. 142 . 209 L1031 0 L0621 0 . 134 . 843 . 234 . 599 . 009 . 001
Not classified____ . . ___ .. .__ . _____._ ... LO7T4 . 351 . 097 . a0l . 116 . 603 . 134 . 723 . 156 . 855 . 012 {8)
T T riEnxpense per household (dollars) - -
All IDCOMeS o _a__. ~.-.{ 0,318 0,131 | 0.064 | 0009 | O. 044 | 0. 005 | (019, 0,187 | 0.029 | 0.148 | 0.009 0. 001
Under 1,000 ________________ o __ . 1564 . 054 . 029 0 . 010 0 . 015 . 100 . 021 . 075 . 004 0
1,000~1,999__ .. . 236 . 102 . 034 . 007 . 042 . 003 . 016 . 134 . 018 . 103 , 012 . 001
2000-2,999___________ e e . 319 . 121 . 040 . 010 . 048 . 006 017 . 198 . 029 . 162 . D05 . 002
3,000-3,999______ _____. ____. O, . 300 . 167 . 075 . 012 . 047 . 007 . 026 . 223 . 034 L 177 . 010 . 002
4,000-4,999_____ . 324 . 124 . 049 .07 . 033 . 010 . 015 . 200 . 033 . 146 . 021 (%)
5000-7,400_______ . _____._ . _.._. . 341 . 158 . 084 . 008 . 048 . 001 . 016 . 183 . 026 . 145 . 009 . 003
7,600 and over . 268 . 106 . 058 0 . 026 0 . 022 . 192 . 040 . 142 . 008 . 002
Not classified____ ... _.__.__. [ . 307 . 134 . 085 ] . 055 . 001 . 023 . 173 . 031 . 134 . 007 . D01
| Percentage of households using
All I0EOMES - . e o o o o oo e meem o e (% 15. 9 2.8 (% 2.2 7.8 ® 16. 2 (%) (3} 21
Under 1,000 . oo oo (%} 9.4 0 Q] 0 9.4 (%) 1.3 Q) ® 0
1,000-1,999_.________ SR - (% B3 2.0 * 2.0 6.4 (% 9.3 (" () 1.5
2,000-2,999____ . e - (%} 12. 9 3.4 ) 2.7 7.1 {%) 15. 9 (% (%) 2.0
3,000-3,999. . el ¢ | 205 31 {9 2.6 8 8 (%) 18. 2 o (% 1.7
4000-4,999_______ .. e (% 15. 0 5 4 (® 4.8 6.6 (9 18. 6 (%) (%) 1. 8
5,000-7,499 .| (" 25. 3 3.2 (% .6 8 4 (%) 16, 2 (% Q] 3.0
7,600 and over. . ___ .. i.o___. 4 M 15.3 0 (%) 0 8.3 ) 22. 2 ® ® 4,2
Not elassified_ _ __ . |- (® 17. 7 .7 {9 7 8 8 (® 17.7 )] ® 2.0
1 Tneludes chow mein and chop suey dinners, vegetables with meat (baby food). 4 Tncludes spaghetti in tomato sauee, macaroni and cheese dinner,
2 Includes beans with frankfurters, chile con carne, corned beef hash, chicken 50,0005 or less.
noodle dinner, spaghetti with meat balls. & Not availabie.

% Includes dry macaroni and cheese, dry spaghetti dinner.



TaBLE 43, PuncHaskp BEVERAGHS: Quuntity and expense for foods used at home in a week and pereentuge of households using, by income
(Urban 7hy01.1;§gkeepiqg families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948]

Aleoholle beverages ! l Coflee Soft drinks
be’l‘otal 7 - Choeolate
Income (doliars) columaa | Totol Total Tea ¢ cocns
3,7, 11-14) (cﬂil_;ﬁr;ms Beer Wine } Other & (ctél_titol;ns g?g“;f}’d mgg;;m Substitute Botiled | Powders
() (@ @ o (5} ]‘ () o) i (® l @) (0) (n {12) () (4
Quantity per household (pounds)
, | o o

Al incomes._ ______ .. R I 2182 L9911 0167 ) 0104 ] 1L085| LO47 ] 0.014; 0.004] 0.082| 3322, 0.005 0. 058
Under 1000.______________ .| .______ . 602 537 | . o004 . 061 , 849 . 838 . 006 . 005 .033 ] 2028 0 . 098
1,000-1,0999_.___________ I N 1 . 854 . 748 . 0R4 . 022 . 946 , 034 , 010 . 002 090 { 2 624 . 004 . 046
2,000-2,090_._ _____ ___ e f el 2107 1,929 . 134 L044 [ 1036 | 1028 . 009 . 004 083 | 2 875 . 007 . 071
3,000-3,999_______ . S 2769 | 2 560 . 114 L0935 | 1143 | 1128 . 012 . 003 005 1 3. 840 . 006 . 050
4,000-4,999 ___ ________ ... 2236 | 1 781 . 283 D172 1,163 | 1. 144 . 016 . 003 069 | 3. 390 . 003 . 065
5,000-7,499________ . ___ . .t . .. 2.328 | 1.826 . 384 L1181 1,184 | 1. 166 . 007 L011 109 { 3 579 . 005 . 037
7,000 endover_ ____ . ___ .. .. __. 4 835 | 4. 118 . 280 .427 | 1.068 | 1. 000 , 067 . 001 L0867 | 5214 O . 058
Not elaspified ___.____ SR B 1. 885 | 1.573 . 145 . 167 . 066 . 947 . 019 ® .051 ] 3. 166 . 007 LT

Expense per household {dollars}

All incomes. _.._. . _} 1665 0682} 0331 0.075| 0276 0.555| 0. 531 i 0.021) 0.003) 0.104] 0.295 | 0.003 0. 026
Under 1,000__.._______________._ .. 951 . 219 . 060 . 002 .127 . 421 . 406 l . 011 . 005 . 031 L2381 0 . 042
1,000-1,999____ ____. e 1. 028 . 192 . 124 . 031 . 037 . 474 . 454 . 018 . 002 L 112 , 229 . Q03 . 018
2,000-2909___ __ . _________ 1. 435 .490 | .332| .o47( 111 . 543 . 521 L0181 . 004 L1190 . 260 . 003 . 020
3000-3999___ . _________ 1. 814 . 738 . 452 .043 | . 243 . 590 . 588 . 020 . 002 . 113 . 343 . 005 . 025
4000-4,999___  _____________ i 997 . 960 . 306 JA27 (. 527 . 623 . 590 . 020 . 004 . 087 . 295 . 002 . 030
5000-7,499_._ _ ______________ 1. 916 . 816 . 353 148 | L 315 . 620 . 603 . 012 . 005 . 141 . 315 . 004 . 020
7,000 and over. . ______________ 3228 | 2 081 . 566 .282 [ 1.233 . 578 . 534 . 042 . 002 . 085 L 460 | 0 . 024
Not elassified _____________ ..l 1.881 . 782 209 | .079 | . 404 . 513 . 480 r . 033 ® . 068 . 286 . 007 . 025

1 N 13 —
Percentage of households using
S - :
All incomes______________________ ® 30.6|] 225/ 60 80! (& 87. 5 5 6 L6 2791 59.6 2.6 21. 6
| I, R—
Under 1,000___._________.______ () 20. 8 1511 19l 38 () 84 9 3.8 L9 0. 4 43, 4 ] 18.9
1,000-1,999____________.____ I B 15. 7 12,3 | 4.4 1.5 %) 85. 3 4.4 2.0 29. 9 48. 0 20 16. 7
2000-2999___________ ______.___ (5 20, 8 25, 4 51 3.9 )] 87. 6 5 4 1.5 30 2 55, 6 2.4 22, 9
3.000-8,000_ ______________ _____ ) 33.3 29, 1 4,0 6.6 (& %8 3 51 1.1 20. 6 85. 2 4.3 22. 5
4000-4,999__ __ _ ______________ (O] 33.5 21. 0 8 4 15. 6 (5 88. 6 7.2 2.4 24,0 59. 9 1.8 23. 4
6,000-7,499___________________. ® 30. 0 24 7 9.1 13.0 (5 93.5 5 8 2 6 29. 9 66, 0 3.2 19.5
7,500 and over__________ I )] 47,2 27. 8 16. 7 25. 0 O] 93.1 6.9 1. 4 19. 4 80. 6 0 29. 2
Not elassified. . _._.____ . _____. Q) 30. 6 23, 1 B 4 10. 9 } ) 79. 6 6 8 .7 27.2 60. 5 2. 20. 4
" THBoth quantity and expense for alcoholie beverages probably underreportgd._ T 0.0005 or less. e e

? Tneludes whisky, rum, gin, brandy, cordial,
# Data refer to purchases rather than use in the week.

3 Not available,



TaBLE 44.—PURCHASED MISCELLANEOUS FoODs: Quantity and expense for foods used at home in a week
and perceniage of households using, by income

{Urban housekeeping farilies of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (Aprii-~June) 1048]

. Total mis-

Canned, \ Powdered |

i

|
. . Baking | gayt yine.
)it i Pickies, Catsup, dy- | Pl der,
Income (dollars) c(ecaﬁﬁf: alives | ohiti mve %E:%ajgg % Jessert | puiidin E Yeast L%%%;‘i%fn gar, Spioes,
) () @ | 1} (s) % ® t @0 ® ) (1)
Quantity per household {pounds)
( \
Allineomes. _____ ... | __.__. 0.371 | 0.245| 0.019{ 0.226| 0.001 | 0.007 | 0.105 1 ________
Uneer 1,000 __ . ...__._____|._______ L0900 L1890 Lon L0931 0 . 005 163 1o
1,001,999 - _ . . . | . .208{ .2200 o6 1861 (® L0041 J128 1D T
2000-2999__ . . jo.__.. . 354 . 227 . 021 . 231 . pol .013 SUB
300003000 ___._ .. _ ... .. .482| .315} .020 .284 o . 005 L0638 L
4,000-4900_ . L 452 | . 253 . 021 241 {3 . 007 J102 ol
5,000-7,490__ ) .330 | .230) .039 . 217 . 001 . 008 w2l .
7,500 and over.... . ___ . __|_ ______ . 364 L1970 0 L1886 | O . 007 Sl )
Not classified . ___|________ 2304 | .219) o008 i 180 | 003 | .00 123 |10 .
I i
Expense per household (dollars)
T 1
Allincomes_.. . .. __....| 0363 0.102¢( 0.063| 0.007| 0002 0.001 0.005 o0.017! 0 078
T : |
Under 1,000 .. .. _._l 195 L0280 035 . 003 039, 0 . 006 027 | Los7
1,000-1,999 . ..l 278 . 069 L050 | . 004 075 (@) . 004 . 023 . 053
2000-2900 . . ____l .35 | o087 . 061 . 007 .094 | 001 . 007 . 020 l . 082
2,000-3,999__ . _______ ____| . 426 L1321 080 | .007 18 .004 | 010 l . 075
4,000-4,999__________________ 1o.4l2 137 . 066 . 006 L0096 601 L0071 U015 . 084
5,000-7,499. __________ e | .388 15 059 | . 013 L087 | . 003 . 006 L0191 086
7,600 and over_______________ | . 360 . 105 .04 | O L0883 | 0 . 005 L 019 | . 094
Not classified___________ ] B0 007 i L057 | . 005 . 075 . 001 . 002 . 018 ' . 085
l .
i Percentage of households using
l
i ! |
All incomes ... ... .., (@ 39.3 | 69| 2s| w9 07| 77| 12zl 830
T — ]
Tnder 1,000 .. ... _._____ L ® 13.21 26.4| 38| 30.2 i 0 | 0.4, 189 34.0
1,000-1009_ . ® 29.9; 33.3 2.5 33.7 .5 6.4 181 20. 4
2,000-2999____ ___________. @ 36.3 42, 4 3.2] 488 1.0 9.8 12,7 35.0
3,000-3,999__ . __.________ ) 46.4 | 54.7 2.6 55.3 .6 6.8 7.41 3390
4,000-4,990___ . ________ P 47.3 [ 50. 9 2.4 44.9 .6 9.6 10.81 323
5,000-7.490_______________._ {3 46.81 3532 3.2] 44.8 .6 7.1 13.01 236
7,500 and over__________.__.. {3 30.6 54. 2 ] 43.1] 0 6.91 11.1 ] 37.5
Not classiﬁed,._,_,__k.,,_,_,[ ol 41,5 51,7 3.4 44. 9 | 1.4 ! 4,1 1‘ 12.9 | 30. 6

86

! Data refer to purchases rather than use in the week.

2 (0.0005 or less.
3 Not available.

|
E



TABLE 45.-— FoOD OBTAINED WITHOUT DIRECT EXPENSE (16 GROUP TOTALS): Quantity and money value of foods used at home in a week, by income

{Urban housckeeping families of 2 or inore persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948. Yoods included in cach co

lumn are specified in tables 33-44]

Fresh vegetables Diried Frozen | Camned | Prepared

Al ik | o . Flolulr, Bk Mest, 5 . frui(tis ﬁr-liits tr}l(:ltps_, ntriu.plla;;-
Food and moome (doliars calhy | ennivee | Tugrond) et | Doy | pggs | ool | SN R | potutoss o | Emd RS | g

pastes sweets Other tubles, tables ond dishigs,

potatoes nuats bt juiees SDUDPS

n 2 13 4) 5) (6) (7 @ {0 (10 1n U (13) (14) (15) (15

Quantity per household
Al food Quin tk Pounds | Punnds TPounda i Dozens Pounds | Pounds Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds Pounds Ponnds Prunda
ood:

All incomes_ _ . __ . .. _.____|....___ ¢.31| 03| 001 008 G.16| 048] 018 L18| 012, 0.93| O 01| 0.0L| 064 0.02
Under 1,000 _______________|._____. .13 .05 ] .05 .16 51 .16 . 29 .13 131 .04 0 121 . 06
1,000-1,8999________________|_______ .17 . 06 .01 .03 .23 .43 .18 212 .13 1. 14 .M 0 .53 .05
2,000-29009___ . _ .. _. .| | .88 .02 ) .05 .21 . 50 .16 | 1. 80 12 ] L 04 (% .01 . 65 .02
3,000-3,999__ ______________|______. .15 .01 , 02 .13 .11 .40 20 .76 .20 1. 10 .02 .03 . 82 .01
4000-4,999___ L |ea.C .26 .05 .01 L 13 .23 .73 .24 . 86 .17 .84 .01 .01 . 84 .01
5000-7499__ _____________|.___._. . 33 .02 .01 L14 . 0% .4l . 20 . 95 .03 .38 .01 .01 .43 0
7,500 and over_____________|______. 16 .01 .0 .01 .03 . 56 18 .27 0O 1,18 .01 ] 0 42 0

Home-produced food:
All ineomes_ - _______________ - 1 .21 02| o ] .12 30 .07 65 .08 .72 *) .01 47 (9
Tood received as gift or pay:
All incomes_ _._._ ... ______|._._____ .10 .01 . 01 .08 .04 .19 11 . 53 .04 .21 .01 *) .17 .02
Money value per household {dollars)
All food: - N

All ineomes_ _________________ Lo2| 0081 D0 02 * 0.03| 0.09] 0.28! 0.07| 013] 0.01| 015! 0.01 ® 0.09 *
Under 1,000________________ 1.0g| .04 .02]| o 02| .09) .28 .04y .05| .01] .18| .06 O .19 .02
1,000-1,999_ ____________.__ 1. 17 17 .04 (%) .01 .13 .23 .06 .22 .01 .16 . 01 0 .08 .02
2000-2,999_ ______________ L 06 . 08 02lo® .02 .12 .27 .08 .15 .01 17 V) Q) .10 )
3,000-3,900__ _ _____________ . 8% .05 .0l Q] .04 . 06 .20 .07 .09 L0l .18 .01 .01 .12 {*)
4000-4,999_ ____________.__ 1. 23 . 06 .04 * .04 .13 41 .08 .14 .01 .13 .01 (*} .12 )
5,000-7,499_ _________.__._ .83 .10 .02 ] . 06 .05 .26 .08 .l Q) .08 ) (*) .06 0
7,600 and over. ._ . _____ 115 .02 .01 * )] .02 .43 . 09 .03 0 . 26 () 0 .07 0

Home-produaced food: .

All incomes_ . ____...._._.__ . 61 .05 .01 0 0 ., a7 .17 .02 .08 .01 .12 * Q] .07 *
Food received as gilt or pay: ‘ .

All incomes_ ______.___________ .41 .03 .01 ] .03 .02 .11 .05 . 05 * .03 .01 Q) .02 ®

2 kxeludes bacon and salt pork.
# Includes bacon and salt pork,
40,005 or less.

1 Includes value of beverages and miscellaneous foods, not shown separately.



TasLe 46.—F00D FROM ALL SOURCES (16 GROUP TOTALS
home in a week, by household size and 3

): Quantity and money value of foods used at
ncome, by region and income

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948. Foods included in
each column are specified in tables 33-44]

|Househnld Maat, poultry,
! Flour, !
Houselgglg. &l:g.l; l;egiml.’ Honse- Iﬁ:;g% in](?:gue All Milk ' Fatsand mgglt: Bakery B fish 4
(dollars) holds home= | (after tax) | 10008 |equivalent; oils? | cereals, { products L
1 person) pastes Total | Ment
m @ | ® ) ) ® @ | ® @ an | oan | a2
Quantity per household

Allhousgahold sizes and © Number | Persons Dollars Quarts Pounds Pounds | Pounds | Dozems r Pounds | Pounds
Tegiong._ .. ___.__- [ 1, 558 3. 42 L 606 i______ 15, 92 3. 01 4, 57 828 | 1.94 | 10. 98 8. 27
Under 1,000___.___ 53 2. 84 610 |______ 9. 71 2 44 5. 67 555 1.43 | 8.04 | 5 66
1,000-1,999_______. 204 3 23 1,ARS j..._._ 12. 92 2 92 6. 02 7.37 | 1.67 0 14 6. 78
2,000-2999_ _______ 410 3. 49 2,805 {______ 15. 68 3. 00 4. 83 826 | 1.90 | 10.36 7.9
3,000-3,990________ 351 3. 65 3,485 |______ 17. 80 3.32 4. 62 9.65 | 208 | 11, 85 9 17
4,000-4,999_______. 167 3. 50 4,421 _.____ 17. 31 3. 06 4.08 9,00 2.20 1 12 12 9. 02
5,000-7,499. _______ 154 3.31 5 861 |__..__ 17. 36 2, 84 3. 30 7.91 1,94 | 11.75 8. 89
7,500 and over__.._ 72 3.84 111,766 |______ 19. 83 3. 31 3. 71 8. 49 ,?rim_ 14. 43 | 10. 52
2-person households__- 479 1.89 | 3,003 |._____ 9. 51 2. 00 2. 64 5011 1.36 i 806 5. 02
Under 1,000______. 33 1,93 658 |__.._. 8.22 1, 66 2.73 4.39 | 1.12 5. 68 3. 94
1,000-1,999________ 78 1.98 | 1,541 |____. 8. 63 2. 22 4. 16 4901 1,30 | 7.36 ] 5 28
2,000-2,909________ 120 1.92 2,461 |______ 9. 22 1. 90 2, 54 512 1,44 7.92 5. 93
3,000-3,999. ______. 81 1. 90 i3, 473 |oo____ 10. 16 2. 09 2. 50 573 131 9, 17 6. 72
4,000—4,999________ 44 1.90 + 4,389 j__..___ 3. 86 2.17 2,21 4.74 1 1. 45 9. 02 6. 27
5,000-7,499_ . _____ 40 1. 76 5,977 |- 11. 21 1. 78 1. 53 4.8% | 1. 51 R. 26 6. 46
7,500 and over..__. 12 1. 81 9,98 ____.__ 10. 93 2. 18 1. 51 5371 1.45 | 11. 70 8. 68
3-person households__- 427 2. 90 3,796 |______ 14. 73 2. 69 3. h2 7121 176 510. 24 7.70
TUnder 1,000_ ______ 10 2.78 593 | _____ 10. 39 2. 58 8, 93 536 1.1.73 | 10. 11 6. 23
1,000-1,999_______. 59 2 94 1,604 |______ 13. 32 2. 53 4, 31 7.68 | 1.74 9. 34 8. 86
2,000-2,999________ 113 2. 90 2,500 | _____ 14. 21 2. 76 3. 84 6.95 ] 1. 68 9. 63 7. 33
3,000-3,999_______. 88 2,92 3,460 ;______ 15. 79 2. 69 3. 27 7.90 | 1.81 9. 94 8 156
4,000-4,999________ 48 2. 90 4,451 | _____ 16. 22 2,99 3. 12 7.26 | 1.97 | 11, 56 8 24
5,000-7,499_. _____ 53 2. 88 5,058 |______ 16. 11 2. 61 2, 50 7.26 | 1.65 | 11. 77 8 42
7,500 and over._ . . 21 2.89 112,918 |_____. 16. 54 2. 40 2.35 5.65 | 1.94 111.45 1 8 46
4-person houscholds___ 315 3. 90 3,766 |______ 19. 02 3. 32 4, 92 917 | 2. 14 P 1189 0 9.07
Under 1,000_ ______ 2 3.95 680 |.____. 12. 42 3. 25 11. 72 525 1. 25 5. 60 4. 10
1,000-1,999________ 33| 393 1,535 | ___.. 16.14 | 3.55| 639! 902|216 10.05| 7 18
2,000-2,999 _______ 20 3. 93 2,535 | ____ 19. 11 3. 27 5.43 860 | 220! 11.22 ¢ 8 43
3,000-3,990.___.___ 91 3. 88 3,518 1______ 19. 34 3. 50 4. 93 0.49 | 2. 10 \ 11. 79 . - 2
4,000-4,999______._ 29 3. 87 4,860 __.___ 20. 94 2, 85 3.93 10.59 | 1.95 | 13.28 | 9. 94
5000-7,499_  _._._ 34 3. 87 5,738 [_____ 20. 46 3. 33 4. 03 868 | 2218 | 12.62  10. 21
7,000 and over_.. . 20 3.87 110,214 ___.__ 18. 39 3. 07 3. 94 913 | 242 | 14 11 | 10. 43
Households of 5 or more. 337 5 79 3,884 |______ 23. 61 4, 57 8 30 13.60 + 2.80 4 15.13 | 1L 60
Under 1,000 _____- 8 6. 43 l 418 |_____. 14, 33 5. 28 15, 94 10.63 | 2.35 + 15.81 . 12 47
1,000-1,999________ 34 5. 91 1,519 | ____. 18. 89 4. 63 12, 92 10.85 | 1. 89 [ 11.99 | 9.68
2,000-2,999_______. 87 5. 95 2,642+ _____ 22. 97 4. 54 8. 67 13. 84 | 2.52 | 13.53 | 10. 88
3,000-3,999________ 91 5. 68 3,486 1. __._ 24,98 | 4.83 7.49 14.99 1 2.98 | 16,12 | 12. 17
4.000-4,999________ 46 5. 44 4,460 |______ 23. 28 4 13 6. 96 13.88 | 3.32 | 14.93 - 11,89
5,000-7,499_._____. 27 5 75 5,963 [.___._. 25. 02 4. 26 6. 55 12.71 | 287 [ 15. 80 | 11. 73
7,600 and over_. -.- 19 6.13 | 13,295 [_.____ 30. 62 5. 26 6. 35 12,92 | 3.33 | 19.79 | 14 0§
North and West___. __ 1, 216 3. 38 3,739 [______ 16. 46 2. 86 3. 87 8.92 | 1.92 | 11. 10 8. 50
Under 1,000 _____. 32 2 .49 | 633 |- 9. 44 1. 95 2, 87 591 | 1. 18 6.89 ' 5 07
1,000-1,999________ 128 3. 06 1,546 | ____ 13. 81 2. 59 3. 51 8 55 | 1. 80 9. 45 7. 10
2,000-2,999________ 319 3.49 | 2,519 [______ 16, 25 2. 88 3.97 .06 | 1.90 | 10.48 | 8.20
3,000-3,999_._._____ 295 3. 65 3,487 ... __. 18, 26 3. 19 4, 00 10.26 1 2.03 | 11. 78 9. 48
4000-4,909. 138 3. 42 4,432 |______ 16. 96 3.92 3. 59 888 | 206 | 1206 9 00
5000-7,490_ . _____. 126 3. 17 5, 8656 . _.__. 17. 43 2. 63 251 R 16| 1.84 | 11.72 8. 83
7,600 and over_____ 58 3.70 | 12,018 |______ 19. 41 3. 14 2,97 8331 2.24 1 1429 | 10.33
South_______________ 343 3. 53 3,143 1_ . __ 13. 98 3. 55 8. 09 6.04 ¢ 201 1047 7. 46
Under 1,000_______ 21 3. 38 576 [ ... 10.12 3. 19 9. 04 500 | 1. 81 9 81 6. 58
1,000-1,999________ 76 3. 51 1,869 |___.__. 11. 40 3. 48 10, 26 538 | 1.4 8. 62 6. 24
2,000-2,999________ 91 3. 50 2,457 |- __. 13. 71 3. 41 7. 85 5.46 | 1.92 9. .71 6. 90
3,000-3,999._______ 56 3. 67 3,472 | ____ 15. 35 3. 99 7. 86 6,44 | 231 | 12,18 8 07
4.000-4,999________ 29 3. 89 4,373 ____._ 18. 99 3. 68 6. 41 9,57 | 2.86 | 12. 38 9, 13
5,000-7,499________ 28 3.95 5,846 |___.__ 17. 04 3. 82 6. 82 6.81 ] 240 | 11.91 9. 14
7,500 and over._. ___ 14 4. 42 | 10,732 |._____ 21. 58 4, 01 6. 76 9.16 | 2. 86 15.03 | 11. 30

See footnotes at end of table,



TasLe 46.—Fo0op FROM ALL BOURCES (16 GROUP TOTALS): Quantily and money value of dfoods used at
home n a week, by household size and income, by region and income—Continue

(Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948,

each column are specified in tables 33—44]

Foods included in

j i
Fresh vegetables Dried I Canned Prepared
Household slze,! region,? l froits and Frozen fruits, _| or partially, Missel
ud oo | sumn | Een Potates, vepstadls, | 13 ond |mjne_s,"§§3 progured | Beverages | oot
| p%vg:fo - Other s l unices soups
1) (14) | ) (18) o @ | a9y | (1) (22) e
Quantity per household
All household sizes and | Pounds | Pouwnds | Pounds t Pounds | Pounds ' Pounds | Pounds | Pounds J
TegIONS . o __ . _____ 4.29 | 12.93 7.11 | 1018 L0000 0311  7.79 T g I
Under 1,000.___. . _ 3.35| 6.13) 484| 882) 1.04 A1) 484 Y R D I _
1,000-1,999 _ _______ 4,26 1 10, 62 6.41 | 853 1.15 .12 | 5.87 B8 |- .
2.000-2,999_____.___ 4271 12221 7.60| .48 100 20 759 | L23 T
3,000-3,999_________ 5.00 | 13.06 | 8.35| 10.51 1. 06 .32 8. 91 1.38 ... e mm e
4,000-4,900_________ 4,331 14.20 7.61 | 11.68 .02 .41 9. 24 1036 oo
5,000-7,499 ___ . __ 3.70 1 16,05 5.75 | 10.66 .86 .49 7. 80 122 | .
7,600 and over_____.. 3.99 | 18.32| 6.511 14 98 1. 00 1. 0§ 865 ( 114 .. . s
2-person households_ _-_ 2.76 8. 95 2320 750 0.57| 0271 535 | 0,66 |- - ___|_______
Under 1,000________. 2,4 406 3. 47 6. 68 . 63 .07 3.84
1,000-1,990  _ _______ 3. 29 8. 50 4,66 1 6,82 .72 .09 4, 55 |
2.000-2,999_ _ _____. 2,77 7. 63 4,67 660 . 68 . 20 5. 16 |
3,000-3,990_ ________ 3.11 | 10.18 4,671 T.72 .34 .30 5. 83
4,000-4,909_ ________ 2, 42 0. 58 4210 913 . 56 . 50 5. 98
5,000-7,400_ ________ 2,49 [ 10.95 3.65! 848 . 40 L4611 6,33
7,500 and over_____.. 199 | 1408 4,67 1 11, 64 . Bl .86 | 506
3-person households___._ | 35.66 | 12691 642 4 93 0.80 0.36 , 7.24
Under 1,000 . ______ 3. 30 8. 33 | 6.55 | 10.61 1. 32 .32} 353
1,000-1,999_____.__- 3.75 ) 10901 6.54] 817 . 86 .06 | 5,27
2,000-2,000______ __ 3.70 1 12.28 6.35 | 9 27 .85 .20 1 767
3000-3,999_._ . ____ [ 418| 11.921( 7.65! 9.60 .76 .34 9.23
4,000—4,990__ ____.__ ’ 3.41 | 13.78 6.81 | 1223 . 54 AT 784
5,000-7,490_ ________ 3.35 1644 5351 1L 01 .80 .58 626
7,500 and over.._..__ {__2.54| 16 89 4,201 14 06 .74 L0931 631
4-person households____[ 4,07 | 16.07 750 | 10,61 |7 1107 Q. 36_; 9. 17
Tnder 1,000 l 3. 75 8. 00 7.00| 10.90 257 0 4. 25 i
1,000-1,000 ________ 5. 18 8. 55 6.71 | 9.60 161 .25 I 8. 50 128 ool
2,000-2,090_ ________ l 501 17 47 7.85 | 10,38 L 03 .20 818 52 ol
3,000-3,090__ . __ 5 51 ( 1459 801 | 10.83 L16| .35, 944 168 |- | ___
4,000-4,900_ 1 " | 476| 10.57| 7.72| 1L74| 104 36| 1192 | 145 - 7| TI1TTT
5,000-7,499__ _______ 4,43 | 21.09 7.16 | 10,46 .92 .56 ! 10, 53 1.9% |
7,500 and over____...| 440 | 1758 7.36 | 13.60 .79 L03 ! 806 1,16 | _______
Households of Sormore_| 6. 63 | 15,96 1L 50 | 1360 ( 177 | 0.29| 10.64 | 158 _______|
Under 1,000.________ 7. 91 7. 74 i 7.80 [ 1492 2027 0 [ 10.78 115 |
1,000-1,999_ ________ 6 54 [ 17.02 9.89 | 12 01 2,19 13 7. 42 L58 o\l .-
2/000-2.909_ ... 6.30 | 1302 13.02| 1279 | 1 60 ‘ o8l owoe2 | tes il
3,000-3,000_ ________ 6,96 | 1522 | 12.63| 13 58 1. 90 .27 | 10.78 11 S S
4,000-4,990_ . _______ 6.86 | 15.40¢ 1163 | 13 50 1. B8 L2800 12,14 I ) SR ISR
5,000-7,499_______ .| 528 16 49 7.88 | 13.48 1. 58 .27 10.09 133 || .
7,500 and over__.____ 6. 44 | 23 34 9.32 ] 19. 59 1. 81 1.16 ;| 13.16 L8 | .
North and West_______ 4. 15 12, 60 7.58 | 10.02 0.90 .35 | B 31 L31 ..
Under 1,000_______._ 314 5. 68 4. 17 8 05 78 .10 y 4,73 . 69 J ________________
1,000-1,999_________ 4, 07 0. 88 7. 41 8. 50 . 88 L1l 7.07 L.22 .
2,000-2,999_________ 416 | 10.99 8 15 g, 26 . 86 L2100 792 138 |l
3,000-3,900 ________ 4911 12.33 881 095 1. 06 .33 942 150 | .
4.000-4,000_ ________ 3.99 | 14 18 7.71 ] 11.50 .82 40 0.49 L O
5,000-7,499_ . _____ 3.34 | 16.33 5.88 | 10,42 75 .56, 7.88 124 o).
7,500 and over_._____ 3.83 | 10.36 6.741 15.06 1. 04 1,27 i 8.74 L22 | | _______
South_ ... 477 14T 5441072 L5 0.3 508 070 |___.__ I
Under 1,000._. ______ 3. 68 6. 81 587 ( 10.01 14510 12| 500 T I T
1,000-1,990__ . __ . 4,611 11.88 473 8. 56 1. 60 J13 3. 86 T R N
2,000-2999__ _ ____ 4.59 | 16, 51 5701 10.25 1. 48 .16 6. 42 ST .
3,000-3,990_________ 5.47 | 16,95 5.88 ] 13.49 1. 08 .25 6. 20 T8 .
4,000-4,990 __._____ 5.96 | 14 31 7.15) 1252 1.37 .43 8. 04 LO3 ..
5,000-7,499 - ______ 5.33 ] 14.99 5.20 | 11.78 1.37 .19 7. 94 L5 .
7,500 and over_______ 4,671 13.97 | 5.5¢] 1470 .82 15| 8 26 ) R I T

See footnotes at end of table,



TABLE 46,—F00D FROM ALL S0URCES (16 GROUP TOTALS): Quqntity cm_d money mlug of foods used at
home in @ week, by household size and income, by region and tncome—Continued
[Urban housekeeping familics of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948.

each eolumn are specified in tables 33-44]

Foods ineluded in

_ T House(}ui]d 1047 1 TFlaur, ’ | Mentf,is%o‘ultry.
ize,! reglon,? size: (2 o | ; U | Bakery .
Homhg%silﬁg,or%zg B }1113‘1’32' rﬁg‘iiat : (;&gg:t“;ﬂ I [oqogs L'mll\;[‘u'l:lx]fent Iaﬁ:;‘fisa{l 1 c'l;?'ggls, prc:dg?l’:s Eggs -
o m) o pastes Taotal Meat
1 person} .
n @ @ | @ | ® ) o ® ® av | an | ay
[ S S [
| | Money value per househaold (dollars)
A sholdsizesand | Number | Persons | Doltars ‘ \
W rentons s ant. TS T R oo | a7 use ! 0.6 ‘ 173 112/7.18 ) 5 ?S
53| 2.84| 610 | 15563 | 2.08 | 108, .69 11l .78 | 480 &
nggfllé%%(]'i: ____ 204! £93 1,555|19.18| 2.8 . 140 .81 L4496 553 4.3
2/000-2.999 410 | 349 | 2505|2271 | 3.59| 155 720 1.70 | 108 | 6.57 | 5 21
3000-3999..__ .. 351 | B3.65| 3485 | 26.43 | 421 L72 7L 1,98 [ 120 | 7.56; 6. 09
4,000-4099_________ 167 | 3.50 | 4421 |27.07| 414| L.686 64| 191|124 805 622
5000-7,499_____ 154 | 331! 5861|2618 420! 162 54| L7711 0805 629
7500 and over ... 72 | 3.84 11,766 (3453 | 513 ] 203 64! 1.99: 146 10.64 | 801
2-person househalds__. 479 | 180 | 3, 093 | 16. 83 2.28 1.10 0.40| 110 /0.78 | 5 25 ;. 02
7 1.93 658 | 11.88 | 1. 80 .81 .39 L08 | .63 | 3.30 | 2 42
}8331115%%0"_:::- 23| Tos 1,541 \ 14.75 } 190 | 1.15 . 58 \ .94 l 73 | 4.50 | 3.44
2/000-2,009________ {120 1.02| 2461 11555 | 210| 1 03 .37 1 108 .81 |498| 383
20003990 . | 81 190 | 3,473 (18,47 2.65| 117 38| 121| .76(599| 4863
400049990 D 44, 190 4889|2010 | 259 | L36| .34 117] .82|616] 431
5.000-7,400___ . ____ 0 LT6| 5777, 1879 2.58| 111 (31 L2 .89 | 579 | 459
7,500 and over_._ _ | 12| 181 99181 27.23 280! 1.53 .26 1.50 | .87 | 0,54 _7.40
3-person households__.. 427 = 200 | 3,796 | 2278 38 53 L44) 036 | 1.52|L 03 g. s: ! g gg
i . 503 118,201 218 1. 14 | .73 1.17 ; 1.0 .0 )
N égr A 1,604 | 10.26 | 300 | L21 .64 L51| .99 574; 4.39
2/000-2,009____ o 113 290! 20500 | 2135 3.20 148 \ 50| 150 ‘98628 4.87
3,000-3.999________! 88 | 2.02 8460 [ 23.57 | 3.78 | 1.47 551 1.7 11.02 1 6.43 | 5.44
4.000-4,999. 110 487 2,00 4451 25390 397 165 54| 151117785 585
50007490 J 01 53| 2iss| 595812621 417 | 163 42| 169 (99 842 635
7.500 and over___._| 21 2.8 12,018 [27.87 | 4.39 . 1.45 40| _1.36|1.18 '872| 655
L | 45 | 22
d-person households___ 315 3.00 | 3,766  27.24 | 1.42 | 175 Lla 27 | 1. Zi L 3; | ; ;g g (133
j .95 680  17.49 | 2,08 | 1.30 a2 m . :
nggrfé%%o‘”"“ 3§ g 83 1,535 ‘ 22.36 | 862 164 S06 . 1740 1.26 | 5.97 1 441
'000-2,999 . 90| 393! 2535 2580 | 430 173 80| 1.78 | 1.26 (724 573
g’ggg:?,’ggg ‘ 01| 3.88| 3,518 27.37 ; 4. 39 1.76 .75 L9B | 1.23 | 748t 611
4.000-4,999 _____ | 29 | 3. 87| 4,360 30.81 5. 05 } gg . ;8 | ? ‘1}2 % éi g. gg ; zlp,lt
5.000-7.400. _______ 34| 3.87| 5738 20.04 : 496 85 . € . . .
?jggg :ﬁd over_..__ 20/ 387 (10214 3280 | 48 | 172, 70| 208|151 (98| 770
f . o -
Households of 5 O | aar| 579 as8e 3086 | 552 |21 119| 274|160 2. n;’ \ : .;,;;
8| 648 418 126,68 | 200 204 L70| L69 | 1.11|742] 5
Unggillbogggo"" 34| 591 | 1,519 [ 26.24 | 417 206| L50] 218|1.15[7.09| 600
;’800—2’999 """" 87| 593 2542 |3L21| &27| 2323 % ?g % g? 1 gg 13 ‘Itg | ; g;
' 090 91 | 568 | 3,48  35.51 | 585! 243 . . .73 10, :
i'gg&_i'ggg" I 16| 544 4460|3320 = % g gg 1. gé g gg % ;i 8 gg g gz
000-7.490_____.__| 2 575 | 505313340 | 5 ) . 3 . X .
?'ggg gﬁﬁgg%&'f-"' 15 613 ‘ 13,295 | 47.87 | 7.71. 3.2 109 291 1‘ 2 07 |14.32 | 10.30
" L 5 T3, 730 25 » 735 | 5 86
North and West______ L2156, 338 3,739 2500 A04| 15| 0 62 1 ;); i 1. ;: | ; ;? ; %
_____ | 32 2,49 633  14.20 | 2. 15 .95 4 .26 | .68 3. .
ngg-r-fé%%qi _____ 128 | 3.06 1,546 | 20.71 ‘ 3. %’9 % gg .gg ‘ % gg i }'82 g. gg :é. Zg
2'000-2909 | 316 | 349 25192330 | 375 ) 65, Les |l ) 5. 4
' . : .14 . 1,19 | 7.60 | 6 28
30003909 (| 205 | 285 3487 28.92| 437| L7l 861 204, 119 7.60] 628
4.000-4,099_______ 138 | 342 | 4,432 | 27.05, 4.10| 165 61 L 120 813 631
000-7, S 126! 317! 5805 26,311 417 156 4T 1871 : :
?'ggg gﬁ%lg?);réf::_ 58 | 3.70 | 12,016 | 35.23 t 511 | 204 .55 206 L4 10.81 | 813
South. oo "~ 343 | 353 | 3,143 | 2L181 312 158, 098 \ L1l| 107|630 4 2?
. 576 | 17.55 | 1.99| 1.26| 110, .90| .92 [543 | 3.5
£ 000- 1’000“""') % 380 | 1,560 | 16.50 | 235 1.42 | 119 90| .78 [4.83 | 3.59
1,000-1,999 2 76 3. , 3. 39
2000-2,999_____ ... 91 | 3.50| 2,457 | 20.44 | 3.00] 1.52 .98 105 1.04 ?.84 4.23
3.000-3,999_ . r 56 | 367 3,472 | 23.95 z, gg % g? gg | } ég % 33 7 g? 509
£,000-4,999_ 1 __ 20, 3.80 | 4,373 |27.20 . Ty el reeLas)na ) o0
5,000-7,409. - | 28 ' 3,05 5846|2655 | 4.41| 1.88 . ) . . 1
7.500 and over____ 4] 442 J 10,732 [ 3119 | 522 | 199 L04| L70|1.63|0.86| 74

SBee footnotes at end of table,
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TaBLE 46.—F00D FROM ALL SOURCES (16 GROUP TOTALS): Quantity and money value of foods used at
home in o week, by household size and income, by region and income—Continued

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948. Foods included in
each column are specified in tables 33-44]

|
Fresh vegetables Pre d | ¢
N Dried Canned pare
Household size,! Teglon,? Sugar, Fresh frutia and 260 | oot vage. | OF Dartially| Miscal-
&ng enme swee | s | Potwoes, | | vgeiati,| It end hIG SRS preped” | Beverawe | uncihy
potatoes soups
(13 (14) (15) (16} (17) (18) (19) (20) (21) (22) (23)
Money value per household (dollars)—Continued
All household sizes and

PEEIONS - o o amamues 0. 80 1. 38 0. 45 1. 63 0.32 0.12 1.12 0. 32 1. 70 0. 39
Under 1,000.....-—-_ .48 | .67 . 32 1. 32 . 33 .04 .71 .18 .98 . 26
1,000-1,899. ____.___ .67 L 06 . 40 1. 26 .31 .04 . 83 . 25 1. 05 .29
2,000-2,999_________ .71 121 .47 1. 47 .30 ! .07 1. 10 .32 1. 48 .39
3,000-3,999_ _ _______ .98 1 44 .51 1. 69 .36 | .11 [.28 .39 1. 84 .45
4,000-4,999__  ___... .91 1. 63 .48 184 .32 | .16 1. 31 .32 2,02 .44
5,000-7,499. . ______ .74 1. 72 .89 1.73 .30 .19 114 .34 1. 94 . 40
7.500 and over.___.___ . 96 2. 19 .43 2 91 . 37 .40 1.27 . 30 3. 42 . 39
2-person households. . 0. 54 1. 00 0.28 1.21 0.19 010 0.77 0.20 1. 34 0.28
Under L,00O_________ . 35 . 56 L 20 .99 .20 .04 .53 .18 .65 .20
1,000-1,999_ . ______ .48 .94 .30 1. 06 .21 .03 .63 .15 .91 .24
2,000-2,999____._._. .48 .81 .30 1.02 .20 .06 .72 .19 1.16 .23
3,000-3,999 ____.____ . 64 1.186 .29 1.24 .14 1 . 83 .23 1.39 .28
4,000-4,959_________ . 62 1.29 .29 1. 45 .21 .20 . 84 .21 225 . 40
5,000-7499_________ ! . 67 1.21 .24 1. 44 .16 .18 .02 . 26 1. 57 . 35
7,500 and over____._.| .61 1.72 .32 2.52 .22 .32 . 86 .17 3.7 .28
3-person househalds.___|~ 0.69 T.40 | 0. 41 1.63 ) 0.26| 0 14 1.06 | 0. 32 1. 61 0, 34
Under 1,000...______ ? ., 45 . 81 . 468 1. 49 . 30 .10 .48 .19 1. 45 .20
1,000-1,999_________ 1 . 66 1. 11 .42 127 .27 .02 . 80 .24 1.12 . 26
2,000-2,999 .. ___.___ ! .61 1.25 .42 1,45 .27 .12 1. 10 .33 1. 36 .37
3,000-3,999 - ____.___| . 80 1. 41 .49 1, 65 . 25 .14 1. 39 .42 1. 69 L4l
4,000-4,999 .. _. ‘ .7l 1. 59 .41 1. 98 .21 . 30 1. 07 .24 1. 96 .33
5,000-7,499 . _ . _____| .77 1.71 .35 1. 90 .24 .22 .94 .33 2,08 .35
7,500 and over___.___| .70 2.13 .26 2. 66 .23 .43 .90 .24 2, 61 . 21
d-person houscholds_._.|_ 0.98 | 162 | 0.48| 1.78| 0.36| 013 | 136 042, 1.8 0.41
TUnder 1,000_________ . 40 i . 87 . B0 1. 90 . 66 Q .55 .24 1. 18 .30
1,000-1,999__ . _____ 77T L7 .41 1.42 .42 J11 1. 15 370 17 .38
2,000-2,999__ _______ . 85 < 1. 66 .49 1. 66 .31 .07 1. 26 .40 1. 61 .44
3,000-3,999_________ 1. 16 1. 44 .49 1.72 . 38 .13 1. 37 .49 2,15 .47
40004999 ________ 1.14 2. 09 .49 2. 00 . o8 .14 1.78 .45 1.82 .61
50007499 _________ .85 2.20 - 50 1. 67 .37 .20 1. 56 .47 1. 55 .48
7,500 and over_._..... L1l 2. 08 .49 2. 52 .40 . 35 1. 42 . 32 2. 91 . 51
Householdsof 5ormore.| 115 | 168 | 0.70 | 2/10| 0.55 | 0.11 148 042 219 0.55
Under 1,000_________ 1. 02 .94 . 56 2. 30 . 47 0 1. 92 .31 1. 69 .61
1,000-1.999__ _______ .99 1. 38 .59 L. 59 . 49 .05 1. 00 .42 1.21 .37
2,000-2,999_________ 1. 00 1.29 .76 1.94 .45 .03 1. 45 .43 .91 .57
3,000-3,999____. ____. 1.25 1. 74 .76 3. 15 . 66 .09 1. 51 .41 2.07 . 61
000-4,999_________ 1.27 1.77 .71 1. 97 .48 ] .10 1. 69 .45 2.083 l .53
5,000-7,499_________ . 86 1. 87 .53 1.93 82 .12 1. 32 .31 2. 68 .49
7500 and over.._....| 1.3¢| 269 .84| 366 .80 .48 1.781 .431 432! 51
North and West._.__._ 0. 83 1. 40 0. 46 1. 66 0. 31 013 119 0. 37 1. 81 0. 41
Under 1,000 _.__.____ .45 . 64 . 26 1. 20 22 . 05 . 66 .20 1.01 .23
1.000-1,999 .73 1. 09 .43 1. 32 .28 .04 1. 00 .35 1.21 .32
2,000-2,999 .73 1.186 .49 1. 45 .27 .08 1. 15 . 36 I. 51 .42
3,000-3,999 . _ __.__ 1. 01 1. 44 .53 1, 64 .37 .12 1. 35 .43 1.90 .46
4,000-4,999_ . ._____. . 89 1. 61 .47 1. 88 .29 .16 1.34 .35 1. 98 .43
5,000-7499__ ______. .71 1.72 . 38 1. 76 .29 .21 .12 . 36 2. 08 . 39
7,500 and over_.___.__ . 98 2. 36 .44 307 . 39 .48 1.25 .32 3. 57 .39
Bouth_ .. _oaa. 0. 69 1,27 0. 39 1. 53 0. 38 0.08 0. 88 0.17 1. 33 0. 32
Under 1,000.________ .83 .73 .40 1. 54 . b0 .03 .78 .14 .94 . 36
1,000-1,009_________ . 56 .95 .34 1.14 .35 .05 . 54 .07 .78 .25
2,000-2999_ _______. . 64 1.28 .39 1. 52 .40 .08 .92 .19 1. 31 .30
3,000-3,999___.___._. .81 1.42 .44 1. 96 . 30 .10 .92 .21 1. 54 . 36
4,000-4,999_______ . 1.02 1.69 [ .81 1. 69 .41 17 1. 18 .23 2. 25 .43
5,000-7499_ .. _____ .91 1, 65 | .45 1. 59 .35 .08 1. 21 .23 1. 30 .40
7.500 and over___ . __ .91 1, 49 [ .39 2. 30 30 . 06 1. 37 .21 2.34 .38

1 Bee Glossary, Household size. ? Excludes bacon and salt pork.

? Bee appendix B, pp. 174 to 175. ! Includes bacon and salt pork.
30504 0~-55-—-~T 9



22 TaBLE 47.—F00OD PROM ALL BOURCES (SUBGROUP TOTALS): Quantity and money value of specified foods used at home in a week, by income

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April--June )1948]

Milk, cream, ice oream, cheege Fats and oils {excluding bacon and sali pork)

Incoma (dell Milk C ) Table fat ' Shortenin .

‘ e Tolz‘lﬂ;l“mg ii"’m"’im"‘:f Cbheess Total i e onﬂs' ma{'

SRR ottt | Fuaa | lenc® Total | Battar |Margarine| Total Lard Other | dressing

0} (2) ) (€3] & 6 n &) @ (10) (11} (12) (13} (14)
Quantity per household

_. - Quaris Quarts Quarls Pounds Poundy Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounde
All ineomes . .- aoo oo 15, 92 12. 50 10, 93 1, 34 0 98 3.01 1. 38 0. 78 0. 60 0. 88 0. 39 0. 48 076
Under 1,000___________________. 9.71 7. 85 6. 36 . ba . 58 2,44 .97 .33 . 65 1.03 .75 .28 .44
1,000-1,999__ _______ [ 12. 92 10. 45 R 18 .73 .73 2. 92 1.12 . 55 . 56 1. 12 . 69 .43 . 89
2,000-2,999_____.___._____.. ---| 1b. 68 12 64 10. 79 1. 09 . 88 3. 00 1. 34 75 . 89 .92 44 48 74
3,000-3,999_______. e mm = —ew-| 17.80 14. 05 12. 37 1. 67 1. 03 3. 32 1. b6 82 .74 . 92 38 64 84
4,000-4,999_ . __ . ___ ... .. 17. 31 13. 31 12. 11 1. 60 1. 15 3. 06 1. 50 83 . 67 .74 20 53 83
5,000-7499_ _ . ... 17. 36 13. 03 11. 99 1.73 1. 26 2 84 1. 42 96 . 46 .61 18 43 82
7,600 and over . ________________ 19. 83 14. 97 14. 13 2.21 1. 36 3. 31 1. 78 1. 31 .47 .70 18 51 82
Not classified_ __ _______________ 13. 45 10. 24 9. 33 1.25 ) 2. 65 1. 17 71 . 46 . 80 31 49 68

Money value per hougehold (dollars)

All incomes_ .. - T 3. 75 2. 54 2.27 0. 68 0. 53 1. 59 0. 96 0. 69 0. 26 0.32 0.12 0. 20 0. 32
Under 1,000 __. ________.______ 2.08 1. 62 1. 28 .23 33 1.08 58 30 .28 34 22 i2 16
1,000-1,999 __ ... ... 2. 88 2. 08 1. 68 . 40 40 1. 40 74 49 .25 . 38 21 17 28
2,000-2,9008__ . _ ___. ____.___ 3. 59 2. 57 223 . 54 48 1. 55 92 66 .26 .33 13 20 30
3,000-3,999__ ... . ____ ... 4. 21 2,84 2. 54 . 81 56 1.72 1. 04 72 .32 .34 12 22 34
4,000-4999___ ____ . .._____ 4. 14 2.75 2. 56 .79 60 1. 66 1,02 73 .29 . 28 06 22 36
5000-7,499  __ . | P 4. 20 2. 67 2. 50 .40 63 1. 62 1. 06 86 .20 22 05 17 34
7,600 andover_______ .. ______ o 13 3. 14 2.99 1,22 77 2.03 1. 39 1.18 .21 28 06 22 36
Not classified . _ - _._.____ . ___ 3. 32 2,13 1, 96 . 67 52 1. 48 85 65 .20 30 10 20 33

See footnotes at end of tahle.



Flour, mesls, cereal, pastes Bakery products Meat, poultry, fish Bugar, swests

Tneome fdollars) o ) Other Ypgs (lnl\flm[ai}n Fist Sirups.
Total ! C 1| wEreals |ompogal Bread baked Total CECIOR ) ] py 153 Total Sugar | proserves,
OtR our |Cornmes] | ooty otal read ggod‘(s ota E.ﬁﬁ?oﬂ? 1 shelfish . rosery
(16} (16} an (18) (1)) (20) 24 (22) {4 (24) (25) (26) an (28) 20 (30)
Quantity per househeld
o — e
Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Dozena Pounds | Potinds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Iounds | Ieunds

All incomes_ _. . .. e 4. 57 2. 356 0. 48 1. 73 8 28 6 16 212 1.94 | 10. 98 8. 27 1. 58 1.12 4. 29 2. 86 i. 43
Under 1,000_._. . _____.__..| 5 &7 2. 97 1. 37 1. 33 5. bb 4,23 1. 32 1. 43 8 04 5. 66 1. 65 .73 3. 35 227 1. 08
1,000-1999____ ________._._.. 6. 02 3. 08 .98 1. 96 7.37 5. 55 1.81 1. 67 9. 14 6. 78 1, 37 .99 4. 26 2. 96 1,30

S 2000-2999. . _______._..__ 4, 83 2.49 .48 1. %6 8. 26 6, 19 2. 06 1. 90 | 10. 36 7.91 1. 40 1. 04 4, 27 2,93 1. 34
3,000-3,999_ ... _._____ 4, 62 2. 5h .35 1. 72 9. 65 7. 29 2. 36 2 08 | 11. 85 9 17 1562 1. 16 5. 00 3. 35 1. 64
4,000-4009_ . _____._ oo ——--] 4. 08 2, 05 31 1.72 9, 00 6. 68 233 2,20 | 1212 9. 02 1. 88 1. 22 4 33 2. 69 1. 64
5000-7,499_..__ _____.__.__.[ 3.30 1. b4 27 1. 49 7. 91 5. 55 2. 36 1.94 | 11. 756 8 89 1.75 1.12 370 2. 40 i. 30
7,500 and over_ _ _ ___ . _. .. 371 1. 83 28 i. 60 8 49 6. 01 2. 48 2,36 14.43 ; 10. 52 2. 67 1. 24 3,00 2. 44 1. 65
Not elassified. .__ . B 3. 61 L 70 34 1. 57 6. 83 5. 056 1. 78 179 | 10. 43 7. 54 1. 46 1. 44 3.72 2.42 1. 30

Money value per household (dollars)

Allincomes___ . ________ 0. 69 0. 26 0 05 0. 38 1. 73 0. 93 0, 80 1.12 7. 13 b. 58 0. 94 0. 61 0. BO 0. 27 0. 53
Under 1,000, ____ e e . 69 .29 .12 . 28 1. 11 .61 . 56 .78 4 50 3. 19 06 35 . 48 22 26
1,000-1,990_ . _._________ . 81 .3 .10 .40 1. 44 .82 .62 .06 5. 53 4, 30 78 . 45 . 67 28 39
2000-2999_ _.__ . .___.______ .72 .28 .04 , 40 1. 70 .94 .76 1. 08 6. 57 5. 20 23 . b4 .71 28 43
3,000-3,999  ___ ______.______ .71 .28 .03 . 40 1. 98 1. 10 . 88 1. 20 7. 66 6. 09 89 58 .98 32 (%3}
4000-4,999______._.._____ . . 64 .24 .03 .38 1.9 1. 0t .90 1. 24 8. 05 6. 22 1. 14 .69 .91 27 64
5000-7,409_ . __..________ - . b4 .18 .03 .33 177 . 85 .92 1. 11 8 05 6. 20 1. 08 . 68 .74 22 52
7,000 and over_ __ ______.._____ .64 .26 .02 . 36 1.99 .96 1. 03 1. 46 | 10. 64 8. 00 1. 64 1. 00 .96 23 73
Not classified . _.__ . __ . 60 .22 .04 .34 1. 49 it .70 1. 09 7.10 5. 38 89 .83 LT 23 54

!

See footnotes at end of table.



L TarLE 47.—F00D FROM ALL SOURCES (SUBGROUP TOTALS): Quantity and money value of specified foods used at home in a week, by income—Con.

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United Sfates, spring (April-June) 1948]

Fresh fruits Fresh vogetables Cenned frufts, vegetables, and Julces Prepared gnd partially prepared
Diried fruits| Frozen
Income (dollars) and vege- | frults and FPrepared
Totatoes, tablag, ruzts | vegetables and
Tatal Citrus Other swaet- Other Tatal Fruits | Vegetables] Juices Total partially Soups
potatoes propared
dishes
(31} [673] (a3} 34 (35) 38 [61)] {28 (39 (40 1) “2) (48} (44) {45)
Quantity per household (pounds)

All ingomes_._.__.____._.. 12. 93 7. 50 5. 44 7.11 10. 18 1. 00 0. 31 7.79 1. 92 3. 39 2. 47 L 17 0. 37 0. 80
Under 1,000_________._ 6. 13 3.90 2. 23 4. 84 8. 82 1. 04 .11 4, 84 1. 46 2. 26 1.12 . 64 .24 .40
1,000-1,999____________| 10.62 6. 29 4. 33 6. 41 8. 53 1. 15 .12 b. 87 1. 18 2 .92 1. 79 .88 .30 .58
2,000-2,999__________ . 1221 7.12 5. 09 7. 60 9. 48 1. 00 .20 7. 59 1. R3 3. 58 2. 18 1.23 . 38 -85
3,000-3,999__._______..| 13.08 7. 00 6. 07 835 10. 51 1. 06 .32 8 01 2. 36 3. 89 2. 66 1. 38 .42 . 96
4,000-4,999_________.__| 1420 8. 01 6. 20 7.-61 11. 68 .92 .41 0. 24 2,19 3.78 3. 27 1. 16 .33 .84
5000-7,499_________ . __ 16. 05 9. 81 6. 25 5. 7h 10, 66 . 86 . 49 7. 89 2. 13 3. 17 2 59 1. 22 .46 .76
7¢500 and over_. _____ | 18.32 11. 13 7. 19 6. 51 14. 98 1. 00 1. 05 8. 65 2. 40 2. 13 4. 12 I. 14 .30 . B4
Not classified. . _____._ 12, 93 7. 94 4 98 5 74 9 51 . 88 .35 7. 16 1. 62 3.12 242 1. 08 . 35 .73

Money value per household (dollars)

All incomes__._____._.._. 1. 38 0. 57 0. 81 0. 45 1. 63 0. 32 0 12 1. 12 0. 34 0. 54 0. 24 0. 32 0. 13 0 19
Under 1,000 ___.___.__ . 67 .29 .38 .32 1. 32 .33 .04 71 .24 34 .13 .18 .08 .10
1,000-1,999 . .. ___ 1. 08 .45 .61 .40 1. 26 .31 .04 . 83 .21 44 .18 .25 11 .14
2,000-2,909___________. 1.21 .51 .70 .47 1. 47 .30 .07 1. 10 .33 &7 .20 .32 .12 .20

3,000-3,999_______. ____ 1. 44 . 55 . 89 .51 1. 89 .36 .11 1. 28 .41 61 .26 .39 17 .22
4,0004,999___________. 1. 63 .62 1.01 .45 1. 84 .32 .16 1. 31 .39 58 .34 .32 .12 .20
5,000-7,499_____ ______ 1. 72 L .98 .39 1.73 .30 .19 1. 14 . 38 50 .26 .34 .16 .18

-7350{} a.nd. OVer___ . ..__._ 2.19 .92 127 .43 2 91 .37 .40 1. 27 .47 a9 .41 .30 11 .19
Not elassified.________. 1. 37 .08 .79 .37 1. 62 .20 .14 1. 04 . 30 50 .24 .31 . 13 .18

1 Includes the fluid equivalent of eanned and dry milk,

1 In fluid miik.

2 Includes dry weight of ready-cooked pastes.



TABLE 48.—F00D FROM ALL 80URCES (11 ¥F00D GROUPS): Quantity and money value of foods used at home in a week, by tncome
{Urban hougekseping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948]

Household Last
H " gize (21 ) ¥, a Citrus Potatoss, | Other vege.| Milk Moeat, Dry beans Grai & :
Tncome (dollars) hglllgg E)Br%!: :g All foods 1 g;gree?lozw}] ; gggtég;as . gt\:gg;; . ba{?&ﬁ :rd ociglin\ga- Dglsltlltsy. Fggs al;% &B;B. pro({ggtls 1 Fs:]tisisa:ld s;e%?sr s
person} gotablos
1 2) @ 1)) (5 )] {7) (8} (9) (10) (11) (12} (13) (14} (18)
Quantity per household
. Number Fersons Pounds FPounds Pounds Pounds Quarts Pounds Dozens Pounds Pounds Founds Founds

All ingomes._ . __________ 1, 558 3.42 | __ 7.63 11. 8¢ 7.26 13. 43 15. 92 10. 24 1. 94 0. 94 9. 34 3. 8% 4. 86
Under 1,000.__________ 53 Q.84 1. 6. 70 6. 45 4, 96 8 26 971 6. 95 1. 43 .92 8. 84 3. 59 374
1,000-1,009___________. 204 3.23 |___.__._ 6. 46 9. 57 6. 48 10. 17 12. 92 8. 28 1. 67 1,18 10. 28 3. 02 4.73
2,000-2999____ _______ 410 3,49 oo 7. 30 11. 13 7.72 12, 63 15. 68 9, 67 1. 90 .97 9. 62 3. 85 4. 31
3,000-39%9______ ____. 351 3.65 (.. __ __ 7.91 11. 79 8. b1 15. 08 17. 80 11. 14 2. 08 1. 00 10. 17 4. 17 5. 68
4,000-4 999 ___________ 167 3560 ) _____ 8. 96 13.17 7.71 15. 48 17. 31 11. 34 2. 20 .81 9. 27 3. 08 4, 92
5,000-7,499____________ 154 25 O I 7.81 14. 22 6. 03 14. 74 17. 36 11. 09 1.04 .73 7.79 3. 63 4. 29
7,500 and over.________ 72 384 (.. 10. 31 17. 07 6. 71 17. 83 19. 83 13. 40 2. 36 .78 8. 58 4, 42 4. 70
Not classified- - ____ 147 | 2,93 |.___ .. 6.84 | 1206 5091 | 1231 | 13.45| 9.84) 179 .86 7.56 | 3.37 425

Quantity per person
Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Quaris Pounds Dozens Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds

All incomes ... _.__ 1, 5568 3042 . 2. 23 3. 45 2. 12 3. 93 4. 65 2. 99 0. 57 0. 27 2.73 1. 14 1. 4
Under 1,000 ___.______ 53 2,84 (___.__ 2. 36 2.27 1. 75 2. 91 3. 42 2. 45 . 50 32 3. 11 1. 26 1. 32
1,000-1,999_.______ .. ._ 204 3.23 |- 2. 00 2.96 201 3. 15 4, 00 - 2,56 .52 37 3. 18 1.21 1. 46
2,000-2,999______.____ . 410 3049 | __.___ 2,09 3. 19 221 3. 62 4, 49 2.77 . b4 28 2. 76 1,10 1. 38
3,000-3,999______._____ 351 3.656 oo _-.__ 217 3. 23 2. 33 4, 13 4, 88 3. 05 . 57 27 2. 79 1. 14 1. 56
4000-4,999____ .. _____ 167 350 |________ 2. 566 3. 76 220 4, 42 4. 95 3.24 .63 23 2. 65 1. 14 1. 41
5,000-7,499______ o= 154 3.31 |- 2. 36 4 30 1. 82 4. 45 5. 24 3.35 . 59 22 2.36 1,10 1. 30
7.000 and over___.._____ 72 384 . ____ 2. 68 4 45 1. 75 4 64 b 16 3. 49 .61 20 2 23 1. 15 1. 22
Not classified_ . __._ .. 147 293 |-____. 2.33 4,12 2. 02 420 4. 59 3. 36 .61 29 2. 58 1. 13 1. 45

Money value per household (dollars)

All incomes_._____ .. __._ 1, 558 3.42 | 2424 1.18 1.23 0 51 2. 14 3.75 6. 63 112 0. 34 2. 51 2. 16 1. 20
Under 1,000.____.____. 53 2.84 | 1553 .9 i . 37 1. 33 2. 08 3. 89 .78 .31 1. 84 .70 .76
1,000-1,999_____ ___ ... 204 3.23 19, 18 .91 .85 .44 1. 53 2. 88 5.02 .96 .34 2.33 1. 97 .08
2,000-2990___________ 410 .40 227 1. 10 i, 12 . B2 192 3. 59 6. 11 1. 08 .33 2. 51 2, 09 1. 08
3,000-3,099 . ________. 351 3.65 | 26.43 1,22 1. 28 . 60 2. 39 4 21 7.07 120 . 39 2. 80 2,29 1. 45
40004999 __________. 167 3. 50 27.07 1. 40 1. 36 .83 2, 56 4.14 7. 48 1.24 .32 2.65 2. 29 1. 31
5,000-7,499_____._ . 154 3.31 | 26.18 1.28 1. 41 .49 2 38 4. 20 7. 57 111 . 30 2. 40 2. 17 1. 16
7,{500 and over..______ 72 3. 84 34. 63 2. 03 1. 89 . 51 3.21 5 13 9 92 1. 46 . 34 2.70 2. 80 1. 51
Not elsssified . _ . . _._ 147 2.93 23. 11 1. 10 1,25 .43 2.07 3.32 6.7 1. 09 32 2.18 1.95 1. 15
1 Ineludes expense for alcoholic beverages, coffee, tea, leavening agents, salt, ¢ Ineludes chocolate and cocon; dry equivalent of cooked beans and pcas and

vinegar, spices, extracts, not shown se]gls.rately. shelled equivalent of nuts.

z Ineludes canned potatoes, potato chips and sticks. $ Ineludes the weight of flour, meal, cereals, pastes, added (o the dry cquiva-

3 Includes prepared or partially prepared dishes and soups, chiefly vegetable lent of prepared or partially prepared dishes and soups chiefly grain products,
and fresh equivalent of dried fruits, and approximately 60 percent of the weight of bakery products,

t Excludes bacon and salt pork. Includes prepared or partially prepared 7 Includes bacon and salt pork.

diahes, chiefly meat. ¢ Includes the sugar equivalent of soft drinks and eanned puddings.
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[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948]

Food and quantity per person

(pounds)
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y quantities of foods

Income (dollars)

y: Dustribution of households b

- used at home per person in a week, by income—Continued
{Grban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-Fune) 1848]
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TaBLE 50.—F00D FROM ALL SOURCES (SELECTED Foons): Distribution of households by quantities of foods
used af home per person in a week; milk (equivalent) and meat by household size and income, fluid
milk by income for families with children and families with no children, and white bread and citrus
fruits, by income

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948}

) Tocome (dollars}
Food, household size or composition, and quantity per
{e1a}
bers Allingomes? | Under 1,000| 1,000-1,009 | 2,000-2,909 | 3,000-3,999 | 4,000-4,900 | 5,000-7,499 7-533;1“1
¢Y] @ (3} () {5 © M 8 o
Milk (equivalent, quarts):

All household sizes: Pervent Pereent Pereent Percent Pereent Percent Percent Percent
0.0-099% _______ __ . _.... I 1.7 9, 4 4.4 1.5 06 0 0 2.8
1.00-199___ ____________________. 5 8 13.2 11. 8 59 3.4 3.6 3.2 1. 4
200-299_ ________ ... 12. 4 11,4 15. 2 13.9 11. 4 9.0 10. 3 56
3.00-3.99 ... 20. 1 26. 4 16. 7 21.7 19. 1 24, 0 17. 6 23. 6
400499 _________________________ 19.7 13.2 21. 9 17. 8 21.9 19. 1 20. 1 20. 8
500-5.99_ . ___.___._. e 15.0 13.2 11.3 15.8 17. 4 17. 3 11.8 13. 9
6.00-6.99. .. . __ . ____ .. ... 11. 4 9 4 7.8 11. 7 12. 8 10.8 13. 7 13. 9
700andover. . _____.____.. e 13. 9 3.8 10.9 1. 7 13. 4 16. 2 23. 2 18. 0

2-person households:
0.01-0.992 ________________________ 2.1 6.1 2.6 2.5 L2 0 0 ®
100-1.99_ . 5. 0 9.1 10. 3 . 8 3.7 4.5 2.5 (3)
200-2.99. _________ o ___ 13.3 12.2 141 20.9 11,1 9.1 10. 0 %)
3.00-3.99. . __ 19.1 30.2 16.7 20.0 14. 8 22. 7 20. 0 (3)
400499 e 18. 5 12.1 23. 0 16. 7 18. 7 15. 9 15. 0 ®
BO0-5.99_ .. 14.3 15. 1 12.7 15.7 16.0 20. 5 10.0 ®
6.00-6.99. . __. 9 & 9.1 7.7 7.5 17. 4 9.1 7.8 )
700andover_ _ .. _ . . ____.____ 18. 1 6.1 12. 9 15. § 16.1 182 | 350 *®

3-person households:
001099 % . e __ L2 ® L7 .9 0 0 0 *
1.00-1.99_ . ____.____ ool 3.5 E“) 68 4, 4 3.4 0 0 Q)
2.00-2.99. ... 11.2 3 20. 3 7.0 9.1 12.6 9. 4 3
3.00-8.99. L ___l. 19. ¢ ® 15, 3 23.0 19. 4 16. 6 13. 2 (3}
400-499___________ . ____. 19.9 (* 23. 6 212 15. 9 18. 7 28 3 )]
6.00-8.80_ . ____ L _____ 18. 7 3) 8.5 20. 4 21.5 14 6 9.4 (3)
6.00-699________ . __ .. 13.1 5) 85 11. 5 12. 5 14. 6 20. 8 )
Y00 andover. . ... .. ____.__. 15. 4 '} 15. 3 11. 6 18. 2 22.9 18 9 G

4-person households:
0.01-0.99 1.3 ¢ 9.1 0 1] 0 0 E‘)
1LO0-1.99_____. 57 ® 15. 2 10. 0 I.1 6.9 0 4}
200-299_.__._. 10.1 S’) 15.2 6.6 11.0 6.8 8.8 ®
3.00-3.99_ .. 18. 1 3 9.1 17.8 18.7] 242 20. 6 ()
4.00-4.99_ _ 19. 3 E’) 21.2 17. 8 25. 3 6. 8 20. 6 (&)
5.00-5.99____ 17. 5 3 12.1 16. 7 18. 8 17.3 8.8 ()
8,00-6.99__.___ 140 ®) 9.1 18. 9 1. 0 13. 9 20. 6 *
700 and over._ .. _._—.._. 14,0 *) 9.0 12. 2 14 3 24,1 20. 6 ®

Households of 5 or more:
0.01-0.99 %... 21{ @® 8.8 2.3 1.1 0 0 ®
1.00-1.99_ . __ 9.8 ) 20. 6 10. 3 55 4.3 14. 8 *
200-299___ . __________ 145 Q] 8.8 20,7 14. 3 6.5 14. 8 ®
3.00-399 _ _____ . 24. 6 ) 26. 4 26, 5 23.1 327 18,5 ®
4.00-4.99_ .. 21 4 ) 17. 7 15. 0 26. 3 30, 4 11. 1 (3
5.00-5.99_______ . _____. 12. 4 } 11.8 9.2 13. 2 17. 4 22.3 Q)
6.00-6.99_________ e 9 2 ) 59 10. 3 1.6 6.5 0 *
700 and ovVer. . o .o aeo oo 6.0 ) 0 5.7 5.5 2.2 18. 5 U]

Meat (pounds)

All household sizes:

NN e e m e .4 1.9 1.0 .2 1] 1.2 0 0
001099 . ea— . 3.6 13. 2 7.8 3.4 1.2 3.6 1.3 0
100199 s 344 30. 2 38.2 40. 3 33.8 20.3 26.7 25 0
2.00-2.99 el 28. 8 32.0 2¢.9 24. 9 316 34.7 32.6 3L 9
8.00-83.99. oo 18. 4 15.1 17.2 20.0 20.0 12.0 18, 9 23. 6
4.00-4.99 . e ____ 81 7.6 7.9 6.3 6.5 10. 8 1. 0 8 4
5.00-5.99. .. 3.7 0 1.5 3.7 3.7 4 8 7.1 0
6,00 and over- . .. ________.__._ 2.6 0 1.5 1.2 3.2 3.6 2.5 111
2-person householda:

None_ . oo . 8 3.0 1.3 0 0 45 0 (]
0.01-0.99 _ e e 3.6 9.1 6.4 3.3 0 4.6 0 g)
LOO-199_ _______.___.__ e 20. 7 33. 4 26.9 22.5 17. 3 8.8 12. 5 )]
-2 99 e 23.8 30.3 21, 8 22. 5 24 7 31. 9 22, 5 &
3.00-3.99 . e ciiaes 24, 5 18. 2 25. 6 27.6 27.2 22. 8 20.0 (%)
4.00-4.99 . e 13.7 6.0 12. 8 10.0 12. 3 15.9 27. 5 ()
5.00-5.99_ o o 6. 7 0 26 10. ¢ 8 6 4.5 10. 0 {8)
6.00 and OVera . cuuo oo 6 2 0 2.6 4.1 9.9 9.0 7.5 )

See footnotes at end of table.



TABLE 50.—F00D FROM ALL SOURCES (SBELECTED Foons): Distribution of households by quantities of foods
used at home per person in a week; milk (equivalent) and meat by household size and income, fluid
milk by income for c{amiligs with children and families with no children, and white bread and citrus
fruits, by inecome—Continued

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948]

¥ Income (dollars)
Food, household size or composlilon, and quantity per
o Alllncomes | Under 1,000( 1,000-1,999 | 2,000-2,899 | 3,000-3,99 | ¢,000-4,999 | 5,000-7,490 | 7500 80d
1) {2} 3) @ (5 {6} M (8) 1]
Meat (pounds) +—Continued
3-person households: Pereent Percent Percent Pereent Percent Percent Percent Percent
None_ . _____ 0 ® 0 0 0 3
0.01-0.9% L eeoo. 3.1 {3 51 1.8 23 4, 2 0 )
1L00-1.99_ . o eo_-_ 30. 0 %) 40. 5 327 22. 8 3.2 24. 5 *
2.00-2.90_ ___ . TTTTTTTTIIT 30.9 | (8 23.8 | 29.2| 351 202! 339 &
3.00-3.99_ . ea- 22. 5 Q) 22,1 29. 2 25.0 10, 4 22, 6 Q)
4.00-4.99_ oo 8. 4 (%) 6.8 6. 2 91 14. 6 7.6 O]
5.00-5.99_ - __ 3.0 %) 0 .9 4.6 6. 2 9.5 )]
6.00 and over_ _ . __ oo 2.1 & 1.7 0 1.1 4.2 19 *
4-person households:
NOne . _ o eeemaa 0 &) 0 0 0 0 0 )]
0.01-0.99_ . ___ __ .. 2.6 * 9.1 22 0 3.4 2.9 E3)
1.00-1.99_ _ . _ao-- _- 41. 9 & 48. 5 5.2 40. 6 34 5 26. 5 K]
2.00-2.99 o -.. 32.4 {5 33. 3 28. 9 36. 3 38.0 38.3 ®
3.00-3.99 . o oioaoo- 14 6 ® 3.0 12.2 16. 5 6.9 20,5 *
4.00-4.99 L Il .. 5.4 & 6 1 3.3 3.3| 13.8 591 (9
5.00-5.99_ . _____ Tl .. 28| (® 0 2,2 2.2 34 591 &
6.00 and over. . . ... 3 ) ] 0 1.1 0 0 *
Households of 5 or more:
NODe e 6l @ 2.9 1.1 0 0 0 (3;
0.01-0.99_ __ . __ - 5.4 e 14. 7 6.8 2.2 2.2 3.7 (@
1.00-199_ ... 52.1 ® 50,1 63. 3 52,7 45,7 519 &
200-2.99 - 29.7 ® 26. & 18. 6 29. 7 41. 3 37.0 (?
3.00-3.99 . - 86 % 2.9 5 7 12. 1 6.5 7. 4 ?‘
400499 _ . 21 ® 0 4 6 2 2 0 1] )
B.00-5.99_ o eeo_o-_ 1.2 (® 2.9 0 0 4.3 0 *
600 andover__.__________.______.__ .3 & 0 0 1.1 0 0 @
Fluid milk (quarts): R e ——
Al household sizes:
NOne_ e 2. 6 6. 6 37 1.1 .6 0 1.4
0.01-099___ . . _ .. o_e_o__ B. 1 10. 5 6, 4 5.7 3.6 2.6 4 2
100199, __ ... ... 15. 9 20. 5 16. 1 13. 7 13. 2 16. 2 9.8
200299, - 24. 1 24. 9 23 4 22, 8 28 7 f 24. 8 23. 6
3.00-3.99_ - 2.5 22.3 22, 6 22. 8§ 18,0 ! 19. 5 221
4.00-4.99_ ___ o _oo.. 13. 8 82 11, 4 17. ¢ 18. 5 ! 15. 6 13.9
5.00-5.99_ __ _ e oo-. 8. 4 3.5 i 9, 8 7.7 7.8 11. O 19. 4
6.00 and over_______ . T77777 7.6 3.5 ] 6. 6 02| 96| 103 5.6
Households with no children: '
NODe. o e 2.8 5 0 4.6 1.5 1.4 [} 33
0.01-0.99 o ____ . . 5 8 50 6.3 6.0 } 7.0 f 356 33
1.00-1.99_ . ____________ e 20, 5 24, 4 20. 6 17. 2 18. 3 22.3 13. 3
200299 .. 25. 0 23.1 26. 8 26. 1 l 20,7 ) 22. 4 30.0
3.00-3.99_ ______ ... 22,2 26. 3 20, 0 [ 25 4 . 18, 4 i7. 7 30.1
4.00-4.99_ _ o aeeeloas 39 81 9.7 10. 4 7.0 15. 3 6. 7
5.00-5.99_ el 5 6 4.4 o 2 4.5 8 4 7.0 10. O
6.00and overeo oo .o _—-_. 82 3.7 6.8 8.9 0.8 1L 8 3.3
Houszeholds with children
Nowe .o . [ 2.3 9.3 3.0 .9 0 0 0
0.01-0.99_ . ___________ e - 6.5 19. 6 6, 4 5 5 1.0 1. 4 4.8
1.00-1.99_ . ____ I 1L, 8 14. 4 12. 7 1. 5 9 4 87 7.2
2.00-2.99_ ... 23. 3 27. 8 20. 8 20.7 28. 2 27.7 19. 1
3.00-3.99 . . _ ... 20,7 15. 5 24, 7 21. 2 17. 7 21.7 16. 6
A400-4.99. . _____ 17. 2 8 3 12. 8 21. 2 27.1 16. 0 19. 0
5.00-5.899_ _____ __ . ______ 10. 9 2.0 13, 2 9.7 7.3 15. 9 26. 1
600 and over_ ___._______ _______._... 7.3 31 6. 4 93 9,3 86 7.2
White bread (pounds):
All household sizes: P
None .. _____ el o 1.9 18 9 12.7 10. 0 12. 5 12. 0 11. 0 12. 5
0.01-0.49_ .. 85 13. 1 88 85 6. 6 8.4 8.4 11,1
0.60-0.99_ ___________ o ____ i8 4 17. 0 157 19. 5 14 5 19. 1 26. 7 22. 2
1.00-1.49_ . _.__. 20.8 18. 9 17.7 20. 3 19. 2 15. 6 25, 4 27.9
1.50-1.99_ L .. 16, 3 17. 0 14, 7 17. 6 18. 5 18. 5 12, 4 16. 7
2.00-249________._. i 10, 1 57 13, 2 11. 2 11. 4 9. 6 5 8 4,2
2.50-2.99_ o _-___ 5.5 1.9 6.9 4 9 6.8 6.6 5 8 1.4
300andover. . _______ . . 85 7.5 10, 3 80 10. &5 10. 2 4.5 4. 2
See footnotes at end of table,
305040—55— 8 9




TaBLE 50.—F00D FROM ALL SOURCES (SELECTED FooDs): Distribulion of households by quantities of foods
used at home per person in a week; milk (equivalent) and meat b% household size and income, fluid
milk by income, for families with children and families with no children, and white bread and citrus
fruits by income—Continued :

[Urban hpusekeeping familieg of 2 or more persons in the United States, apring (April-June) 1948]

Income (dollars)
Food, bousehold size or composltion, and quantity per
person i
ineal) | | Tnder1,000] 1,000-1,099 | 2,000-2,099 | 3,000-3,900 | 4,000,909 | 5,007,439 | 7500204
)] @ @ (O N ¢ ® (6] () (@
Citrus fruits {pounds):®

All househoﬁ:f gizeg: Pevesnt Peroent Percent Pereend Percend Percent Percent Pereend

12. 1 a7. 6 18. 5 15.0 7 8 4 7.8 0
i14. 5 17.0 19.2 13. 4 14, ¢ 16. 2 12. 3 5. 6
22.0 11,3 21.1 25.1 28.1 22.0 13. 6 12. 5
16, 2 13. 2 12.7 18 3 16. 5 12. 6 143 23. 6
125 57 11. 8 10. 5 140 16. 2 14. 2 15. 3
7.4 57 5.4 6.1 83 7.2 11. 2 9.7
5 1 0 3.9 3.9 4.3 4.8 7.8 15.3
3.1 1.9 L5 2.0 2.0 4 8 52 0.7
7.00 and over_ . L | 71y 76| 59| 57| 5.1 7.8 13.6 83

|
L Includes families not eclassified by income. 3 Percentages not shown because of too few cases.
2 All families reported that they congumed some milk 4 Includes bacon and salt pork.
or other dairy products (excluding butter) during the ¢ Includes fresh, canned, and frozen.

survey week,

TaBLE 51.—F00D FROM ALL SOURCES (MILK EQUIVALENT AND MEAT): Distribution of houscholds by
quantities used at home per person in a week, by household size and total food expense per person

{Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948]

Food expense st home per person in week (dollars)

Food, household size, snd guantity per person i
Under 400 | 400490 | 500598 | 600699 | 7.007.9% | 800890 | sopog | 1000and
{1 @ (3} 4) 6] () [} (€3] 9}
Milk equivalent (quarts):
All household sizes: Percent Percent FPereent Percent Pereent Percend Percent Pereent
001099, ___ . 10. 8 2.1 0.7 0 1.0 0 0 0.4
1.00-1.99 e 22,1 13. 8 51 31 .5 2.1 .9 .4
200299 - 27. 8 19. 2 i4 0 12, 2 7.0 890 3.8 5 3
300399 . .- 17.1 281 23.5 21 5 24,0 18. 4 12,1 10. 8
400489 L _____ 13. 9 16.7 23.1 21.5 23.5 18. 4 18. 5 15. 56
500-5.99 & e caecmamee 2.5 8 8 18 5 17. 7 15. 5 17. 8 20. 3 18. 1
6.00-6.99_ __ . o= 3.2 b5 2 9 2 13. 3 140 18. 6 12.0 15. &
700 and over_ _ _ o o mimaoao - 26 311 5.9 10. 7 14. 5 15. 8 32. 4 34 2
2-person households:
001098 . oo o 6.7 7.8 4.2 0 3.1 0 ) .8
1.00-1.99 e 23. 4 20. ¢ 83 1.6 0 3.7 2.0 .8
200299 e 26. 6 17. 5 22. 9 19. 4 .7 14. 9 80 6.9
3.00-399 . __ - 30.1 22. 5 8. 7 24 2 24. 7 16. 7 12.0 13. 8
400499 e 6.6 20.0 12. 5 24 2 32, 3 i3. 0 18.0 16. 2
5.00-5.99. o eeeaae 3.3 50 25.1 14, 5 77 129 16. 0 18 5
6.00-699. .- 3.3 0 8 2 4 8 i6. 9 16. 6 80! 11. 5
700 and over. . _ ..o emmaaeee 0 7.5 2.1 11.3 7.6 22.2 36.0 31.5

3-person households: i | |

00099 e 14 9 2.0 0 L 0 0 0 0
1.00-1.99 e 7. 4 10. 2 4.5 43 1.7 1.8 0 1]
200-2.99 @ e 37.0 18 4 17. 9 11. 4 86 7.3 Q 1.7
800899 o oo 14. B 38.8 | 224 14. 3 23. 3 18, 2 12. 5 6. 8
4.00-4.99_ . .. .. 14. 8 1223 283 21. 4 18. 3 20.0 20,0 18. 6
5.00-5.99_ . emdcaoo- 3.7 12,2 | 890 229 18 4 28,5 25.0 11. 9
6.00-6.99 . .. oo 7 4 8.1, a0 17. 1 11,7 16. 4 12. 5 23. 7
7.00 and OVer_ _ o - e o | ¢ | 120 86| 200! 10.8| 300 37.3

See foothotes at end of table.
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TasLE 51.—F00D FROM ALL SOURCES (MiLK RQUIVALENT AND MEAT): Distribution of households by
quantities used at home per person in a week, by household size and total food expense per person—Con,

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1948)

Food, household size, and quantity per person

Food expense at home per person in week (dollars}

| Under 4.00

400499 | 5.00-5.99 | 6.00-6.99 | 7.00-7.99
(1 (2 (69} [¢Y) (5) {6
Milk equivalent {quarts)—Continued
4-person households; Percent Percent Percent Percent Fereent
0.01-099 .. s 13. 3 0 g ¢ 0
1.00-1.98_ ... 16. 7 18. 5 4.5 2.9 0
200299 _ _____ .. 29.0 16. 3 90 B8 4.4
3.00-3.99. ___ . __. 13. 4 14.0 22. 4 20. 6 22 2
400-4.99_ _ __ o a- el 10. 0 233 23. 8 19 2 20. 0
500-5.99 _ _ .- 0 16. 3 17. 9 19. 1 22. 3
6.00-6.99 oo 33 9.3 it 9 16. 2 13. 3
700and over_ . _ ... 13. 4 2.3 7.5 13. 2 17. 8
Households of 5 or more:
0.01-0.99 . 0.9 0 0 0 0
100-199__ . __.-_. e 28, 5 9.8 4. 4 3.6 0
200299 ____ USSP 240 23.0 10. 0 9.1 10, 0
3.00-3.99_ ___._. e t4.1 | 327| 27.8| 291! 266
400499, . __.__.. [, 18 3 230 24, 4 2. 9 20. 0
500-5.99 . .. 2.8 3.3 22.3 12,7, 16.8
6.00-6.99_ oo 14 49 89 14. 5 | 13. 3
7.00 and over_ _..___ SR [\ 3.3 2.2 91 ‘ 13. 3
Meat (pounds): 2 -
All household sizes:

ONE_ e eoleol. 25 0 0 .3 .5
001099 _ 19. 0 6.7 2.2 .8 L5
100199 _ L .l._ - 65, 9 64. 3 44. 9 34. 1 23. 5
2.00-299_ . __. e 10. 1 21 2 38 2 41. 6 40. 0
3.00-3.99_ . 2.5 5.7 12. 1 20.0 24,0
400-499______ . __ . __._ _. [ 0 2.1 2.2 2.8 9.0
500-599__________ I [ 1] 0 ! .4 1.5
6.00 and over___ ... ___. S 0 0 0 U 0

2-person households:
None. o e 6. 7 0 0 1.6 1. &
0.01-099_ . .. 20,0 12, 5 2.1 1.6 1 2.0
100199 ... 60. O 40. 0 33. 3 25 8 20. 0
200-299_ _____._ e 10. 0 30.0 37. 5 40, 3 26. 1
3.00-3.99_ . . ____ . .... 33 15. 0 20. 8 | 27. 5 30. 9
400-490__ ______ ... 0 2.5 6.3 i 3.2 15 4
500-5.99____ . __ . ... 0 0 0 0 3.1
6.00and over_ __ . _____._____.___ 0 0 D 0 0
3-person households:
None. . .. 0 0 0 0 0
001099 o 22.2 81 3.0 0 1.7
1.00-1.99_ _ . ___ 66. 7 55. 2 44. 8 ar 1 15. 0
200299 ______ . _.__ 111 22. 5 32. 8 37.1 53.3
200399, ___ ... 0 81 17. 9 22. 9 25,0
400-499_ ____ . __ Q 6.1 1.5 29 5 0
5.00-5.99. o _____ ¢ 1] 0 o o
600and over_ _ . __________________ 0 0 0 o 0
4-person households: i
NONe_ 0 0 0 0 0
00099 ________ .. 10. O 2.3 45 1.5 | 0
100-1.99_ .. 60. 1 88 4 46. 2 36.7 1 24,4
2.00-2.99 .o 23. 3 9.3 44 § 3971 467
3.00-3.99_ ... _. 6.6 0 4.5 17.6 | 17.8
4.00-4.99________. e 0 0 0 3.0 | 8 9
5.00-5.99_ .. _ 0 i} 0 1.5 2.2
600and over. _______._.__.__ . __ e 0 0 0 | 0o | 0
Households of 5 or more: | | i
NoDe. .. P28 0 o 0o , o0
0.01-0.99. 1T LT | 2rz| 49/ o | o ' o
1.00-1.99_ _ __ __ ... __._._ | 70. 4 70. 5 50. 0 l 36.3 ! 46. 7
200-299_ . ____. I 4 2 23.0 37.8 ! 5L 0 | - 33 4
3.00-3.99_ __ . .. 1.4 1.6 89 I 10. 9 16 6
400-4.99_. _____ . __ . ____ - 0 0 2.2 1.8 33
5300-5.99_ .. . ... ... . 0 o 1.1 0 0
6.00 and over__ __ _.___ ol 0 o 0 | 0 0

i

| 800690 | o005 10-33;_“‘*
Cow ®) ‘ Q)
Percent l Percent ' Percent
0
0
32
12.9
! 16, 1
\ 21. 0
10 4
27. 4
0
0
3.3
13. 3
16. 7
20, 1
23 3
23. 3
Yo 70 ‘ 0
7 \ 0o | 4
130 149 | 7.1
288 ' 2.3 159
3.5 28.6 | 271
171 21.3  19.0
481 ‘46l 181
21, 93| 124
o .0 0
Lo 0 .8
L1 180 4.6
Vo241 \ 6.0, 13.8
29 6 240’ 269
25. 9 24,0 18. 5
L a7 80, 185
- 120! 16.9
i {
| o | o | 0
.0 r 0 | 0
P17 7.5 J 13. 6
| 32,7 | el 153
34.6 325 2R8
46| 225 ’ 16. 9
36! 25 169
1.8 7.5 | 85
0
0
14. 5
21. 0
33.9
17. 7
11.3
i 1.6
| 0
0
13. 3
E 36.7
: T 26,7
i 10. 0
' 10. 0
; 3.3

1 All households reported cons?_n{p;tgh of seme milk or other dairy produets (excluding butter) during the survey week.

2 Includes bacon and salt pork.
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TaBLE 52.—PURCHASED FOOD (SELECTED ITEMS): Estimated quantities and seasonal indeves of food used
at home in 1948 "

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States]

Quantity used In week, 1048 Beasonal Index: Year’s sverago=10¢
¥ood item Per hovse- Winter rin; Fall
T
hold Per perscl | (nes Mar) | (Apeedene) | GoleAug) | BeptoNov.
(e} @ @ W 5 ) 4]
Pounds Pounds

Milk, cream, {ce cream, cheese. . ______________ 33. 95 0. 93 105, 5% 98. 8 04, T 97. 2

Milk, fluid, canned dry (fluid equivalent) ... 26. 04 7. 89 105. 1% 97. 4 96. 0 98. 5

Whole fluid milk. . __ . e 22.20 6. 52 104.3 97. 5 96. 6 99. 1
Cream, ice cream (fluid milk equivalent) _____ 118 . 35 94. 0 111, 2% 114. 1* 87. 3%
lIeeeream .. ____________________________ .74 .22 89, 3% 108, 2 127. 3% BT, T*
CheeBE . e oo e mmiceemae e .94 .27 110, 2* 103. 1 84. T* 93. 4%

Fatsandoile . __ . _____________________ 3. 03 .89 102, 3 68. 7 97.2 100. 1

Table fab. oo oo ceaec e 1. 38 .40 103. 5 8. 8 96. 8 48, 8

Butter_ . __ . .76 .22 99. 3 99, 7 97. 8 102.9

Shortening, oils, dressings______.____________ 1. 65 .48 101. 3 98. 6 07.5 101. 2
Flour, meal, cereals, pastes___.________________ 4, 68 1. 37 110, Q* 97. 5 89, 2% 96. 2*
Flourand meal . _____ . _________ .. ____.____ 2. 94 . 86 110. 1* a6, 2 04, 2% 94 1*

Cereals and pagtes. - - oo 1.74 .51 109. 8* 99, 4 81. 6* 99. 7
Bakery produets___ - ... 8. 48 2, 48 100. 9 06, 7 95. 9* 104, 8*
read. e 6. 28 1. 84 98, 5 97. 8 97. 8 105. 6*
Other baked gooda. .o vocm oo 2. 20 . 64 107. 4% 03. 6 90. 7* 102. 6

_______________________________________ 2. 52 .74 102. 9 106, 4* ol 5* 95. 4

eat, poultry, fish___...__ ... __._ 10. 50 3.07 103. 8* 99, 9 93, 7+ 99, 2

L 8. 17 2. 39 104, 5* 99, 7 90, 6* 100. 6

Beef _ ______ . 3. 19 .93 107. 3* 100. 5 88. 9* 97. 3
Pork__ .. 2, 89 .85 98. 8 100. 9 99. 7 100. 8

Fresh o - 1. 41 .41 110. 3* 07.7 87. 4% 97.1

Cured_.___ - 147 . 43 87. 9% 104. 1 111. 6* 104. 5
Bacon_ oL .72 .21 96. 7 97. 4 97. 0 109. 1%

Veal, lamb, variety meats.____.____.______ 1. 06 .31 119, o* 99. 3 G5. 8% 98. 4
Bologna, other . _ . __ . ______ .. __ 1,01 .30 96,7 94, 3 96. 4 112, 5¢

Poultry. ... oo 1,43 .42 96, 6 100. 3 112, 3* 96. 1

Fresh ehicken__ . ___________ . ____._____. 1. 37 .40 98, 1 99,1 111, 6* 95. 7
Fish and ghelifish__.__________ [ . 90 .26 109, 2# 101. 4 932, 0% 01, 89

Bugar, sweets_ _ _ _ .- 4,40 1. 29 109. 1#* 03. 3% 03. 3* 99, 1
UEAT e mmmm e m e 3. 04 . 89 103. 4 04, 0% 100. 7 100. 9
Sweets . . e emen 1,36 .40 121, 8* 91, 7* 76. 8% 94, 84
Fresh fruits. L . 14. 43 4, 22 80, 9* 81 4* 177. 1* 92. 84
Citrus . e cdaceen- 5. 78 1, 69 124, 9* 118 1% 74, 1* 66. 07
Other. . _________ . ... e 8, 66 2. 58 51, 4% 56, 8% 245. 7% 110. 64
Potatoes and sweetpotatoes___ . . ________ 7.22 2.11 108. 5¥ 96. 9 89, g* 101. 2
Potatoes . ommo ool 6. 74 1. 97 103. 9 99. 8 95, 6% 97. 8
Fresh vegetables___.__ . __________________ 10. 39 3.04 80. g* 89, 0* 122. 9* 121. 74
Tomatoes.__-.. U PSR 1. 48 . 43 35, 3% 85, 1* 152. 5% 186. 14

Leafy, green, and yellow_______ . ___________ 5. 52 1. 61 99.0 99, 4 98. 1 103.3
Other. - oo 3. 37 .99 70. 4% 82, 4% 150, 2% 123. 4*
Canned and frozen fruits. ... __________ 1. 59 . 46 140. 7* 112 9% 59, 7* 59, 9
Canned and frozen vegetables_. ... ___..._.- 2.95 . 86 139, 7* 110, 0* 44, 1% 74, 6

Canned and frozen julees________.._____._____ 2,47 .72 102, 1 08.0 93.2 103. 8
Dried fruits and vegetables, nute_.. .. _._____ . 98 20 128, 9* 101. 0 63. 9* B4, 6
Soups, prepared and partially prepared dishes_ . 1. 24 .36 115. 6* 93. 9 66. 6* 107. 8

1 See pt. II, pp. 51 to 53, for procedures used in deriving the seagonal indexes.
*Bignificantly different from 100 at the 5-percent level.
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TapLe 53.—Fo00D FROM ALL SOURCES (11 FOOD GROUPS): Hstimated quantifies and seasonal indexes of food
uged at home n 1948

{Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States)

One ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ per Year 1048 Seasonal index: Year’s averages=100
Food group Unit Winter Sori S Fall
. Per house- et it mmer atl
speng | Yo | P | rerpenen) el | Kot | BT | o
) 2} 3 4} (8) (6} ] ® ® 1%}
Leafy, green, and vellow vege-
tables. . ___ ________.__.___ Pounds___| 7.63 7. 80 406 119 99. 6§ a97. 8 98.0 103. 9
Citrus fruits, tomatoes____.___ -—.do ____} 1L 80 1174 610 178 108. 5 100, 5 94, 9 a1, 7
Potatoes, sweetpotatoes.______ codo .| T.26 7. 48 389 114 | 106.0 97. 1 90. 3 101. 3
Other vegetables and frafts.___|.__do —_..[ 18 43| 17,38 904 264 78.9 77.3 | 164.3 108.0
Milk, eream, ice cream, checse
(milk equivalent) ...________ Quarts.- | 15921 16,11 838 245 105. 5 08, 8 04,7 97. 2
Meat, poultry, fish 1. ________ Pounds___{ 10.24! 10 26 534 156 103. 7 99, 8 093. 4 99, 7
Begs i Dogens__.! 1.04 1, 82 95 28 1 101,910 106.4 94, 1 94. 9
Dry beans and peas, nuts_ . ___ Pounds___ .04 .95 49 141 1242 99. 2 70.7 88.0
Grain produeta________.______ eo-do ____ 9 34 9, 65 502 147 105, 7 96. 8 93. 5 100. 1
Fatsandoila?_ ________.._... —.doo___. 3. 89 3.93 204 60 | 101.1 98. 9 97.8 101, 1
Sugar, sweets. .. _____ woodoo__. 4. 86 5 16 268 78 | 1077 94 2 95. 4 08. 5
1 Excludes bacon and salt pork. 2 Ineludes bacon and salt pork.
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8 Tasre 54.—F00D FROM ALL SOURCES, SPRING 1942 (SUBGROUP TOTALS): Quantily of foods used af home per household in a week, by income!

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring {April-June) 1942]

See footnotes at end of table.

+

Milk, cresm, ice cresm, cheese Fats and oils (exeluding bacon and salt pork)
Incoms 1 (daliars) Totsl Cream, Table fat 8hortening Oils, may-
milke MIIk » jﬁ&m‘? Cheess Total - — — onnaise,
pnt alent) 4 Total Butter | Margarine| Total Lard Other- dressing
48] 2 (3 ) (8) ®) 4] 8) ] g - (1) (12) (i3
Quarts Quarix Pounds Pounds Pounds Peunds 'Pounda FPounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds
All incomes 5____________ [ [, 12.93 | 10.46 0. 86 0. 69 2 92 1. 41 1. 22 0.19 0. 87 0. 50 0. 37 0.
Under 500_____ . __ ___ o ___.____ 7. 76 6. 50 .09 . 49 2.01 .84 . B4 . 30 1. 03 . 87 .16 .14
500999 _ . _____. 8 95 7. 92 .13 . 32 2.23 1. 0D . B5 .30 .94 .75 .19 .29
1,000-1,499 _______ __ .. .. 11, 00 8 05 .49 . 60 2. 67 1. I8 . 88 .30 1. 04 . 63 .41 . 45
1,600-1,999_ ______ . ____ 13. 09 10. 74 . 60 .70 2 95 1. 27 1.16 11 .91 . 56 .35 .77
2,000-2,499_ ________ L _____. 13. 26 10. 76 .84 .71 2,95 1. 41 1. 24 .17 .70 , 40 39 .75
2,500-2,999___ _____ o _. 13. 40 11. 13 1. 16 . 62 2. 78 1,41 I. 28 .13 .74 . 38 . 36 . 63
3,000-4,999. _____ . ... .__ 14. 67 11. 55 1. 31 . 80 3. 25 1. 67 1. 56 .11 . 81 .35 . 46 LTT
5,000-9,999___ __ __ . __.__ el 16. 68 12 52 1. 44 1. 21 3. 68 1. 87 1. 81 . 06 . 88 . 43 . 43 .93
Flour, meal, cereals, pastes Bakery products Meat, poultry, fish ‘ Sugar, sweats
Income 4 (dollars) Oti Eggs Meat (in- Figh, Sirups,
Totul Flour ﬁfe‘"ﬁ' Cgtmuss' Total Bread lgagggé Total E:“:c:;go’;:n:gl Poultry sgllll Total Bugar p’ﬁﬁﬁ”}"
{14 (18} {18) un (18) (19) (20) (21) (22} (23} (24) (25) (28) @n {28} (26}
Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Poundy Pounds Dozene Pounds Pounds Founda Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds
All incomes ®__ __ 3 221 0. 39 1.7 B 32 6. 19 2. 13 1. 41 0 83 7. 67 1. 19 1. 07 2. 89 1. & 1. 05
Under 500_ . __ 6. 17 3. 52 1. 05 1. 60 4, 09 3. 24 . 85 1. 13 5. 23 4. 07 . 69 .47 2. 24 1. 21 1. 03
500-999 . __ ___ 5. 74 2.99 .99 1. 76 5. 96 4. 76 1. 20 1. 10 6. 40 4,72 .70 .98 2.31 1. 47 .84
1,000-1,490_ __ 5. 45 3. 00 . B4 1. 61 8, 57 5. 08 1. 49 1. 17 7.72 6. D6 L T7 . 89 2 84 1. 87 .97
1,500-1,899_ . _ 3. 57 1. 85 .20 1. 52 7. 92 5. 81 2.11 1. 42 8 16 6. 41 i . 98 2, 54 1. 87 . 87
2,000-2,499_ _ _ 4. 39 2 32 .31 1. 76 8 B85 6. 45 2. 40 1. 50 10. 25 812 1. 03 1. 10 3. 23 2. 00 1. 23
2,500-2,999__ 3.75 1. 47 . 16 212 8. 54 6. 18 2. 36 1. 50 11. 14 & 55 1. 30 1. 29 2. 83 1. 83 . 90
3,000-4,999 _ _ _ 3 82 1. 86 .09 1. 87 10. 20 7. 58 2. 65 1. 47 12. 13 9. 22 1. 65 1. 26 3. 07 1. 80 1. 17
5,000—9,999___J 3 81 1. 88 16 1. 77 11. 31 8 42 2 89 1. 73 14. 58 10. 86 2 67 . 80 3. 60 217 1. 43
i




Fresh fruiis Fresh vegetables ] Canned fruits, vegetebles and juices Froparad g&%&?tﬁ%&l{lg propared
Dritd | ey | e ——
f |
Tneome 2 (dollars) anﬁ:\l}:g. aérd.u?gg- l 1 l;‘;u gr:}d
Total Citrns Other Pgéiﬁﬁs' Other etﬁu[?' etables Total L Fruits | Vegetables| Juices Total tially Tg&ﬂ?}m
potatoes preparad
dishes ¥
(30} (31 (32) 31) (348 (35) (36) 1) (88} (39) (40) {4} (42) 43 (44)
Pounds Pounds FPoundy Poundsy FPounds Poiends Founds Poundy Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds
All incomes 5 .___________| 11.97 8 05 9 8. 82 9. 81 L1 6, 28 1. 62 3. 65 1. 01 0. 54 0. 42 12
Under 500.___.___ eee| B 15 2. 81 2. 34 B &7 520! 1.58 Q) 3 88 1. 08 271 . 09 .08 .06 .03
500-099. ... o o s9l 365 214 684 691 1,36, () 487 | L19| 300 . 68 .45 - 35 -10
1,000-1,409_ ___________ 9. 04 5, 04 3. 10 8. 08 7.99 ; 1. 50 Q] 5. 70 1. 40 3. 71 . 59 .48 . 33 10
1,600-1,990____________ a9, 37 6. 09 3. 28 8. 58 8. 17 1.04 ™ 5 71 1. 36 3. 54 .81 .45 . 35 .10
2,000-2,499____________ 12. 78 8 77 4 01 9 42 1Q. 30 1. 05 ™ 6. 29 1. 80 3. 74 .78 .72 . 58 .14
2,500-2999_ ________.. 14. 24 9 .70 4. 54 8. 68 10. 93 1. 29 ) 6. 22 1. 87 3. 63 1. 02 56 . 42 .14
3,000-4999_ _ ___ . __ 15. 09 10. 59 4. 50 9. 37 10. 96 1. 00 ™ 7.73 1. 87 4. 32 1. 64 .62 .48 .14
5000-9,999_ _ | 1844 | 1L B0 6.641 11.16 ! 15 02 {_ 1,01 Q] 7.03 203 369 1. 31 47 . 38 .09
! LI R

! Urban food schedules from the gtudy of Family Spending and Saving in
Wartime were retabulated to exclude those of single individuals, Quantities of
the different foods have been grouped, insofar as possible, aceording to classi-
fication used in table 47 of this report. Food consumption data for all house-
keeping families and single individuals in the spring of 1942 were published in
Family Food Consumption in the United States (18).

? Classification was %y net money income during the first quarter of 1942,
annual rate basis, before ineome tax, See table 55, columns 2 and 3 for number
of hous<holds in each class and average size of households,

3 Includes the fluid equivalent of canned and dry milk.

+ In fluid milk.

5 Includes families with incomes of $10,000 or over, not shown separately.

¢ Includes soups other than tomato, ready-cooked pastes. .

7 Not available. If any were used by households, quantities were included
with eanned.



TasLE 55.—F00D FROM ALL BOURCES, SPRING 1942 (11 FOOD GROUPE): Quantity of foods used at home per household in a week, by income

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or mare persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1942]

Hounsehold '
: Leafy,
size (21 ~and Citrus Potatoes, | Other veg- Milk Meat, Dry beans Gral Fats and Sugar,
Income ? (dollars) Households hn})e;l: :ll; zﬁ%&‘; uf.ﬂ‘;'égﬁaa p'f{';‘éﬁ.i; : et?pul?:an::d squivalent p%t;%r.y, Eggs !muc}_l pous, prodrucrss ,| Fatssn Sugar,,
person) Be
m @ (3 4) (5} (M 8) [ {10 (11) (12) (13) (14)

A Number Persons Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds OQuaria Poundy Dozens Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds
All incomes ®____________________ 1, 003 334 7.6% | 10. 94 883 11.11] 1293 9.21 1. 41 0. 89 9. 00 3.72 3. 26
Under 500___________ .. ________ 36 2. 85 4 85 371 8. 87 7. 50 7.76 4. 16 1. 13 1. 11 8. 54 309 2. 31
a00-999___________ - ___ 113 2. 81 5. 97 5. 70 6. 85 7. 54 8 95 5. 61 1. 10 .99 9. 15 3. 18 2. 44
1,000-1,499_ 125 315 6. 67 8 29 8 09 9. 58 11. 00 7. 00 1. 17 1. 16 9. 14 3. 51 3. 09
1,500-1,999 156 3. 15 6. 87 8 53 8 59 9. 27 13. 09 7. 56 1. 42 . 80 7. 96 3.70 2. 88
2,000-2,499 164 3. 39 7. 97 11. 58 9. 43 11. 67 13. 26 9. 73 1. 50 . 80 8. 29 3. 76 3. .62
2,500-2,009_______._____________ 128 3. 30 8. 30 12. 74 8 69 12 27 13. 40 10. 59 1. 50 .95 8. 47 3. 47 3. 28
3,000-4000____________________ 207 3. 60 8. 38 14. 36 0. 36 12, 67 14, 67 11. 61 1. 47 .78 9, 43 3. 96 3. 57
50009990 _________ . __..._ 59 415 10. 78 16. 00 11,17 15. 30 16. 68 13. 81 1. 73 .73 10. 04 4. b9 4, 32

! Urban foed schedules from the study of Family Spending and Saving in
Wartime were retabulated to exclude those of singf; individuals. Qusantities
of the different foods have been grouped, insofar as possible, according to the
classification used in table 48 of this repert. Food consumption data for all
housekeeping families and single individuals in the spring of 1942 were published
in Family Food Consumption in the United States (18).

? Classification was by net money income during the first quarter 1942 income,
annual rate basis, before income tax.

¥ Includes chips and sticks.

i Includes prepared and partially prepared dishes and soups, chiefly vegetable,
and fresh equivalent of dried fruits,

5 Excludes bacon and salt pork.

* Includes dry equivalent of cooked beans and peas and shelled weight of nuts.
Exeludes chocolate and cocoa.

T Includes the weight of flour, meal, cereals, pastes, added to the dry equivalent
of prepared or partially prepared dishes and soups, chiefly grain products, and
approximately 60 percent of the weight of bakery products.

8 Includes bacon and salt pork.

¥ Includes the sugar equivalent of soft drinks, packaged desserta.

1 Includes families with incomes of $10,000 or over, not shown separately.



"TABLE 56.—Income, family size, and expense for food at home and away from home and money value of food obtained without direct expenditure,
1947, by income

[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities]

Value of food per family Families having food in specified categories
5 . Ineome Famil .
City and income (dollars) Families (after amily Purchaged As gift or pay Purchased As gift or pay
tax) sizé © Toial Home- and gaten { Home-
produced away from | produced
Tatal At home Away Meals Other fpod home Meals Other food
[0)] (2) ® (4 (5) (&) (¢ & ® 1) 91V a 3 (4) (15
BIRMINGHAM
. Number Dollors Pergona Dollars Dollarx Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars Dollars Percent Percent Percent Percent
All incomes. .. ________ 1252 | 2 2, 865 3 32 990 952 836 116 18 17 3 68. 7 27. 1. 28. 6 10.
Under 1,000___________ 19 588 2.72 484 436 412 24 20 20 8 36. 8 42 1 26. 3 10. b
1,000-1,999____________ 51 1, 562 2. 85 747 711 667 44 24 7 5 56. 9 216 15. 7 15. 7
2000-2999____ _____._ 83 2, 484 3 22 952 924 847 7V 11 16 1 66. 3 20. 5 349 8 4
3 000—3 909 ______ _____ 53 3 449 3.79 1 154 1, 104 968 136 22 26 2 T7. 4 30. 6 28.3 7.5
4 000 a.nd over.._.._._. 44 5 374 3.73 1, 347 1 311 1,023 288 16 18 2 50, 9 22. 7 31. 8 13. 6
BUFFALO
Al incomes______________ 1254 |23, 353 3. 41 1, 287 1, 236 1,045 101 4 40 7 91.7 i6. 2 29 2 20. 9
Under 2,000___________ 23 1, 387 2. 50 818 789 709 80 1 12 16 82 6 B 7 26,1 21. 7
2,000-2,990. ___________ 95 2, 590 3. 26 1, 198 1,142 1, 003 139 2 52 2 90. 5 12. 6 29. 5 20,0
3,000-3,900_ ______.____ 76 3, 431 3. 65 1,334 1,291 1,119 172 5 27 11 53. 4 18. 4 28. 9 17.1
4,000-5,999____________ 44 4, 563 37 1, 525 1, 486 1, 130 356 2 30 7 97. 7 18. 2 22, 7 20. 5
6,000 and over_________ 71 11,614 371 1,912 1 764 1, 413 351 39 90 19 85. 7 7L 4 57.1 57. 1
MINNEAPOLIS-8T. PAUL
All ineomes_._______.____ 1245 173, T44 3. 46 1, 204 1,139 961 178 14 45 6 90. 2 30.6 38. 8 339
Under 2,000 __________ 25 1, 384 2. 36 651 622 585 37 15 9 5 72.0 32. 0 36. 0
2,000—2,{)99 ____________ 65 2, 586 2. 98 964 900 787 113 17 39 B 92 3 36 9 33.8 27.7
3,000-3,999_.__._______ 68 3 458 3. 69 1,201 1, 140 1, 001 149 9 35 7 88 2 41. 2 41. 2 324
4,000-5999____________ 59 4 674 3. 81 1, 408 1 327 1, 092 235 9 68 4 949 39.0 44, } 40. 7
6,000 and over_________ 26 7 547 4. 31 1, 880 1 7 1 357 420 24 73 7 96. 2 50. 0 34. 6 30. 8
SAN FRANCISCO
Al incomes_.__.___._.____ L 267 | 2 4, 050 2, 88 1, 436 1, 408 1, 096 312 3 16 9 £8. 0 7.5 18. 9 25. 1
Under2000________.__ 18 1, 310 2. 11 805 765 663 102 4 7 29 72.2 111 22 3 16. 7
2,000-2,999______._.___ 62 2 557 297 1, 159 1, 125 981 144 ) 29 5 80. 6 32 19. 4 24 2
3,000-3,999________.___ 86 3, 389 3. 09 1, 385 1, 359 1,114 245 6 11 9 89. b 14. 0 17. 4 33.7
4 000—5 900 ___ . 58 4, 806 2. 95 1, 688 1, 655 1, 257 398 2 19 12 96. 6 5.2 20.7 22 4
6, ,000 and over....____. 32 8, 802 2.95 2, 040 2,027 1, 242 785 ® 12 1 96, 9 3.1 2. 9 15. 6
1 Includes families not elassified by income. 8 (.50 or less,

3 Average based on the nurmber of families that furnished income information.



TABLE 57 —HomE-PRODUCED FOOD IN 1947: Money value per household and percentage of households
producing specified foods, by income
[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities]
City and income House- Total Ve Fruit E Foul Meat, fish Milk, Other
{dollars) holds tab! rulis EES oultry gare || cream Tood
[43] 2 &3] @) & (8} &) 6 ® [¢1)]
Money value per household ! (dollars)
BIRMINGHAM
Number

All incomes_ . .. _____ . __._. .| 2252 | -18 56 2,81 0.78 5. 67 4 33 1. 43 3. 30 0. 24
Under 1,000___ .. ____________ | 19| 21431 11.79 0 6. 37 2. 74 o .53 0
1,000-1,999 ... ____ | 51| 25.77 2. 08 .20 3. 35 3.22 4.65 | 12.27 0
2,000-2999_________ . _____ - 5 83 10. 91 1. 87 .33 3. 67 2. 88 , 01 1. 43 .72
3,000-3,999. . ... | 53 | 22.56 219 149 7.75 8. 32 1. 43 1, 38 1]
4,000 and over. . oo ______ | 44 | 17.88 227 1.84 9, 43 4, 32 o . 0 .02

l - ~
i Percentage of households producing any for home use

All inecomes___..____ .. ____ ﬁ_k_,} t 252 7.1 15. 9 6. 4 12. ¢ 12. 7 2.8 20 1.2
Under 1,000 .. R . 19| 421 421] o 158! 10.5] 0 53 0
1,000-1,999___ . . __ .. .. 51 21.6 15.7 2.0 7.8 7.8 59 3.9 0
2,000-2,999 ______.____.___.. 83 20. 5 9.6 4.8 9.6 10. 8 1.2 1.2 2.4
3,000-3,999 _ ______________. 53 39%.6 15.1 04| 226 245 3.8 19 0
4,000 and over ... _____.___ | 44 22,7 13.6 11. 4 6.8 9.1 0 0 2.3

! Money value per household ! (dollars)
BUFFALO l
|

All incomes__...._. ot L2254 4. 2% 1. 69 0. 81 { 0. 49 111 0.18 Q] 0. 01
Under 2,000 ____._____ - 23 1.43 .43 0 1] 0 1. 00 (1] 0
2 000—2,999 ______ e 05 2. 23 108 22 .76 0 .15 1] .02
3 000-3,999_ ... 76 6 29 1. 50 .38 . 66 3. 67 .08 0 0
4,000—5,999 ......... e 44 1. 98 1.89 .09 0 1] 0 0 0
6,000 andover______ . _.____. 71 39,43 16.71, 21 57 .20 .29 .29 .14 14

Percentage of households producing any for home use

All incoTnes _ .. . .coom oo t 254 16. 2 13. 8 ‘ 5.1 1.2 1.2 1.6 0.4 0.8
Under 2,000_______ - | 2| 87| 87 o0 0 0 43| o 0
2,000-2, Bog___ . N a5 12. 6 10. 5. 3.2 i1 0 1.1 1) 1.1
3,000~3,099 . 76| 184, 145 | 53 1.3 2.6 1.3 0 0
40005999 ... | 44 182 1591 6.8 h) 0 0 0 0
6, DUO and (1} '1:] 7 i 71 4 7l 4 l 42, 9 14. 3 14. 3 14. 3 14.3 14. 3

[ Money value per household ! (dollars)
MINNEAPOLIE-ST. PAUL i ‘ .

Al INCOMES . o oo oo I 2245 | 14,25 9.48 1. 44 0. 14 l 0.25 ! 2.41 0. 37 0. 16
Under 2,000 - ... ; 25| 14.56 ! 3.68 .64 721 .9e| 3.36| 360 1. 60
2.000-2,009. . .. | 85| 1816 | 13.01 | 1. 54 250 .58 | 1.8 | 0 0
3,000-3,999. . ______ } 68| 9.94) 7.35, 1.62) f 0 | .97 0 0
4 000—5 999 ... 1‘ 59 9, 13 6. 64 1.18 ¢ 0 0 1. 30 a 0
6 000 and Over. - - ----—-__ ; 26 24, 04 12. 81 2. 15 ! 0 [ 0 9. 08 a 1]

|
i‘ Percentage of households producing any for home use
; [ ;

AL IDGOMES_ o ee oo 1245 | 39.6| 322 % 143( 08! o8 9.0 0.4 0.4
Under 2,000 - oo . 25| 320| 280 180! 40| 40| 120 40 40
2,000-2,099_ .. ... .. 65! 36.9| 354 138] 15 L5 6.2 0 0
3, 00(}—3 009 .. 68 41.2 33. 8 147 § 0 0 8.8 0 0
4 000~ 5999 __________________ 59 390.0 27.1 15. 3 ( 0 0 51 ] 0
6,000 and over—__________ i 26 50.0 34.6 7.7 ‘ 0 0 19.2 0 0

‘s ’w :

See footnotes at end of table,
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ABLE 57.—HOME-PRODUCED FOOD IN 1947: oney vaiue per housero a percentage o QUSEROLAS
T 57.—H M, l household and ta household
producing specified foods, by income—Continued
[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities]
Glty(g](};’l{;?)ma 1] Iﬁg‘fgg' Total &fﬁ:; Fruits ‘ Egss 1 Poultry ['\{eéa;mt‘iash {‘ m ‘ (%g!;g"
w | ® ® | ® o [ o | ® | @ | m
Money value per household ! (dollars)
SAN FRANCISCO
Number i | |
Allinecomes_.._._________..__.__ : 267 2. 67 [ 1. 35 0. 39 071 0. 04 0. 06 0. 04 0. 08
Under 2000_ . ____ __________ 18 3. 56 . 89 0 2,39 0 .28 1] 0
2,000-2 999 __________________ 62 .45 . 45 0 0 0 0 0 1]
3 000-3, 999 __________________ 86 5.98 3.27 .58 1. 66 . 09 .09 .09 .20
4, 000—5 999 _ . . i 58 1.73 . 62 .84 . 05 . 05 . 05 . 05 .07
8, 000 a,nd OVeF_ o oeoeooo_ 32 12 0 12 0 0 a 0 0
Percentage of households producing any for home use
|
All ineomes._ ... oo oo [ ? 267 7.5 6. 4 3.4 1.9 11 L5011 2.2
Under 2,000_________________ | 18] 111 5.6 0 5.6 0 56! o0 0
2,000-2,999____ ______________ } 62 3.2 3.2 0 0 0 o | o 0
3,000-3,999.__ ___________.-__ i 86 l 14.0 14 0 5 8 3.5 2.3 2.3 2.3 4.7
4,000-5,999_ _________________ ] 58 5 2 3.4 5 2 L7 L7 1.7 1.7 3.4
6,000 and over..._ ... | g 31| o 31, 0 0 0 0 0

1 Total may be greater than table 56 because pro rata
amounts for boarders, guests, and hired help have not been

excluded.

? Ineludes families not elassified by income.
2 0.005 or less,

TABLE 58.—VEGETABLES AND FRUITS CANNED IN 1947 FOR HOUSEHOLD USE: Quantity per household and
percentage of households preserving, by income

[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 eities)

Ciiy and income (dollars)

(1

BIRMINGHAM

3000—3 Q89__ . . ... -
4,000 and over_ ... _____

Allincomes___ .. _ .. ...__.

Under 1,000_ __._ . ._..__ ...
1000-1,999_ ___._ . __ ___.___
2,000-2099_________________. ,
3,000-3,999__________________ ]
4000 and over._._____..___.__ i

See footnotes at end of table,

Other | Jellles,

}]Ilgilds;- ( Fsz?rz[éqy Total | Tomatoes?| Beans ﬂﬁg&i‘? ;E?EE%: | . E:sr;-i'- ' P]‘lli:lﬂletrg.
@ ; @ | @ ® ® @ ® | ® (10
Quantity per household (quarts)
Number | Persons | |
3 252 3. 32 2L 1 3.9 20 | 11 31 4.1 ‘ 6. 9
19 2. 72 9.4 . b 1.5 1.1 .1 2.1 4.1
51 2. 85 10,0 1.4 .2 .5 .7 .8 6.3
83 3. 22 19. 9 3.4 3.2 .5 4. 6 28 5. 4
53 3.79 20.9 3.7 2.5 l .2 L8 6.1 6.6
44 3.73 . 32. 6 6.5 1.7 | 3.0 4,9 7.6 g9
Percentage of households canning
¥ 252 332 41 3 19. 8 11. & ! 6.7 ‘ 15. 5 27. 4 3L 3
19! 272 316] 10.5( 105 ! 53! 53| 263 21. 1
51 2. 85 29. 4 15. 7 2.0 ] 3.9 | 9.8 11. 8 21. 6
83 3.22 38. 6 18,1 12. 0 | 7.2 15. 7 20, 5 31. 3
53 3. 79 47. 2 26. 4 17. 0 ; 7.5 I 20. 8 35. 8 34. 0
44| 373 545 205! 14! 68 15,9 455 40, 9
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TapLe 58.—VEGETABLES AND FRUITE CANNED IN 1947 FOR HOUSEHOLD USE: Quantity per household and
percentage of households preserving, by income—Continued
{Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities]

H . Famil Pi Other Jellies,
City and tneome (dollars) ools frred Total |Tomatoss?| Beans ralciskilza' :gﬁet:}ﬂlg: pr};gr?&;es m'
0 2) @ ¢ )] (8} (4] ® (» B[
BUFFALO Quantity per household (quarts)
Number Peraona .

All incomes. _______________.___ ? 854 3.41 44. 3 18. 5 0.9 3.6 1.1 2.7 17. 5
Under 2,000, _ __ . _______ 23 2. 50 20,1 14. 4 2.1 1.2 1.3 3.8 6.3
2,000-2999____ . ... 95 3. 26 43. 6 18. 6 .5 2.5 1.2 2.5 18.3
3,000-3,999__. _______________ 76 3.65 49. 3 20.3 1.5 4 4 1.2 2.0 19.9
4,000-6,000__. .. ... ... 44 3.71 42. 9 20. 4 .4 42 .5 3.6 13. 8
6,000 and over ... oo__.... 7 A | 92. 6 211 a 15. 4 L1 2.6 52. 4

Percentage of households canning

All iBeOmes. e oo % 254 3.41 58. 3 49,2 6 3 18. 9 9.1 26. 8 44 5
Under 2,000 .. 23 2. 50 47.8 34.8 8.7 8.7 87 217 30, 4
2,000-2,999. .. ___.._ 95 3. 26 60. 0 50,5 6.3 18. 9 12. 6 31.6 46, 3
3,000-3,999_ . ..o 76 3. 65 63. 2 55. 3 g 2 22. 4 6 6 25. 0 48. 7
4.000-5999 e 44 37 54. 5 50.0 2.3 18.2 6.8 25.0 43. 2
6,000 and over___________._._ 7 3.71 714 42. 9 0 28. 6 14. 3 28. 6 57.1

MINNEAPOLIS-ST. PATL Quantity per household (quarts)

All ingomes. . oo e s 3 245 3. 46 65. 8 14. 9 2.1 80 3.4 6.2 31.2
Under 2,000_ _____ . _ . __ ... 25 2. 36 38. 1 9.3 1.5 1.5 2.7 4.7 18. 4
2,000-2,909___.______.___._ .. 65 2. 08 62 2 13.8 3.0 8.0 42 5. 4 27. 8

K REL 0 RN 68 3. 69 77.5 20. 4 2.6 9.7 4.2 6. 6 34.0
4,000-5,909 . __._._ 59 3. 81 65. 4 11. 6 1.3 9.3 1.2 7.5 345
6,000 and over. .. ________ 26 4, 31 74. 6 15.7 L5 7.1 4.6 6.1 39.6

Percentage of households canning

All ineOmes. oo e oo B 245 3. 48 75.9 47. 3 13. 5 39.6 16. 7 53.9 65. 3
Under 2,000__ _ .o ____ 25 2, 36 68.0 40.0 16.0 16.0 24.0 48.0 52,0
2,000-2,999 o~ Ga 2 08 73. 8 44. 6 16. 9 385 20. 0 52.3 66. 2
3,000-3,999 oo 68 3. 69 83. 8 52. 9 14.7 51. 5 19.1 61. 8 73. 5
4,000-5,999 . .o 59 3. 81 78.0 49. 2 8.5 42. 4 6.8 54. 2 61.0
6,000 and over__ ... 26 4 31 65, 4 42. 3 11. 5 30.8 15. 4 42. 3 65. 4

AN FRANCISCO Quantity per household (guarts)

All ineomes o aeooce e 8 267 2. 88 14. 8 1.2 ® 02 0.2 2.4 10. 8
Under 2,000 - ___-.. 18 2.11 19. 0 » 1.2 0.3 .7 .3 3.0 13. 5
2,000-2,990 . e eaeea—. 62 277 8.7 LG 0 .1 0 1.2 6. 4
3,000-3,9089_ . . amaaae 86 3. 09 21.5 1.9 0 .2 .5 3.8 15. 1
4,000-5909_____ .. . 58 2.95 6.9 7 0 .3 ® 1. 4 4.5
6,000 and over._____ .- __.__ 32 2. 95 19. 4 1.3 0 .2 0 2.8 15. 1

Percentage of households canning
8 267 2. 88 32.2 6. 4 0.4 2.2 1.9 19. 1 25. 1
18 2.11 44, 4 11.1 56 5.6 5.6 33.3 38.9
62 2. 77 33.9 6.5 .0 L6 0 12.9 24. 2
86 3. 09 34 9 5 8 0 1.2 3.5 24. 4 26. 7
58 2. 95 20.7 5 2 0 3.4 1.7 12,1 13.8
32 2. 95 3L 2 9.4 0 3.1 0 25.0 28,1
1 Household size for year not available, ¥ Includes families not classified by income.
2 Includes juice, catsup, chili sauce. 4 0.05 or less.
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TabLE 59.—Household and family size, and meals eaten at home and away from home in a week, by income

[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities, winter (January—March) 1948}

Mesls eaten in week

Household | parvae At home by— Famlites
; ; size (total | ALY Stz ome Dy leatlng some
ity and income (dellars} Householdg) "/ o N0+ {oount of Away-— |mosls away
homes21) mambers) by faztz}:éiy from hml:t:e
Ao | Femily | Guests | gooaeg | Sonp™ ) T
members mermbers | hired help
(1) {2) @ I {4) (5} {6} o] (8) ) {10}
BIRMINGHAM
MNuwmber Persons Perrons Number Number Number Number Number Pereent
Allincomes___ . oo 267 3. 28 3.28 | 68.79 ) 62 97 2. 51 3.3t 5,91 59. 7
Under 1,000 . __ .. __. 18 2. 68 274 5579 5412 . 83 .84 3.42 421
1,000-1,999 . .- 51 2 86 2. 80 80, 10 55, 84 .04 3 32 2. 96 39. 2
2,000-2,899___ R 83 3. 27 3.24 68, 61 62. 80 2. 07 374 b, 24 55, 4
3,000-3899_.______._ .- 53 3.79 3. 85 79. 68 72,93 3. 49 3. 26 7.02 71. 7%
4 [U]8]8] and OVeT_ o _o___. 44 3. 49 3. 59 73. 356 65 04 5, 31 2.11 2 45 88 6
Not classified ... ________ 17 3. 07 2.77 64, 47 53. 02 1.75 870 5. 15 46. 2
BUFFALD
Al incomes. oo oee oo 258 3.63 3.48 1 76 28 | 68 64 4, 29 3. 35 4, 44 1.4
Under 2,000 ___ . _. _________ 23 3. 22 2. 57 67. 65 51. 67 1, 30 14, 48 2. 30 47. 8
2,000-2999_ ______________._. 95 3. 48 3. 36 73. 17 67. 02 3. 62 2. 53 3. 54 6. 8
3,000-3,999 ... __ .. . 76 3. 86 374 81. 16 74, 46 4. 76 1. 94 4, 08 0. 5
4,600-5999_ ___ ____._____... 44 3 44 3. 82 82 70 73. 867 & 74 3 29 8. 55 79. 5
8,000 and over_______________ 7 3. 75 371 78 71 68, 77 8 04 0 9. 14 57 1
Not classified . ___ ________.___ 13 2. 99 331 62. 77 62. 28 .49 0 7.23 69, 2
MINNEAPQLIS-ZT. PATL
Allingomes._ ..o oo oo 253 3. 58 3. 54 75. 26 68. 65 4. 43 2.18 5. 69 68, 4
Under 2,000 _____._._.___._. 25 2. 50 2 40 52. 44 48, 56 1.76 2.12 1. 84 48, 0
2,000-2,999___ _______.____._. 65 3 29 3. 11 69. 05 81.17 3.03 4 85 4. 14 50, 8
3,000-3,9099_____ . _______.____ 68 3. 87 3. 79 81. 286 73. 58 6. 55 1. 13 6. 01 601
4000-5999_ ______________.__ 59 378 3. 85 79. 39 73. 82 4, 47 1. 00 8. 93 81 4
6000 and over________.______ 26 4. 51 4, 46 G4, 62 84, 39 6. 80 3. 43 9, 27 92. 3
Notclassified_ . ___.___..._ ... 14 2.72 3. 00 57. 10 56. 00 .29 .81 7. 00 70. 0

BAN FRANCISCO

Aflinecomes___.______._________ 288 2. 97 2.96 | 6235 5623 3. 3% 2. 78 5 93 69. 4
Under 2,000_________________ 18 2,12 217 ) 4456 | 41,74 .09 2.73 3. .83 61,1
2,000-2, 999 T 11T 62 2. 87 2.8 | 60.32| 55 16 2. 19 2. 97 4 69 56, 5
3 {)0(}-3 989 ______ ... 86 319 3.14 | &6, 98| 61 50 3. 06 2 42 4. 44 £6. 3
4 000—5 999 .. 58 3. 06 3.05 1 64.28 | 56 69 3. 65 3. 94 7. 36 776
6,000 and over_ .. _._..____._ 32 2.94 2.97 | 61.84| 51.18 9. 10 1, 56 11. 19 96. 9
Not elassified_ ________._.____ 32 280 2.86 | 60 91 58. 60 1. 88 2 43 B 56 84. 0
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TABLE 60.—Income in a week, family size, and expense for food at home and away from home, by income

[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities, winter {January~March) 1948]

\

| : . Famtly expense for food ! Families

. | . Income In | Family size buying

City and income (dollars) ! Families | week (be- | (count of any food

fore tax) | mernbers} Total At h?ma Aw}:)y m{n;mn awgg Hllt;om
1) 2} @} 1) () {6) N (8)

BIRMINGHAM Number Doliars Pereona Dallora Dalars Dollzrs Percent
267 58, 95 3. 28 21. 67 16. 26 2. 41 63. 9
19 13. 79 2. 7.4 10. 64 9. 62 1. 02 31.6
51 32. 45 2. 80 15, 45 14, 47 .08 60. 8
83 53. 08 3. 24 20. 69 18 92 L77 57. 8
.53 71. 26 3. 85 27. 21 24. 06 315 7.7
44 | 109. 27 3. 59 30, 62 25, 67 4. 85 841
17 44. 67 2,77 15, 60 13. 08 2 52 61. &

[
258 72. 47 3.48 27. 24 24. 05 3. 19 73. 6
93| 39.30 | 257! 17.37| 16.02| 1 35 65. 2
95 54 28 3. 368 24, 46 22 54 1. 92 71. 6
76 71. 53 3 74 28, 82 26. 21 2. 61 69, 7
44 93, 89 3. 82 33. 04 27. 12 5. 92 88. 6
| . 7 | 288. 43 3.7 37. 28 30. 85 6, 43 57.1
Not classified_____________________._ ___ e 13 | 86. 60 3.31 30.59 | 22 56 8.03 84, 6
. MINNEAPOLIS-S'F. PAUL ‘

All ineomes_._____ _._ _ . _ e 253 | 8126 3.54 | 24.40 [ 21,47 2. 93 75. 6
Under 2,000____.___. . . _____ el 25 | DR 96 2.40{ 13.07 1 12 29 .78 44, 0
2,000-2999 ... 85 57.49 3.11 19, 90 18. 07 1. 83 73. 8B
30003999, ___ ... 68 76. 60 3.79 26. 50 23. 90 2. 60 72.1
4,000-5,809________ .. ___ 59 | 101. 47 3.85 27, 81 23. 66 4. 15 01. 5
6,000andover . _______________________._____. 26 | 164. 69 4 46 | 34.54 | 28 40 614 80. 8
Not elassified__ . __________.___ .. ___________ 10 | 55 00 3.00 19, 75 17. 89 1. 86 857

SAN FRANCISCO

Allimeomes_______ __._ . ... oel____ 288 90. 03 2. 06 28. 76 24. 09 4, 67 74,0
Under 2000, . ___.____.. e e e 18 40, 94 2,17 17. 4 14, 64 2,77 50. 0
2,000-2,999. . . e e_ 62 59, 79 2, 85 22. 54 19, 92 2. 62 66, 1
3,000-3,999__ .. ___ _ e em e 86 72. 58 314 28. 62 25, 20 3. 42 72,1
4.000-5,999 . 58 | 105. 17 3. 05 33. 49 26. 68 6. 81 82, 8
8000andover ________ . _.._.____ 32 ] 196. 61 297 ) 44,57 34 26 10. 31 96. 9
Not classified . ___ . _.____. 32 82. 25 2. 96 21. 60 18. 36 3.24 68. 0

1 Includes expense for guests and hired help.
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TasLe 61.—Distribution of families by iotal emg)e'nse for food at home and away from home per family

member tn a week

!

y household size and income

[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities, winter {(January-March) 1948]

Farnily expense for food at home and away per member ol—
City, household size, and incorae (dollars) Families
Under | sa.s0-0a00 | 5.00-5090 | s7oo-sem | YOG | S
(1} {2 [£3] [CY [t} (8) [¢h] l {8)
) - !
BIRMINGHAM [
Number Percent Pereent Percent Percent Percend Pereent
Al household sizes_ _ - . oo 1287 .4 15. 2 28. 9 6. 8 i 6. 8
Under 2,000___._____._._ e I 70 25.7 21. 4 27. 2 21.4 43 0
20002999 oo 83 7.2 14 5 44, 6 21. 7 4 8 7.2
3,000-3,999_ ___ ____._______.._ - s 53 38 15. 1 20. 8 47.1 9.4 38
4000 and over. - .o e 44 2.3 6. 8 15. 9 40. 9 13. 6 20. 5
2-person households_ . .. ____.__________ 80 88 88 22. 5 41.1 88 10. 0
Under 2,000 __ __ e - 39 15. 4 17. 9 30.8 30. 8 51 0
20002909 .. 19 53 0 21. 0 47. 4 53 2.0
3,000-3,999_ __ ... - e Y 0 0 11. 1 66. 7 11. 1 11,1
4000 andover ___________ . ... 13 Q 0 7.8 46. 2 23.0 23.0
3-person households. __._. __ __ ... L 82 73] 159 | 317 256 1L0 8 5
Under 2,000 14| 214) 358] 286 7.1 7.1 0
2,000-2,999_ ... 37 5. 4 18. 9 46. 0 16. 2 81 5. 4
3,000-3,999. ... ST 19| 53! 53| 263! 47.3] 105 5. 3
4000 andover________._ ___ .. ____.. I 12 0 0 ] 0 41. 7 25.0 33. 3
4-person households_ . __________________________ 41 9.8 9.8 | 38,0 | 366 4.9 0
Under 2,000, - . ... 6 49. 9 16. 7 16. 7 16. 7 0 0
2,000-2,000 . CIIIITIITIIITT T 17 59| 11L.8| 647! 17.6 0 0
3,000-3,009_ DT TUIIIIIIIII LT ) 91| 27.3]| 54| 182 0
4000 and over. .. ... . .. __.__. 7 1] 0 14. 3 i 857 0 0
Households of 5 or more. - . e 47| 21.2| 20.8| 20.8] 149| 0 | 43
N
Under 2,000_ . ... 1| 545 j 18.2 | 18.2 9.1 0 0
20002999 _______ . _______._.. e 10 20.0 30.0 50. 0 0 1) 0
3,000-3,999_ . ____ ... 14 7.1 42, 9 14. 3 36.7 0 0
4000andover. .- __ .o __ L ____. 12 83 25 0 41. 7 83 1] 16. 7
RUFFALQ o L
Al household sizes_ _________ L t 258 0 4 10. 1 [ 32. 9 30. 6 13. 2 | 12. 8
Under 2,000 ________._ e 23 0 87| 43.5| 43.5 4.3 0
2,000-2,999____________ . . .__. 95 0 14.7 ] 36.9 30.5 8.4 9. 5
3,000-3,999_______________._. 76 1.3 10, 5 27. 6 30. 3 15. 8 i4. 5
4,000 and over 51 [i] 2.0 ) 35. 3 23. 5 17. 6 21. 6
2-person households. . .. __ e eemias e 50 0 4.0 I 22.0 _"_32. 0 .#i?.(). 0 B _2_271
Under 2000 __._ .. ... e 10 0 o | a0 600 0 0
2,000-2009____________ __ . 15 0 6. 7 , 20.0 33.3 20. 0 20.0
3000-3990 _____________ _._ . 16 4] 6 2 6. 2 3L 3 313 25. 0
4000 and over__________ _________ _ ] 0 0 | 33. 3 0 22. 2 44. 5
3-person households_ ____ . __. ___________________. 73 0 ] 9.6 | 27.4 | 32.9| 13.7 16. 4
Under 2,000 . . ... . ... 4l o | o , 20| 00| 250 0
2,000-2,999____ . I TTTTTIITITT 38 0 1.2 3.6 368 7.9 10. 5
3.000-3,990________TTTToTToTToTTToTTTTTT 18 0 1.1, 278 27. 8 1.1 222
4,000 and over________ .. __________._____.. _._ - 13 -0 0 15. 4 23. 1 30.7 30.8

* Inchides families not cingsified by income.
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TasLE 61, —Distribution of families by total expense for food at home and aqway from home per family
member in a week, by household size and income—Continued

[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities, winter (January-—Mareh) 1948]

Family expense for food at home and away per member of—

City, househald size, and Incomne (dollars) Families Tnd o .
nader .
e | 9005400 | $5.00-50.00 | s7oo-soee | SO0 | W0
(6] 2 @ 4 (3 ()] ) {8
BUFFALO—eontinred
Number Percent Percend LPercend Percend Percent Pereent

4-person households,. - ____________ 0 51. 8 3L 5 5 6 7
Under 2,000 e 4 0 25. 0 75. 0 0 0 0
2,000-2,999_ ___ . e a- 22 0 13. 6 54. 6 27.3 4.5 Q
3,000-3,999 e maas 21 0 0 38.1 47. 6 9.5 4.8
4000 and over. . ____.__ 7 0 0 71. 4 14.3 0 14.3

Households of 5 or more_.._.. e 68 1.5 17. 6 36. 8 25. 0 10. 3 58
Under 2,000 _ .. - s 5 0 20.0 40. ¢ 40. 0 0 Lt
2,000-2,999_ . - 20 0 25. 0 40. 0 20. 0 5.0 10. ¢
3000-3,999 .. aoo. 21 48 23. 8 33.3 14,3 14. 3 9.5
4,000 and over. ... 22 0 4.5 56, 4 36. 4 13.6 9.1

MINNEAPOLIS-ST. PATL ‘

All household sizes. _ - . - oo aemm—mna- 1253 20 1 15. 8 357 35.7 56 5 2
Under 2,000 _ . e meamem 25 12.0 20.0 44, 0 20.0 40 0
2,000-2,999_ __ i eeaiao- 65 L5 21. 5 33. 8 35. 5 31 4. 6
3,000-3,999____ _ . 68 1.5 17. 6 32. 4 38 2 4. 4 59
4,000 and over.. ... 85 0 B2 36. 5 38. 8 9.4 7.1

2-person households_ _ ______________________._.__ 68 0 6.1 27. 3 43. 9 12,1 10. 6
Under 2,000 . - e 15 0 20.0 46. 6 26. 7 6.7 0
2,000-2,999_ ___ ______ o __.__ 21 0 4 R 28. 6 47. 6 0.5 9.5
3,000-3,998. . e__- 15 0 0 13. 3 66. 7 6.7 13. 3
4,000 and OVer. .« oo oo oo 15 0 0 20.0 33. 3 26. 7 20. 0

3-person households. .- _____ . ______________ 64 47 12. 5 20. 7 43. 8 62 3.1
Under 2,000 - .. 6 33. 3 333 16.7 16. 7 0 0
20002999 e eicmene—am——n 18 0 16. 7 389 44 4 0 0
3,000-3,999_ ____ e 17 59 11.8 41. 1 35. 3 59 0
4,000 and over___ e eeeimeamoo- 23 0 43 17. 4 56. 6 13. 0 87

4-person households_ ___ . Lo 54 1. 20. 4 42. 5 29.6 1.9 a7

' 4| 250 0 75.0 0 0 0
14 0 28 6 57.1 14,3 0 0
15 0 | 3833 26. 7 33.3 0 6.7
21 0 5 0.5 38.1 42 8 4. 8 4 8
59 1.7 254 44. 1 23.7 L7 3.4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 83 50. 1 8.3 25.0 0 83
21 0 23.8 42. 8 23.8 48 4.8
26 0 15. 4 6l. 5 23.1 0 0
8AN FRANCISCO !

All household sizes_ _ _ __ o cecmeaeoao_. i 128 07 0.4 ] 147 33. 5 17. 6 241
Under 2000 . ______ . _____.___.___ [ i 18 0 22,2 22.2 33. 3 16. 7 5. 6
2,000-2,099 . eii-- : 62 0 12. 9 25 8 37.1 81 16. 1
3,000-8,999 .- 86 0 10. 5 140 33.7 244 17. 4
4000 AN OVeF e u e oo a e e mmmme e e 0 2.2 56 30.0 18. 9 43.3

! Includes families not classified by income.
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TasLE 61.-—Distribution of families by total expense for food at home and away from home per famaly
member in a week, by household size and income—Continued :

[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities, winter (January- Mareh) 1948}

L Family expense for food at home and away per metber of—
City, household stze, and ineome (dellars) | Familles \ :
Toder | 53.50-41.90 | $5.00-36.90 | sToo-som | A0 200
(1 (2} @ [C}] (5) () &} @
BAN FRANCISCO—Continued Number Percent Percent Perc'mt Percent FPereent Percent
2-person households. _ o . e 109 | .3 9, 2 22, 9 24 8 . 8
Under 2,000 e 14 o | 9286 286| 143 214 7.1
2,000-2,099 e ememmaemmae 24 0 12. 5 16. 7 29.1 16, 7 25,0
310003990 T Tl I 27 0 0 7.4 3331 371 222
P 4] o | 23] o 150| 227 501
3-person households_ _ _____ .. ______ 68 0 7.4 19, 1 42. 7 13. 2 17. 6
Under 2000, . ________ e e 3 0 0 0 100. 0 0 0
20002999 .o alo 25 0 40 32,0 48. 0 4.0 12,0
3,000-3,999 o iaoo- 24 0 12. 5 12, 5 41.7 20. 8 12. 5
4,000 and over. .o 16 1] 6 2 12. 5 250 18 8 375
4-person households_ _ __ . ___ . ___________.______.__ 47 0 85 12. 8 42. 5 14. 9 21.3
Under 2,000 .. 1 0 0 0 100, 0 0 0
2,000-2,999_ __ _ e 6 0 0 33. 3 50. 0 4] 16. 7
30003900 T Tl T To_ 111l 25 0 16.0 120 320 160 24. 0
4,000 and over. . _ -l i5 0 0 6.7 53.3 20.0 20.0
Households of 5 or more__ . ________.______ e 32 0 18. 8 , 25.0 | 343 9.4 12,5
Under 2,000 e 0 0 o | 0 0 0 0
2,000-2,998 .o ooaloooo 7 0 57.1 28,6 14. 3 0 0
3,000-3,999_ __ .o e “ 10 Q 20. 0 40, 0 20. 0 20. 0 0
4,000 and over_ . _ .o l 15 0 0 13. 3 53. 8 6.7 26. 7
! L |
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= TABLE 62—PURCHASED MILK AND Fa®s: Guantity and expense for foods used at home in @ week and percentage of households using, by income

[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities, winter (January—March) 1948]

MIlk, cream, ice cream, cheese Fats and olls
Household T | e -
slze (21 Milk J Cream, lee cream
City snd Incomae (dollars) meals 8t | Al foods | mpgp -
h&?;;)] eilelglﬁ.— Total Wil Butt 5 D Total Cheesa | Total? | Butter |Margarine| Lard sh;)rglgfng
M| equve |l | il | rated mik | equiva | Toocrenms
{) {2 & (4) 5 (6} )] &) )] (1) (11) (12} {13 (14) (15) (16} [¢¥)]
Quantity per household
BIRMINCGHAM -
Pergons Quaris Quartr Quarts Quaris Founde | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds Pounds | Pounds Pounds | Pounds

All incomes______.____.__ 328 __.___ 13. 774| 11. 179 5. 295 2.019 2,967 0.209 0 560 0.384 0.764 3 617 0.323] 0 975 0. 940, 0.571
Under 1,000_._._ .. ___ 2.66)._.____ 6. 729 6. 146 1.895 1.316/ 1.544 . 329 , 074 . 061 L1710 20596 . 197 . 658 1. 026 . 369
1,000-1,999___ . 2 86|.____._ 11. 836 9 911| 4.289 2 187 2.332 . 284 , 228 . 159 . 567 3.540 . 363 L7601 1.593 . 267
2,000-2,999___ _ . 3.27 ... 13. 885| 11. 247| 4.460| 2.334; 3.540 . 207 . 506 . 340 . 778 3.641 . 304| 1.039 . 943 . 985
3,000-3,999____ _____. i I L7. 362 14, 041| 7.000 2.270; 3. 802 . 187 . 638 . 484 . 982 4. 036 L 427 1. 146 . 667 . 806
4 000 and over______ .. 3,49 ______ 16. 016/ 12, 428 8 112 1.193] 2. 680 ~ .089( 1. 222 . 704| 1.055| 3. 861 . 318 1.096 . 375 . Bog
N‘ot classified . .. 3.07. ____.__ 9. 937 8 123 3. 588 2,118 1.414 . 235 . 414 L 272 . 817 2,939 . 132 . 809 1. 1764 . 204

Expense per household {dollars)

All incomes_.___ .. ... __ 3. 28] 20. 135 2. 864| 2 151 1.207 0.283 0 456/ 0.061 0.252 O.186) 0 461 1.565 0. 277 0.427 0 287 O 226
Under 1,000 - _______ 2,660 9. 720 1.129[ 1.002 . 460 . 184 . 252 . 100/ . 032 . 032 . 095 1,032 . 199 . 282 ., 293 . 139
1,000-1,999___________ 2. 86| 15, 575 2.303 1. 839 1.076 . 308 . 352 . 083 . 106 . 086 . 358 1.443 . 314 . 329 . 476 . 108
2,000-2,909_________._ 3. 27 19.922| 2. 780 2.097 I1.0906 . 328 . 554 . 062 L824 172 L4590 1. bbb . 257 . 464 . 291 . 210
3,000-3,999_______ __ 3. 79| 25.047| 3. 656/ 2 768 1. 708 . 315 . 676 . 054 , 282 . 237 . B06{ 1.854 . 374 . 499 . 199 . 328
4 ,000 and over_______. 3. 49| 26. 348 3. 8B40 2, 657 1.977 . 170 . 437 . 026 . 562 . 356 . 621 1. 782 , 261 . 482 . 112 . 368
\Iot clagsified_ . _ 3.07) 15123 1. 899 1. 390 . 819 . 299 . 192 . 069 . 185 . 138 . 324 1.112 , 86 . 340 . 421 . 065

Percentage of households using

All ineomes_____.... . _._. 3 28| ____ 99, 3 98. © 73.4 64. 0 84. 3 22, 5 37. 5 31.1 7.9 99. 6 38 2 79. 0[ 47. 2‘ 76. 0
Under 1,000__ . . . ____ 2.660_______ 04, 7 94, 7 31. 6 63. 2 73.7 36. B 10. & 10. 5 “2L1 100.0 31. 6 68. 4 63, 2 73.7
1,000-1,899___ . ____ 2 86|.______ 160. 0} 100. 0 60.8 72,5 88, 2 27. 4 27. 5 23. 5 66. 7, 100. 0 43. 1 70. 6 72. 5 62,7
2,000-2999___ _ 327 ___ 98. 8 98. 8 73.5 66. 3 90, 4 24,1 31. 3 27. 7 72. 3 98 8 36. 1 81.9 49, 4 747
3, 00(}-3 999___ . el 379 _._ 100. 0 98. 1 83. 0 64, 2 83. 0 22 8 45. 3 37. 7 88.7 100.0 41. 5 79.2 28. 3 88. 7
4 ,000 a.nd over. . _____ : 340 .______ 100. 0| 10¢. 0 93. 2 47. 7 81. 8 11, 4 63. 6 47. 7 8L. 8 100. 0 40. 9 90. 9 25,0 86. 4
\Tut classified_ . _ . . _.i 3.07_....__| 100.0| 100.0 76. 5 70. 6 84, 7| 11. 8 353 29. 4 647, 100.0 23.5 70. 6 58. 8 58. 8




Quantity per household
BUFFALO - 3 T T T e e e s e
A Persong 5 Quarts Quarls Quaris Quarts ) Pounds | Pounds | Pounde | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Fouads | Poundt | Pounds Pounds
Allincomes.__.____.___ . 363 ____.__ 18, 485 14. 401} 12 616] 0.1235] 1. 553] 0.028] 1. 088 0.700 L 241 3.1387) 0.942] 0.583 0. 311} 0. 461
CUnder 2,000____.___ .. 3220 . __ 14, 249 11.030[ 9. 391 . 130] 1. 598! . 0865 . 577 . 400! 1.' 025 2.641 . 645 . 478 . 381 .421
20002999 ____ __ | 3.48 __ __.[ 17 230] 13 687 11.910] .105 1.4411 0100 . 913 .608 1.093 3.059y .855 .532| 330 502
3,000-3,999_____ . . 386 ______ 19, B62| 15, 586] 13.283; .17 1.976 . 030 1. 156 LT28) 1.345) 3.370) 1. 045 . 70Y . 392 . 447
4,000-5999______ . _ . _ 394 . 20, 697, 15. 700! 13, 954] . 068 1.362 O 1. 462 . 935 1.568 3.467] 1.133 . 574 . 205 . 49§
5,000 and over. . . __. 3.78 .. 23. 353! 19. 350 18 288/ . 321 L1840 0 1. 764 L9861 11500 3257 1.214 . 857 O . 586
Nat classifiad . __ __ R 204 ______ 16. 987) 13. 392 12.6006{ . 077 1.202 L1921 1. 242 L7970 1.04% 20052 . 712 . 346 , 077 .41
Expense per household (dollars)

All ineomes_ .. . ____. 3. 63; 25. 660 4. 092! 2. 904 2.564) 0.0210 0,247 0.013] 0.590] 0O 392l 0. 598 1.637, 0. 821 0.238 0. 083 0. 193
Uunder 2,000 . __.____. 3.22| 20 942) 3. 002; 2,211 1. 884 . 022 . 273 . 032 . 301 . 229‘ L4900 1,320 . 573 . 203 . 114 174

2 000—2.999 ........... 3. 48) 23,3770 3. 835 2, 748] 2 423 . 018 . 228 . 006 . 507 . 347 . 580, 1. 561 . 741 . 217 . 099 208
3,000-3,99%__________. 3. 86| 26. 8400 4, 282 3, 093] 2 600; .028 . 311 . 011 . 614 . 399 L5780 LTS L 918 . 285 . 115 . 186
4, 000—5 999 __ ... _ 3. 94( 27 567) 4.700] 3. 147 2. 829 R L2170 . 792; . 516 L 761 1,867, 995 . 203 . 065 . 209
6,000 and over__ . _ 3. 75 30. B46) 5. 644) 4 013 3. 855 . (053 . G636 0 1. 010 . 582 . 6217 1.691 . BBO .3851| 0 . 254
Not elassified . ____._._ 209 22.559] 3. 890 2 750| 2.447 L 012 . 183 . 108 . 648E . 441} L4921 1, 134 . 643 . 146 . 027 . 068

Percentage of households using
|

All incomes_____________ 3. 63 .. -._ 166. 0 100. 0 97. 7 9.7 51. 9 5. SI 67.1 53. 1 89. 5; 99. 6 81. 8 50. O 35.3 880
Under 2,000 _.________ 3.22_ .. o4 100.0] 100, 0 95, 7 8.7 65, 2 13.0 43. 5 30. 4 73.90 100.0 73.9 43. 5 47, 8 87.0
2,000-2,999__._____ 3.48 ... 1 100,90, 100.0 96, 8 9.5 58. 9 6.3 63. 2 54, 7 91. 6] 100.0 311 51. 6 41, l 89.5
3,000-3,999. . _______ 386 ___ 100. 0;  100. O 97. 4 10. 5] 48 7 B. 6 65, 8 47, 4 83,20 100. 0 82, 9 53. 9 39. 5 85. 5
4,000-5,999. ________ L 3094 . 100. 00 100. 0 100. 0 4.5 43. 2 0 86. 4 68. 2 95. 5] 100. O 88. 5 45. 5 22, 7 88. 6
6,000 and over._ .. _ 3.75 ... | 100.0] 100.0/ 100.¢ 42. 9 28, 6 0 100. ¢ 7.4 100, 100. 0 85. 7 71. 4 ¢ 85. 7
Not elassified__ . ... _ 2.9%. . .| 10000 100, 0 100, (lt 77 38, 5 7. 7\r 61. 5 53. 8 8. 6 92. 3 69. 2 30. 8 7.7 92. 3

See foolnotes at end of table,



TaBLE 62-—PURCHASED MILK AND FATS: Ruantity and expense fmg'ood.s used at home in a week and percentage of houscholds using, by income—
ontinued

[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities, winter (January—March) 1948]

Milk, cream, ce cream, cheeso—Continued Fats and olls—Continaed
Household
sizg (21 Milk Cream, fce (ream
City and income (dollars) 1x]nml,s ai*, Allfoods |y Other
0Ime =
person} e?al]lllz?p Total Whote Butter- | Evapo- Dry Total Cheese Total 2 Butter |Margarine] Tard shortening
equlv. | hgid milk rated | Mok | equiva- | lcecream
Q) (2) 6] ) (&} (8} (7 (& (8} (10 an (12) (18) {18 15 (16} (17
Quantity per household
MINNEAPOLIS—BT, PAUL —_— -
Persons Quarts Quaris Quarks CGuerflt | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Poundt | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds

All incomes_____________ 358 [ ____.. 18. 343 (14. 696 |13. 668 { 0.240 | 0.443 | 0.041 | 1. 756 | 0. 881 | 0. 969 | 2. 859 | 1. 257 | 0. 377 | 0. 240 0. 429
Under2,000_____.____ 250 | -._.. 10. 620 | 8. 786 { 7. 560 . 480 . 587 . 020 . 834 . 892 . 493 | 1,795 . 901 217 . 225 . 197
2000-2,909_________._ 3.20 {.______ 16. 553 )13. 282 |11, 996 . 173 . 699 . 035 ) 1,353 . 624 L897 ¢ 2.700 7 1. 144 . 389 . 275 . 389
3,000-3,999___________ 3. 87 |._____ 20. 561 {16. 478 |15. 323 . 237 . 380 . 048 | 2. 100 .979 | 1,062 | 3. 028 | 1. 261 .360 | . 226 . 830
4,000-5,999 __________ 378 |....__. 20. 241 |16, 126 |15. 316 . 246 . 319 L0256 | 1731 L0985 | 1. 140 { 3. 105 | 1. 452 . 352 . 182 . 451
6,000 and over.______.| 450 __...__ 22, 575 118, 135 |17. 404 . 269 . 283 115 | 2,662 | 1,461 ¢ 1. 108 | 3. 418 [ 1. 443 . 683 . 355 . 457
Not classified _____.___ 272 ______ 11.996 | 9.162 § 9.100 | O o {0 2. 135 . 978 . 630 | 2. 506 | 1. 200 . 175 . 200 . 380

Expense per household (dollars}

All ingomes_________.__.| 3. 58 |22.063 | 4010 | 2,778 | 2505 | 0.032 { 0,074 [ 0.021 | . 770 | 0.403 | 0.462 | 1. 753 | 1. 115 | 0. 171 | O. 080 0.191
Under 2,000____ _ .| 2.50 128321 2 240 | 1. 634 ; 1. 437 . 066 . 094 . 010 . 360 . 174 248 | 1. 149 . 799 . 100 . 080 . 089
2,000-2999_______ oo 3.201019.234 | 3.626 | 2.534 | 2.303 | .023 . 110 . 018 . 629 . 206 .463 | 1,626 | 1.015 . 175 . 080 . 170
3,000-3,999_______  __ 3. 87 [24.216 ) 4. 491 | 3. 070 ] 2. 873 . 032 . 062 . 024 . 930 . 461 .491 | 1. 818 | 1. 108 . 165 . 074 . 240
4,000-5999_________ _| 3 T8 [23.9049 | 4. 358 | 3. 097 | 2. 965 . 031 . 0562 . 011 . 738 . 436 .523 | 1.937 | 1,293 . 156 . 062 . 200
6 000 and OVer__.___ ... 4, 50 120, 105 | 5 033 | 3. 400 | 3. 206 . 035 . 077 L0860 | 1.125 . 663 . 808 | 2.117 | 1. 300 . 315 . 120 . 2086
Not clasgified . ____ el 2072 119,447 [ 2,054 | 1.744 | 1.733 | © 0 0 . 894 . 433 L316 § 1.617 | 1. 073 . 080 . 062 . 168

Percentage of households using

Al income________ __.___} 388 |_____._ 100.0 | 100.0 99 2 11. 9 17. 4 91 81 4 54 5 85.4 |} 100. O 89.3 3. 6 30. 4 79. 8
Under 2,000___.. . ___ 250 (oo 100. 0 | 100. 0 968, 0 16, 0 24, 0 12. 0 52. 0 32, 0 88.0 | 100. 0 84. 0 32.0 28.0 52,0
2000-2000__________} 8.20 ) __.._. 100.0 1 100.0 | 100.0 10. 8 23.1 7.7 72.3 44, 6 87.7 1 100. 0 90. 8 38. 5 35. 4 84. 6
3,000-3,999___________ 3. 87 | .. 100. 0 | 100.0 | 100. O 10. 3 16. 2 10. 3 91. 2 55, 9 85 3 | 100. 0 81, 2 27. 9 30.9 6. 8
4.000-5,999___________ 378 ... 100. 0 | 100. 0 98. 3 10. 2 13. 8 6.8 83.1 62, 7 84,7 | 100. 0 91. 5 30. 5 27. 1 78. 0
6,000 and over____.___ 4 50 | ______ 100. 0 | 100.0 | 100. 0 23.1 156. 4 15. 4 96. 2 69, 2 84,6 | 100, 0 84. 6 30. 8 30, 8 88 5
Not classified-_.._ ... __ 2,972 | _______ 100.0 | 100.0 | 100. 0 0 0 4] 100. 0 80. 0 70.0 | 100. 0 80. 0 20.0 2000 60. 0




Quantity per household
BAN FEANCISCO

Peraons Quarls Cuarts Quarts Quarts Pounds | Pounds Poundy | Pounds | Ppunds | Pounds Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds

Al incomes_ .- _.______ 2,97 .. ___. 16. 891 11.854 10,1721 0,175 | 1.38% | 0.086 | 1.147 | 0. 619 | 1.630 | 2 704 | 0. 709 | 0. 608 | 0. 076 0. 347
Under 2000__ . . | 212 { ______ 11, 608 | 8. 580 ' 6, 913 L3891 1315 ] O ., 762 . 176 L0943 | 1. 719 . 428 . 440 ., 046 . 125
2,000-2990_ __________ 2,87 | ... 16. 220 110.853 | 9. 178 | , 007 | 1. 416 L 017 . 806 L 480 | 1. 809 | 2, 367 . 503 . 550 . 069 . 308
3,000-3,999___________ 319 v ______ 17. 808 j12. 642 110, 695 . 198 | 1, 668 032 | 1. 247 802 | 1,643 ) 2. 889 . 690 . 744 . 062 . 328
4000-56999. . ___ 3.06 | __.____ 18 047 j12. 908 111. 379 | . 164 . 962 .089 { 1. 033 L4476 ] 1,721 ) 3. 240 . 964 . 628 . 036 . 456
64000 and over_ _______ 2294 | ___.___ 20, 257 |13. 270 |11, 683 L2560 ) 1404 LO15 ) 2148 | 1,044 | 2,125 | 2,791 L 974 . 518 . 104 . 360
Not elassified ________ 2,00 |_.______ 13.243 |10.195 | 8826 | . 094 | 1, 311 . 034 ., 962 . 481 . 979 | 2,232 . 592 . 505 . 188 . 262

Expense per houschold {dollars)

Al incomes______._ .. _. 2. 97 |25.046 | 3.757 | 2. 350 1 2,061 | 0. 028 1 0,217 | 0.019 | 0.626 | 0.373 ] 0.772 | 1. 5756 { 0. 664 | 0. 255 | 0. 032 0. 142
Under 2,000.__ oo 212 |15.773 1 2600 | 1. 624 | 1. 348 . 067 . 200 0 . 504 . 008 472 | 1,018 . 398 . 179 . 023 . 055
2,000-2,999.__ _____ 2. 87 (21077 § 3. 330 | 2,082 | L7883 . 016 . 234 . 006 . 409 . 283 . 839 [ 1. 338 . 479 . 232 . 029 . 138
"5 000-'3 999, _________ 3.19 26 098 | 3. 908 | 2 443 | 2. 109 . 032 . 249 021 . 665 . 468 . 800 | L 620 . 637 . 312 . 029 . 148
4, L000-5,900 .. _ | 3.00 28 214 | 4. 105 ( 2. 806 | 2. 520 . 026 . 146 . 042 . 609 . 298 . 780 | 1, 968 . 891 . 263 . 01b . 180
B, 000 and over. __ _____ 2,04 34 996 | 4. 946 | 2 693 | 2 401 . 039 . 236 013 | 1. 144 687 1 1,109 | 1, 773 . 032 . 210 . 035 . 160
Not clagsified__ .. ______ 2,00 [19. 421 | 2. 845 | 1. 933 | 1. 678 . 014 . 218 . 01b6 . 526 . 269 . 386 | 1 323 . 566 . 221 . (082 . 100

Percentage of households using

All incomes_________. . 297\ 100.0 ) 99.3 | 93.8 11. 5 48. 3 9.0 59.0 40. 3 90.6 7 100. 0 70.1 54 2 9.0 74. 3
Under 2000___ . _ 212 (. .. 100. 0 | 100. 0 33, & 292, 2 50. ¢ 0 38. 9 16. 7 83.3 ) 100. 0 72,2 55 6 1.1 44, 4
2,000-2,990_._________ 287 |- __ 100. 0 | 100. © 90, 3 6.5 50. 0 4, 8 51. 6 32. 3 91,9 1 100. 0 61. 3 b4 B 9.7 72. 6
3,000-3,909___________ 310 ... 100. 0 98. 8 94, 2 11.6 53. 5 12. 8 62, B 45, 3 9.9 [ 100. 0 68. 6 62. 8 7.0 80. 2
4000-5,999__________) 3.06__.___..|100.0| 100.0 98 3 10. 3 41. 4 12. 1 50. 0 32.8 94,8 | 100. 0 79. 3 48. 3 6 9 75. 9
6,000 and over. . _ .. 2,94 __.___ 100, 0 46,9 | 93. 8 18. 8 46, 9 9. 4 81. 2 68. 8 Q0.6 | 100.0 78,1 43. 8 9 4 B87.5
Not classified . ________ 2,90 . __._ 100.0 | 100. 0 96. 9 9 4 43. 8 6,2 68. 8 40. 6 81.2 ] 100. 0 65. ¢ 50.0 15. 6 62. 5

1 Bee Glossary, Milk equivalent. ? Ineludes oils, mayonnaise, salad dressing, not shown separately.



TABLE 63.—PURCHASED GRAIN PRODUCTS AND SUGAR AND SWEETS: (Juantity and erpense for foods used at home in a week, by income
[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 oities, winter (January-March) 1948]

Flour, mesl, cereals, pastes Bakery products Supar, sweets

City and neome Flour Cereals, pastes
(doNars) . e | Other &irups, Jallies,
Total Cormnmesl Total Bread baked Total Sugar honsy, Jains, Candy
Tatal Mixes Total ell;::ng)‘_re-ﬁs goods molasses | proserves
w L& (3} 1)) (5) (6) (7} G )] [¢LV)] (1) (1% (83) (4 (L5
Quantity per household (pounds}
BIRMINGIIAM

All incomes________ ~oo .| 8069 4. 173 0. 267 2.944 1. 952 0. 349 4. 8565 4, 891 1. 764 5. 393 3. 050 1.514 0. 582 0, 247
Under 1,000 __._______ 8. 803 3. 460 0 3. 724 1. 619 . 069 2. 921 2. 263 . B58 3. 605 1. 429 1. 891 . 267 .018
1,000-1,999_____.______| 9 034 3. 836 . 153 3. 365 1. 833 . 226 4,177 3. 103 1. 074 4. 672 2. 715 1. 476 . 208 . 179
2,000-2,999_ .. _________ 10, 057 4, 676 . 303 3474 1. 907 . 360 6. 699 4, 970 1. 729 6. 067 3. 224 1. 844 . 729 . 270
3,000-3,999__.________. 9. 439 4, 553 . 469 2. 591 2. 205 . 384 9. 025 6. 509 2,516 6. 038 3. 455 1. 543 . 875 . 365
4,000and over.___..___| 7.8}2 3. 859 . 281 1. 853 2. 100 . 567 8. 886 6, 512 2. 374 5. 668 3. 586 1. 045 . 722 . 315
Not classified. . ____. .l 8,747 3. 152 . 059 2. 147 1. 448 . 306 4. 884 3. 559 1. 325 3. 549 2. 359 L7190 . 420 . 051

Expense per household (dollar s)

All incomes______________ 1. 049 0,477 0. 061 0. 227 0. 345 0. 083 1. 261 0. 691 0. 570 0. 811 | 0,293 0. 223 0. 124 0. 171
Under 1,000 _ ________ . 881 . 352 0 . 254 . 275 . 014 . 507 .l321 . 186 . 415 . 138 . 229 . 032 L 016
1,000-1,999____. . _ ___. , 996 . 420 . 028 . 274 . 302 . 048 L772 . 438 . 334 . 611 . 281 . 183 . 063 . 084
2,000-2999_ ____ . . _ | 1112 . 529 . 062 . 246 . 337 . 088 1.273 . 701 . 872 . 946 . 209 . 268 . 168 21
3,000-3,999_____ o2 1172 . 552 117 . 212 . 408 . D95 1. 731 . 930 . 801 . 024 . 329 . 211 . 161 . 223
4,000 and over__. _ _ | 1.018 . 457 Rirg] . 160 . 401 . 144 1.704 . 916 . 788 . 857 , 343 . 230 . 131 . 253
Not classified . __ . __ . 789 . 370 . 015 . 176 . 243 . 058 . 899 . 487 . 412 . 464 .21 . 144 . 066 . 033

Quantity per household {pounds)
BUFFALQ T

All incomes______________ 4. 238 2. 215 0. 418 0. 347 1. 976 0. 503 | 10 235 7. 501 2.734 4. 822 3. 239 0. 310 0. 620 0. 653
Under 2,000 ___ .__._.. 3. 882 | 2033 L1370 .130 ) 1719 L340 | 9.273 | 7.155 | 2118 | 4.803 | 3.170 . 452 . 639 " K42
2,000-2,999__________.__ 4. 181 2. 143 427 L 047 1. 991 . 394 9 431 6. 958 2. 473 4. 509 3. 154 . 318 . 637 . 490
3,000-3999________.__. 4. 813 2. 679 . 481 . 022 2. 212 . 613 [ 11. 237 8. 374 2. 863 5. 204 3. 591 . 296 . A25 . 792
4,000-5,009____________ 4, 175 2. 235 . 532 048 1. 892 . 599 | 10, 887 7. 617 3. 270 4, 791 3. 137 . 283 . 664 L 707
6,000 and over_________ 4 478 2, 047 . 260 0 2. 431 1. 063 | 10. 713 7. 062 3. 651 8. 575 3. 286 . 675 1. 143 1. 571
Not classified_________. 1. 423 . 378 . 143 077 . 968 . 822 9, 477 6. 801 2. 676 3. 420 2. 249 . 029 . B9Y . 545

Expense per household (dollars)

All ineomes._ .. ________ 0. 695 (. 266 0, 090 } (. 007 ' 0. 422 0. 152 2,084 1. 132 0. 952 0. 082 0. 815 0. 075 0. 166 0. 426

Under 2,000 ... © so1 i .217| .oie| .o17| .367, .108] 1.776| Lo7vi| .705| .873| .313{ .086| .132 342




2000-2999____ _ _____ . 66D . 258 . 088 L0056 [ 406 . 123 1. 904 1. 049 ! . 8565 , 821 . 308 . 079 . 168 . 336
3,000-3,990_____ __ . _.__ . 813 . 323 . 108 . 003 . 487 . 187 2, 248 1.2653 1 . 995 1. 064 . 349 . 066 . 157 . 492
4,000-599% . ____. . 716 . 284 . 122 . 007 . 424 . 176 2, 366 1. 156 1. 210 1. 054 . 302 . 068 . 196 . 488
6,000 and over___. _. .. . 699 .2 . D68 0 |, 4908 . 265 2. 314 1. 188 1. 126 1. 700 . 330 . 247 . 250 - 873
Not elassified. - . 278 . 055 . 031 . 014 } . 209 093 1. 930 1. 050 . 880 . 744 , 216 . 005 1 . 125 ‘ . 398
| , _
. L I
il Quantily per houschold (pounds)
MINNEAPOLIS-ST, PATIL [ R o _1 T yTTTTTTTY T T - i \ T

All ineomes. _____.___ ... ‘ 3871 2.340 | 90.327| 0,039 ) 1. 492 | 0. 451 8. 741 | 6.603 | 2.048 | 4.216 ) 2. 885 0. 407 | 0. 552 [ 0. 371
Under 2,000 . . 2582 | L500{ .134| 010 1071 | .28 | 5619 4690 ! .920( 2713 | 1937 | .380 .284| .112
2,000-2,999_ ___________ 3. 564 2. 062 407 . 074 1. 428 , 464 8 427 6. 472 1. 955 3. 576 2. 481 . 407 . 381 . 307
3,000-3,999.___._ . ___| 4, 657 2, 902 , 348 . 038 1. 717 L 471 8 817 6. 501 2 316 4, 706 3. 2565 . 322 . 647 . 482
4,005,999 . . ____| 3, 790 2, 351 , 287 . 004 i 1. 435 LA85 | 100 043 7. 896 2. 147 4. 803 3. 219 . 465 . 788 . 331
6,000 and_ over_.___ .. _._. 4, 475 2. 642 . 422 . 018 1. 815 .h25 | 10. 924 8 215 2. 709 4. 828 3. 225 . 506 . 490 . 607
T\Tot. classified _ ______ 2. 6563 1. 573 . 126 . 150 E . B30 i . 247 4. 676 3. 380 1, 296 3. 700 2. 503 . 453 . 450 J . 294

FExpense per household {dollars}
,,,,, e R e | _

Allincomes___.___ ______ | 0. 595 0. 256 Q. 069 0. 005 0. 334 0. 135 % 1, 661 0, 953 0, 708 0. 764 0. 295 0. 075 0. 161 I 0. 233
Under 2,000 . . . | . 372 . 148 . 024 . 001 . 223 .07 1. BO1 . 682 . 319 . 391 . 199 . 058 . 088 . 48
20002999, . _....____ . AB5 . 2387 . 081 . 010 . 318 . 142 1. b&1 . 918 . B63 . 625 . 256 . 080 111 . 178
3,000-3,990_______.____ . 694 . 312 075 , D05 L3377 . 142 1, 772 . 935 . 837 . B99 . 331 . 058 . 191 . 319
4,000-5,990.__ ___ _ _ . 580 . 249 . 061 . 001 . 339 . 149 1,813 1. 112 . 701 . 834 , 331 . 090 218 . 195
6,000 and over. __ . _ _. 707 . 208 , 092 . 002 . 407 . 154 2. 136 1. 166 . 970 . 992 . 318 . 081 . 159 . 434
Not elassified .. . ____ . 423 . 188 . M8 . 019 . 206 . 084 . 951 . 497 ., 454 . 685 . 263 . 089 . 143 . 190

Quantity per household {pounds)
SAN FRANCISCO D e J I N B I

Al incomes. ____________ 3. 605 1. 598 0. 449 0. 1h1 1. 86 j 0.341 1 7. 045 5. 179 1. 866 3. 200 1. 993 (). 365 0. 434 0. 358

—_ e I PE— - — e —
Under 2,000 ._____ _ | 2.770 | . 008 076 | .367| 1497 | 154 | 6306 | 4.833 | 1.473| 1.834 | 1.235 . 208 . 219 . 082
2,000-2,999____________ 3. 048 1. 310 . 334 172 1. 566 . 398 | 6. 064 4, 509 1. bbb 2. 724 1. 843 . 292 . 425 . 164
3000-3,999_._ _._ ___ 4. 487 1717 . 606 . 176 2 F94 . 366 ( B. 280 6. 352 1. 928 3. 346 2,023 . 351 . 508 . 463
4,000-5,999. ___ _ _. 3. 530 1. 740 . 522 . 135 1. 655 | . 317 7. K97 5. 064 2. 533 3. 746 2. 330 . 439 . 428 . 549
6,000 and over__._.____ 3. 017 1. 488 . 371 ’ .01t 1. 518 . 442 6. 504 4, 639 1. 865 3. 596 2,118 . 446 . 713 . 318
Not classified-_________[ 3 509 2. 080 . 405 1 089 1. 340 . 214 5. 360 4. 047 1 313 3122 1. 891 . 372 . 557 . 302
! {
Expense per household (dollars)

Allincomes_ ___._________ 0. 637 3. 230 0. 092 0 024 0. 383 0. 098 1. 657 0. 829 0. 828 0. 679 Q0. 195 0. 082 0. 140 0. 262
Under 2,000 ________ _. . 468 . 109 . 013 . 044 . 315 . 042 1. 430 . 761 . 669 , 290 . 128 . 081 . 038 . 043
20002999 . ___ . _. __ . 536 . 181 . 067 . 024 . 331 , 109 1. 329 . 715 . 614 . 523 . 183 . 061 . 136 . 143
3,000-3,9%9_______ . _ __ . 815 . 260 . 120 . 038 . 517 . 107 1. 867 1. 608 . 859 . 704 ., 206 . 075 . 129 . 294
4,000-5999 . ___ _ o . 610 . 256 . 117 . 015 . 339 . 086 1,978 . 827 1. 151 . 897 . 217 . 096 . 159 . 425
6,000 and over__.____. _ . 592 , 224 . 079 . 001 . 367 . 129 1. 732 . 789 . 943 . 825 . 203 . 116 . 209 . 297
Not classified._____.___ ] . 546 .27 . 081 . 012 . 263 . 067 1. 195 . 652 . 543 . b85 . 178 . 0RO . 136 . 201

I .




TapLe 64, —PURCHASED BEGGS AND MEAT, POULTRY, FISH: Quanlity and expense for foods used at home in a week, by income
|Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities, winter (January—-March) 1948)

Maat, poultry, fish
Meat Paouliry
City and income (dollars) Eggs Pork Other
Total [ Fish, shell-
Totul Reef Cured Veal, lamb Frank- Total U?r{g:}?n’
furters,
Tolal Fresh Total luncheon
Total | Bagon meats
(1) @) 63 ) {5) 15} {7) (8) ) (10) (1) (12 13) uq) (15
Quantity per housshold
RIEMINGHAM T
Dozens Pounds Pounds Frunds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pownds Pounils Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds
All incomes______________ 1. 797 | 10.272 8. 32_0 | 2. 905 4, 333 2,137 2,198 0. 858 0. 131 0. 951 0. 559 1. 103
Under 1,000__.___.___. L 918 5. 673 4, 636 ' 1. 224 2. 459 1. 119 1. 340 . 171 0 . 953 . 610 . 626 . 526 . 511
1,000-1,999___ ________| 1, 341 9. 006 6. 766 [ 1. 786 3. 890 1. 938 1. 952 . 608 . 039 1. 051 . 433 1. 261 1. 261 . 979
2,000-2,999____________ - 1. 884 9. B87 8. 223 2. 842 4. 313 2. 084 2, 229 LT71 177 . 891 . 453 . 937 . 937 . 727
3,000-3,999____________ 2. 137  11. 968 | 10. 016 3. 864 5. 126 2. 854 2. 272 1. 283 . 100 . 926 . 635 1. 175 1. 175 L 777
4,000 and over_________ 2.316 | 12, 861 | 10. 257 3. 990 5 156 2, 386 2.770 1. 131 . 272 . 839 . 708 1. 456 1.411 1. 148
Not classified. ______.__ 1. 325 9. 121 7.279 2. 647 3. 265 1. 266 1. 999 . 765 . 059 1. 308 778 1. 059 1. 059 . 783
Expense per household (dollars)
|

All incomes ..o . 1174 5, 859 4, 758 1. 802 2, 391 1. 107 1. 284 0. 598 0. 087 (. 478 0. 307 0. 657 0. 650 0. 444
Under 1,000_. . . ___.._ . 596 2. 624 2, 106 . 588§ 1. 059 . 475 . 684 . 097 0 . 459 . 306 . 303 . 303 . 215
1,000-1,999_ . ___ [ . 801 4. 657 3. 505 1. 008 1. 962 . 945 1. 017 . 400 . 023 . 812 . 236 . 726 . 725 . 427
2,000-2,999_ . ___ ______ 1. 207 5 512 4. 603 1. 743 2,319 1. G50 1. 269 . 534 . 110 . 431 . 245 . Hh8 . 558 . 351
3,000-3999____________ -1, 440 7. 193 6. 030 2422 3. 050 1. 524 1. 526 . 905 . 070 . 488 . 358 . B50) . 850 . 513
4,000 and over________._ 1. 488 7. 994 6. 361 2. 663 3. 038 1. 350 1. 688 . 823 . 197 , 463 . 413 . 942 . 902 . 691
Not elassified_ _______._ . 869 5. 078 4. 109 1. 664 1. 768 . 652 1,116 . 515 . 036 . 641 . 301 . 614 . 614 . 355

Quantity per household
RUFFALQ r —

X Dozens Poundy Pounds Pounds Pounda Pounde Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds TPounds Poundg
All ineomes. . ___.__.._ 1.893 | 12 676 | 10. 119 3. 820 3. 430 1. 916 1. 514 0. 630 1. 085 1. 784 1. 391 386 1. 318 1. 171
Under 2,000_.____.____ 1. 861 | 11. G636 8 706 3. 373 3. 036 2. 000 1. 036 . 522 . 767 1. 440 1211 1, 870 1. 870 1. 060
2,000-2,999______ F— 1. 748 { 11. 510 9. 127 3. 411 3. 052 1. 739 1. 313 . 549 . 954 1. 710 1.473 1. 487 1. 253 . 946
3,000-3,899____________| 2000 | 14. 389 | 11.807 4, 231 4. 094 2. 213 1, 881 . 732 1. 231 2,251 1. 707 1. 543 1. 543 1. 039
4,000-5,999_______ .. ___§ 2 115 | 13 411 10. 517 4. 247 3. 558 1. 880 1. 678 . 721 1. 143 1, 569 1. 090 1, 034 1. 034 1. 860
6,000 and over.________ 2.333 | 12. 877 | 11. 212 3. 570 3. 821 3. 000 . 821 . 679 2. 000 1,821 . 928 . 429 . 429 1,236
Not elassified. . ___.____ 1. 349 | 10. 387 8 023 3. 880 2. 345 . 865 1. 480 . 461 . 894 . 904 . 539 . 949 . 949 1. 415
Expense per household (dollars)
All incomes___ .. ______.___ 1. 208 7. 356 5. 999 [ 2.229 ‘ 2.103 1.123 0. 980 0. 389 0. 658 1. 009 0. 709 0. G81 0. 646 0. 676
I i .




Under 2,000_.__ . _____ 1.220 | 6.600 ) 5110 1.831 | 1.931 1. 249 .682 ' 351 . 524 1 L824 . 677 . 920 - 920 . 570
2,000-2,999__._________| 1.133| 6.750 | 4. 465 1.978 1. 849 1. 023 . B76 . 338 . 601 . 987 . 845 . 688 - 593 . 597
3,000-3999 . _ _ .| 1.268)| 8100 6 721 2379 | 2427 1. 265 1. 182 . 441 . 682 1.233 . 971 . 762 . 762 . 617
4,000-5,999 ... - . | 1 343 7.830 | 6.445 | 2.596 | 2 247 1. 128 1. 119 . 450 . 710 . 892 . 662 . 514 . 514 . 871
6,000 and over - _._____} 1.333 7. 186 | 6. 187 1. 886 | 2. 100 1. 534 . 875 . 477 1. 139 1. 053 . alb . 210 . 210 . 780
Not classified._______ — . B67 7.226 | 5 616 2 814 1. 508 . 575 . 933 . 273 . 741 . 553 . 290 . 547 . 547 1. 063

Quantity per household

MINNEAPOLIS-ST. PATUL i
Lwzens Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds | Pounds Pounds Pounds LPounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds

All incomes_. ... .. .. 1. 888 | 10. 211 8. 877 3. 577 3. 118 1. 820 1. 289 0, 593 0 70 1 181 0. 966 0. 903 0. 839 0. 731
Under 2,000 _____._.__ 1. 199 6. 474 | 4. 961 2. 197 1. 657 1. 164 . 493 . 335 . 489 . 618 . 3798 1. 153 . 853 . 360
2,000-2909.__________. 1. 641 8. 779 7.722 2. 997 2. 888 1, 484 1. 104 . 56H . 540 1. 297 1.129 . 444 . 409 . 613
3,000-3,909____________ 2.005 | 10. 767 0.114 3. 989 2. 960 1. 680 . 980 . 539 . 930 1. 235 1. 002 . 810 LT77 . 843
4,000-5,999_________ ---] 2,045 | 11. 150 9. 383 4. 182 3.3 2. 078 1, 263 . 666 . 602 1. 258 1. 026 . 977 . 943 . 790
6,000 and over_________ 2.501 | 13.586 1 10. 996 4. 128 4. 836 2.108 | 2.728 . 813 . 910 1. 122 . 842 1. 552 1. 465 1. 038
Not classified._. . _ e 1. 903 | 10. 784 8. 489 2. 995 3450 y 2.490 | 1.060 . 760 L772 1. 172 1,122 1. 780 1. 780 . 815

Expense per ho[}géiald (dollars)

All incomes_.__.._ I -] 0.975 5. 791 4. 956 2122 1. 768 0.961 | 0.807 0. 400 0. 382 0. 684 0. 566 0. 384 0. 357 0. 451
Under 2,000__________. . 612 3. 418 2.736 1. 297 . 902 . 591 . 311 . 232 . 229 . 808 . 215 . 462 . 339 . 220
2,000-2999_.___ ______ - B57 4, 870 4, 302 1.713 1. 562 ., 765 L 797 . 358 . 289 . 738 . 662 . 200 . 185 . 368
3,000-3,999____________ . 978 6. 063 5. 221 2. 359 1. 634 1. 033 . 601 - 358 . 408 . 730 . 592 . 328 . 317 . 514
4,000-5999_______.___. 1. 089 6. 483 5. 520 2. 520 1. 927 1. 131 . 798 . 459 . 348 J725 . 601 . 420 . 400 . 543
6,000 and over___._.___| 1. 345 8. 034 6. 782 2. 509 3. 010 1. 093 1. 917 . 999 . 873 . 690 . 504 . 672 . 640 . 580
Not classified ._________ . 983 8. 955 4. B48 1. 873 2. 009 1. 329 . 680 . 500 . 275 . 691 . 661 . 822 . 822 . 285

Quantity per Lhousehold

SAN FRANCISCO !
Dozena Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Lounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds

All incomes___._________.{ L 699 | 11.642 8. 861 3.786 | 2,110 0.782 | 1.328 0. 626 1. 763 1. 202 0. 741 1. 579 1. 383 1. 202
Under 2,000 _ _.__ 1, 162 8. 239 6. 273 2. 163 2. 409 . 093 | 2.316 . 583 1.222 . 479 . 285 1. 083 1. 083 . 883
2,000-2999____ _____._. 1. 509 4. 690 7.667 | 3.128 1. 743 . 613 1. 130 . 538 1. 798 . 988 . 628 1. 269 1. 265 . 764
3,000-3,999.___.._._._{ L BIZ2{ 12 568 9. 686 4. 165 2. 223 . 881 1. 342 . 658 1.713 1. 585 1. 148 1. 871 1. 598 1011
4,000-5,999_  ________. 1 810 | 11. 877 9. 352 4. 300 | 2. 261 1.060 | 1201 . 675 1. 672 1.119 . 721 1. 242 1. 130 1. 283
6,000 and over_________ 1. 853 | 17. 525 | 13. 242 6. 017 | 2.990 1. 035 1. 955 . 862 2. 631 1. 604 . 548 1. 906 1281 2.377
Not classified__________ 1. 706 8. 544 5 159 1. 759 1191 . 478 . 713 . 405 1. 423 . 746 . 3564 1 961 1. 766 1. 424

Expense per household (dollars)

All incomes.________.____ 1. 139 7. 575 5. 924 2,474 1. 542 | 0. 526 1.016 | ©.501 1.186 | 0.7583 0.477 ; 0. 914 0. 790 0. 737
Under 2,000______.___. .788 ¢ 4 879 | 3 902 1. 347 1. 508 . 062 1. 446 . 446 . 744 . 303 . 180 . 563 . 863 .414
2,000-2,999_____.______ 1. 019 | 6. 239 5. 083 2. 068 1. 292 . 444 . 848 . 423 1. 113 . 610 . 400 . 678 . 675 . 478
3,000-3,999_ . ________ 1 211 7. 916 6. 197 | 2 565 1. 557 . 586 . 971 . 533 1. 120 . 955 . 715 1. 054 . 850 . 665
4,000-5,099___________. 1. 231 8 138 6. 545 3, 060 1. 620 . 694 . 926 . 535 1. 146 719 . 437 . 825 . 708 . 768
6,000 and over.________ 1.237 ) 11.798 | 9.247 [ 3.848 | 2 500 L7I7 1. 783 . 639 1.782 | 1.117 . 466 1. 149 . 824 1. 402
Not elaggified. . ________ 1.109 , 5. 530 | 3 514 1. 215 . 912 . 204 . 618 . 349 . 948 . 439 . 239 1.122 . 982 - 894



TABLE 65.-PURCHASED FRESH AND DRIED FRUITS AND VEGETABLES: Quantity and expense for foods used at home in a week, by income
[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 eities, winter (January—March) 1948]

Fresh Irults Potatoes, swoelpotatoes Tresh vegetables l Diried fruits and vegetables, nuts
City and Income Citrus Other 7
{dollars} Total Tatal Potatoes Total Tomatoes g’:efg,’ Other Total Fruits |Vepotableg!? Nuts
Taotal Oranges Total Apples yellow
(13 @ @ # {(s) {6) (] ‘\ [4:3] o (1) an (D (13 (14) (15) (16)
Quantity per household (pounds)
RIEMINGHAM

All incomes. ... 10. 258 [ 6. 562 4. 656 3. 606 2 002 5. 760 3. 855 7. 467 0. 454 4. 937 2. 076 1. 772 0. 341 0. 997 0. 434
Under 1.000.__] 2. 592 1. 329 1,185 1. 263 . 684 4. 158 2. 000 4,074 0 3. 466 . 608 1. 072 0 . 850 . 222
1,000-1,909__.1 6. 734 4 185 3. 225 2. 549 1. 392 5. 003 2, 838 5. 614 111 3. 742 1. 761 1. 428 . 150 1. 040 . 238
2,000-2,999___| 9 584 5. 049 4. 205 3.635 2.131 5. 934 3. 934 7.211 . 452 4, 586 2.173 1. 835 . 300 1. 017 . 518
3,000-3,099___} 15. 198 9. 648 7. 028 5, 550 2. 918 V. 147 5. 009 9. 355 . 747 6. 078 2. 530 2135 . 388 1. 190 . 657
4,000 and over.| 15. 248 | 10. 606 6. 679 4 642 | 2 921 8. 444 5.205 | 10. 330 . 854 6. 723 2. 753 1. 987 . 713 . 791 . 483
Not classified_.| 4. 365 | 2,443 1. 950 1. 922 . 863 2. 871 1. 500 4, 787 .059 | 3.706 1. 022 1. 517 . 375 . 788 . 354

Ezxpenae per hougehold (dollars)

All ineomes_ ____ 0. 883 0. 422 0. 266 0471 0.238 | 0. 400 0. 255 1. 006 0 124 0. 616 0. 266 0, 510 0. 077 0. 246 0. 187
Under 1,000.__ . 248 . 084 . 063 , 150 . 074 . 278 . 123 . 416 0 . 349 ", 067 . 297 0 . 201 . 096
1,000-1,999_.._ . 638 . 279 . 189 . 354 . 176 . 872 . 191 . 707 . 035 . 473 . 199 . 388 . 029 , 264 . 105
2,000-2,099__ _ . 856 . 403 . 287 . 453 . 241 L 417 . 263 . 981 . 119 . 588 . 264 . 533 . 068 . 244 . 221
3,000-3,999___f 1,295 . 604 . 387 . 691 . 320 . 481 . 336 1. 228 . 211 , 686 . 831 . 619 L 077 . 294 . 248
4,000 and over_| 1, 237 . 648 . 353 . 589 . 328 . 436 . 339 1. 553 . 227 . 903 . 423 . 576 . 174 . 201 . 201
Not classified__ . 433 . 185 .12 . 268 . 109 . 198 . 092 . 584 . 015 . 480 . 089 . 436 . 093 . 205 . 138

Quantity per household (pounds)
RUFFALOD -

All Incomes. . _._ 13. 695 9. 398 6. 726 4. 297 [ 2.731 9. 936 9. 644 8237 | 0.280 5.383 | - 2. 574 0. 854 0. 244 0. 289 0. 321
Under 2,000_._| 10. 402 6. 380 3. 941 4. 022 2. 576 8. 968 8. 446 6. 729 . 025 4. 211 2. 493 . 6786 . D80 . 348 . 248
2,000-2,909_. _| 12 573 8. 384 5. 903 4. 189 | 2. 680 9. 240 8 917 8. 220 . 805 5. 211 2, 704 . 845 . 277 . 3561 . 217
3,000-3,990___{ 14. 467 9. 857 7. 389 4. 610 2 978 | 11.246 | 11. 087 8. 631 . 288 5 738 | 2604 . 782 , 199 . 218 . 365
4,000-5,909___1 16. 218 | 11. 441 8. 061 4.777 1 3.149 | 10. 821 | 10. 616 8,832 . 290 5, 856 2. 686 . 923 . 174 . 302 . 447
6,000 and over_| 20. 897 | 17. 111 | 11. 878 3. 786 1. 143 8 786 & 786 | 10. 205 . 400 7.646 | 2 150 2. 365 1. 401 . 143 . 721
Not classified__| 10. 789 8 378 8. 498 2 411 1, 397 6. 685 5. 800 5. 670 . 404 3 814 1. 452 . 620 . 113 . 192 . 315G

Expense per household {dollars)

All incomes. oo 1.172 Q. 676 0. 509 0. 496 ’ 0. 248 0. 466 0. 432 1. 137 0. 093 0.628 | 0. 416 0. 288 0. 060 0. 061 Q. 187
Under 2,000___ . 933 . 442 . 295 . 491 ‘ . 245 . 451 . 384 . 849 . 008 . 486 . 375 . 204 . 020 . 076 . 108
2,000-2,099___1 1.106 . 622 . 469 . 484 . 247 . 441 . 400 1. 165 . 100 . 618 . 447 . 265 . 066 . 070 . 129




3,000-3,999__ 1. 228 . 704 . 547 . 524 . 273 . 512 . 494 1. 149 . 094 . 652 . 403 . 87 L 047 . 050 ‘ . 190
4,000-5,999___| 1.320 . 785 BT L L B3| . 266 . 481 . 451 1. 205 . 083 . B85 . 437 . 329 . 040 . D63 | . 226
6,000 and over_.{ 1. 761 1, 259 . 926 . 502 . 116 . 871 . 371 1. 506 . 170 . 915 . 421 , 762 . 411 . 027 Lo 324
Not classified__ . 912 . 632 444 . 28D L 117 . 427 . 364 . 925 . 180 . 476 . 269 . 212 . 036 . D44 ] . 132
: !
MINNBAPOLIS- Quantity per household (pounds)
BT. PAUL .

All incomes_ _ .. . 12. 488 B 467 5. 386 4 021 2. 325 8 594 3. 420 6, 898 0. 325 4. 657 1, 916 1. 086 t 0. 459 (. 186 0. 441
Under 2,000__.| 10.289 | 7.022 | 3.333 | 3.267 | 2225 6.104| 5924 | 4412 | .056 | 3.156 | 1.200| .876| .4a4| 148 .284
2,000-2,999___| 11. 318 8. 098 5 120 3. 220 1. 888 8. 483 8. 247 5. 675 . 281 3. 664 1. 730 ., 928 . 364 . 212 . 352
3,000-3,999___] 13. 911 3. 831 6. 597 5. 080 2. 870 8 547 8, 394 7.713 . 358 h. 351 2. 004 1. 144 . 479 . 157 . b0§
%,000—5,999..__ 13. 738 9, 752 6. 066 3. 086 2. 304 9. 525 9, 444 7. 978 . 365 5. 478 2,135 1. 203 . 459 . 202 . b4z
6,000 andl over.y 11, 304 7.272 3. 592 4. 032 2,293 | 10. 663 | 10. 393 8. 354 . 350 8. 460 2. 544 1. 375 LT27 . 223 . 425
Not clagsified_.| 11. 626 7. 532 4, 667 4. 094 1. 900 A 000 4. 800 5. 362 . 750 3. 214 1. 398 . 798 . 283 . 100 L4156

| | ! 4
Tixpense per household (dollars)

All incomes_ ___._ 1. (90 0. -555 0. 398 0. 535 0. 256 0. 484 ' 0. 461 0. 919 0. 102 0. 517 0. 300 0, 395 0. 106 0. 036 0. 253
Under 2,000._. . 787 . 401 . 241 . 386 . 200 . 315 . 292—- . 525 . 018 . 353 . 154 . 318 111 . 024 . 183
2,000-2,999_ _. . 944 . 827 . 385 . 417 . 189 . 472 . 441 . 767 . 082 . 406 . 279 ., 332 . 090 . 045 . 197
3,000-3,99¢.. .| 1.278 . 99 . 474 . 679 . 317 . 498 . 476 1.023 107 . 580 . 336 . 436 . 115 . 031 . 290
4,000-5,999___[ 1, 198 . 642 . 447 . 556 . 276 . 530 . 517 1. 036 . 120 . 605 . 311 . 428 . 004 . 038 . 296
6,000 and over-| 1, 007 . 488 . 294 . 519 . 250 , 625 . 597 1. 147 . 124 . BI6 . 407 . 477 . 1567 . 039 . 281
I\iot classified__| 1, 086 . 495 . 346 . 091 . 227 . 275 . 250 r . 914 . 255 . 433 . 226 . 337 . 0GY . 032 . 236

Quantity per household (pounds)
SAN FRANCIECO B o _ B

All incomes_ . ___ 12, 364 7. 883 5. 486 4. 481 2. 435 5. 219 4. 8G9 ‘ 11. 024 1. 023 6. 850 3. 151 0. 930 0. 266 0. 415 0. 249
Under 2,000___| 8.023 5. 347 3. 804 2676 1. 037 4, 336 3. 819 6. 992 . 472 4 418 2.102 . 749 . 179 . 396 . 174
2,000-2,999___1 10, 225 6. 286 4, 370 3. 939 2,208 5. 066 4. 714 9. 745 . 852 6. 013 2. 880 . 760 . 214 . 313 . 233
3,000-3,999___; 11. 633 6. 014 5 010 4 719 2. 748 6. 157 5 804 | 11 657 . 954 7. 311 3, 392 . 978 . 273 . 464 . 241
4.000-5909___| 13. 440 8. 812 6. 033 4,637 2. 396 5, 048 4 595 | 11. 394 1. 081 7. 273 3. 040 1, 076 . 363 . 473 . 240
6,000 and over_{ 19. 865 | 13 835 | 8 837 6. 030 3. 276 5. 427 5. 208 | 15, 504 1, 648 9. 450 4. 406 1. 248 . 256 . 497 . 495
Not classitied_ | 11, 448 7. 376 b 534 4. 072 2. 047 3. 597 3. 406 8 915 1. 117 5. 232 2, 566 . 6562 . 232 . 304 . 116

Expense per honsehold (dollars)

All incomes. . ___ 1, 213 0. 542 0. 356 0. 671 0. 217 0. 401 0. 353 1. 748 0. 201 0. 948 Q. 509 0. 310 0. 057 0. 103 0. 150
Under 2,000___ . 7562 . 328 . 206 . 424 . 088 . 335 . 267 . 858 . 078 . 464 . 316 . 199 . 029 . 107 . D63
2,000-2,999___| 1.037 . 422 . 286 L 615 . 215 . 391 . 348 1. 456 . 233 . 835 . 388 . 238 . 052 . 077 . 109
3,000-3,990___) 1.126 . 458 . 313 . 668 . 243 . 484 . 420 1. 745 . 263 . 999 . 483 . 320 . 051 . 125 . 144
4,000-5,999___; 1 272 . 576 . 377 . 696 . 194 . 379 . 318 1. 933 . 321 1. 083 . 520 . 332 . 082 . 103 . 147
6,000 and over_) 2. 041 1. 071 . 643 . 970 . 297 . 428 . 405 2. 888 . 510 1. 366 1. 012 . 535 . 068 . 107 . 360
Not classified. | 1. 106 . 525 . 365 . a81 . 181 . 241 . 213 1. 353 . 323 . 645 . 385 . 219 . 044 . 082 . 003

1 Chiefly dry beans and peas.



&3 TaBLE 66.—PURCHASED PROCESSED FRUIT, VEGETABLES, AND OTHER FOODS, BEVERAGES, MISCELLANEQUS: Quantily and expense for foods
used at home in a week, by income

[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities, winter (Jahuary—Mareh) 1948]

Frozen ﬁ“agfeg“d Veg- Canned fruits, vegetables, and juices ngﬁ&?ﬁg&wy Beverages )
City andl income {dollars) — — . L;:[lgﬁélg-
. Total | Vagetables] Total Fruits | Vegetables | Juices Total Soups Total! | Alechetic® | Boft drinks | Coffee
{n (2) 6] “ (5} (8) (N )] )] (1) arn (12) (13) (14}
Quantity per hausehold (pounds)
BIRMINGHAM S

All ineomes_ .o ___ .. 0. 095 0.067 | 5. 678 1.635 | 2.810( 1.233 1. 456 0.981 | _.__ -] 0.337 2.576 1.095 . ______ ’
Under 1,000..___.___ ___..__.__ 0 0 2.3821 841 | 1.039 502 1.243 | 1,188 |._______ .053 | 1.808 B 7 N
1L,000-1,999_______________. _._ 0 0 3. 338 1.090 | 1.829 . 419 | 1.072 LT06 | . 578 1. 570 BRI . __
2,000-2999____________________ . 035 . 035 5, 796 1. 251 3.212 | 1,333 | 1.840 1.OBO |________ . 184 2, 214 1.113 [ .
3,000-8,999_______________.____ . 048 . 629 7.457 | 2.444 | 38.531 1. 482 | 1.706 1106 . __ . _.__ L1238 | 3.126 1.368 |____._ -
4,000 and over_____._.____ N . 4562 .307{ 8330 | 2603 | 3.409( 2. 818 | 1.208 511 B . 375 3. 390 1,274 [ . __.
Not clagsified____-.. - ___.__ 0 0 3. 362 . 988 | 1.967 . 407 . 838 L6201 ... 1.238 | 4.288 LT85 oo

Expense per household (dollars)

All incomes_ ... . e 0.043 | 0.030] 0.873 0.333 | 0.430 | 0.110 | 0.348 0.195 1.134 | 0.259{ 0. 252 0. 542 0. 347
Under 1,000 ... ______________ 0 0 . 325 .143 . 150 . 032 . 205 .173 . 664 . 118 L 170 . 871 . 108
1,000-1,989_ __________________. 0 0 . 501 . 210 . 260 . 031 . 209 . 129 . 873 . 202 . 146 . 401 oL 20H
2,000-2,999______________ ... ___ . 019 . 019 . 846 . 250 474 .121 . 450 . 239 1. 073 . 223 . 223 . 564 . 363
3,000-3,999_ . ____________.._._ . 022 . 013 1. 183 . 469 . 582 . 132 . 427 L2261 1,331 . 205 . 332 . 680 . 401
4,000 and over_ _ _______.__..___ . 199 L1209 1,373 . 615 . 542 . 218 . 316 . 175 1. 410 . 255 . 334 . 647 . 465
Not clagsified________ e 0 0 . B15 . 187 . 203 . 035 . 234 .163 | 1.430 . 667 . 350 . 367 . 183

Quantity per household (pounds)
BUFFALO

All ineomes _ - - . .. 0.336 | 0.256 | 9. 310 2.203 | 4.778 | 2 239 1.776 o414 | _____. 3. 599 2. 678 212 .. __
Under 2,000 - ________... .184 .184 ) 8 226 1.260 % K. 079 1. 887 1. 278 1,108 | 2. 359 . 967 1.163 |________
2,000-2,990_ . ___ e . 290 L2191 9269 2,230 4.580 | 2 450 1. 583 1.249 | _______ 3. 487 | 3. 0987 1,170 | ______
3,000-3,999. - . .. ._.__ . 315 L228 | 9.906 | 2.312 | b5 216 2, 378 1. 975 1.567 [ _____. 4. 023 2, 808 1.199 | _____._
4,000-5,999._ _____ e el .37 L272 | 9,035 2. 631 5322 | 1.982 1. 907 1.462 | ___.___ 3. 567 { 2 959 1. 481 o__-____
6,000andover_ _ ____________ .. . 592 .538 | 10.713 | 4.337 | B3.717 | 2 659 2. 585 20266 1 _______ 3. 580 1. 821 1.321 | _____._._
Not classified . . _ __.._ . - .. __ . 826 . 595 5. 111 2164 | 1.809 1. 138 2. 053 1.671 . __.___ 4, 241 1. 404 L8785 |

Expense per household {dollars)

All incomes_ . __________.____._._ 0.128 | 0.099 1.260 | 0.375 | 0.671 0.214 | 0. 433 0.323 | 1.688 | 0.757 0. 205 0. 591 0. 434
Under 2000____. .. ______._____ . 072 . 072 1,109 . 248 . 657 . 204 316 ¢ L2683 | 1. 252 . 493 . 073 . 691 . 335
20002999 __ ________________ L1083 . 088 1. 253 . 372 . 652 . 229 . 383 .209 | 1.529 . 631 . 227 . Ba2 . 38y
3,000-3,999_ _________ . ________. . 126 . (083 1. 310 . 357 725 [ .228 . 476 . 356 1. 748 . 745 . 222 . 608 . 465
4,000-5999_ ________ . _____ . 131 . 113 1. 362 . 433 . 739 . 180 . 480 .319 [ 1.854 . 821 . 221 . 875 . 529




6,000 and over_ ____.______.____ .30l 177 1. 370 . 702 . 491 L 177 . 607 . 454 3.123 2. 183 . 200 . 590 . 478
Not classified _. . _____._____. -1 . .82 .23 . 869 . 359 . 375 . 135 . 508 .amn 1. 909 1, 222 .112 . 475 . 40H
Quantity per household (pounds)
MINNEAPOLIS-8T. PAUL

Allineomes_ ______________ ___ .| 0.341 0,258 | 8247 2. 578 | 4084 ] 1.635 1.484 | 1.231 |________ 1, 905 2,308 | 1.021 . _____. -
Under 2,000______ e illeo . 155 .15 | 5.816 | 2. 008} 3 096 L 712 . 611 i) § B . 090 . 360 L8B3 |oo___. -
2,000-2999___ . _______ _______ . 279 .237 | 7.00B8: 20057 3890 1,023, 1477} L 180 _______| 1.275 2. 011 L0183 (.. __.
3000-3999__ . ______________._ . 207 . 148 9, 898 3. 275 4. h48 2,077 1. 853 1.470 ... _ .. 2.722 3. 143 L0991 L -
4,000-5999_______ __.._ I . 346 L272 | 8.646 1 2.597 (1 4.131 1.918 | 1.589 1.300 [__. . .1 2.005 21770 1,043 ._____._
6000andover _ _ . . , 978 L625 | 9.758 | 2652 ) 4 323 2.784 | 1.306 1.059 _______.] 3.309 3.048 ) 1,255 |_.__._..
Not classified ______________ .. . 450 L375 | 4.867 | 2.077 ) 2 479 . 811 1. 289 L9991 | . 137 4. 217 S938 (L. __

Expense per household (dollars}

All incomes._ _._._______________ b G118 0.085 | 1.241 | 0.439 | 0.636 0166 | 0.404 ) 0.273 | 1.408 | 0.605 0.208 ] 0.554 0. 365
Under 2,000 _____ e - . 053 . 053 . 794 . 812 . 422 . 060 . 127 L 127 . 605 . 018 . 033 . 450 . 125
2,000-2999_ . __ . _ . ______. ____ . 097 L073 | 1.024 . 822 . 604 . 098 . 405 .260 | 1.158 . 337 . 180 . 533 . 285
3,000-3,990_ ______ R el . 067 . 052 1. 519 . 872 . 722 . 225 . 465 . 322 1. 750 . 864 . 218 . 546 . 465
4,000-5999_______ - ee - . 131 , 002 1. 265 . 431 . 655 . 179 . 436 . 301 1. 407 . 489 . 195 . 552 415
6,000 and over__ __.________ R . 315 . 202 1. 538 ¥ . 720 . 301 . 451 . 260 2. 701 1. 430 . 370 . 741 . 480
Not elassified__ _ .. ________. . 195 . 136 . 910 . 456 . 429 , 025 . 319 . 214 1. 640 . oY . 411 . 530 . 203

Quantity per household (pounds)
BAN FRANCISCO

All incomes . ____________ e 0. 638 0. 558 7. 786 2. 314 3. 158 2 313 1. 521 1L.1224{ . _.__._| 3. 058 2, 033 L2196 (. ____
Under 2,000 _.____ . ____ ___._ - . 334 . 334 5. 605 2. 094 2. 616 . RG5 . 871 L A440 [ __ 1. 069 . 669 L9007 .
2,000-2,999_ ________ [ R . 3569 . 327 6. 822 2.173 3. 057 1. 592 1, 542 1.049 |________ 2. b4 1. 286 1,112 .
3000-3909 ____ ____________ - . 602 . 44 7.703 2. 189 3. 295 2,219 1. 628 1.230 | ___. 4. 383 2. 364 1.203 |_______.
4,000-5,999 . _____ meimemeo - . 746 .660 ) 0.783! 275 83801 3.879 1. 616 1.289 | _______ 2. 727 2. 553 1.393 |_____._.
6,000 andover. . _._____._.____. 1.468 | 1.156 % & 612 | 2822 | 8. 077 2, 613 1, 769 1,354 1_.______ 2. 665 2. 590 1.312 .. _.___
Not clagsified- ... ____.____. . 418 .387 ( 6.369 ) L1 701 2. 675 1. 993 1. 147 836 - 2. 590 1. 858 1.208 ... .-

Expense per household (dollars)

All incomes._ - oo _._ 0.224 | 0197 1.135| 0.388 | 0.5 0.226 | 0426 | 0.288 ( 2 223 1. 281 0. 211 0. 644 0. 347
Under 20000 __________________ . 123 .123 . 834 . 312 . 422 . 100 . 212 . 104 . 870 . 229 . 083 . 509 117
2,000~2,900_______ e e . 126 . 115 1. 068 . 380 . 538 . 150 . 381 . 255 1. 739 . 931 . 140 . 607 . 827
3,000-3999______._._____._.___ L 211 . 101 1.104 . 351 . 531 . 222 . 470 .326 | 2.218 | 1,270 . 226 . 607 . 879
4,000-5,999_ _____ . ____________. . 256 . 229 1. 372 . 446 . 565 . 361 . 482 . 323 2. 788 1. 690 . 206 724 . 383
6,000 and over_ _ . __.__________. . 522 .400 | 1.238 . 492 . 471 . 275 . 515 . 361 3.492 | 2. 382 . 283 . 740 . 434
Not, classified .. . ________.____ . 146 L1391 1.002 . 824 . 502 L1768 . 316 .218( 1.636 . 735 . Ibb . 646 . 259
I Includes expense tfor tea, cocoa, chocolate not shown separately. Expense 3 Includes leavening agents, catsup, chili sauce, prepared desserts, plain gela-

refers to purchases rather than use in week. tin, pickles, olives, salt, vinegar, spices, extracts. or leavening agents, salt,

2 Both quantity and expense for alecholic heverages were probably under- vinegar, spices, and extracts, expense refers to purchases rather than use in week.
reported.



i TasLE 67.—F00D OBTAINED WITHOUT DIRECT EXPENSE (16 GROUP TOTALS): Quantity and money value of foods used at home in a week, by
income
[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities, winter (January—March) 1948}

Fresh vegatables Dried Canned PreIJﬂ-l'e_d
¥lour, o : Frozen triits or par
. A Millt ts and 1, | Bek Meat, Sogar, Fresh fruits 1 fruits » | tinlly pre-
City, food, and income (dollars) foocﬂi U et F%ﬁsﬂp cgigi:és, products | FEEs D(El;l]:rsy' sweets | Iraits P::faﬁe_& Other Mtlgbﬁsg.e a.nt;lb\;ge- bles, and d%:l]:zg,
pastes potatoss nuts juices soups
(0 @ (3) ) (5} {0 {7 (8) (9} (1w (i1} (12} (18) (14 (1% (16}
Quantity per househaold
RIBMINGHAM S ‘
All food without direct expense: ds | Pounds | Pounds | D Pounds | Founds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Founds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds
Al Tncomesn oo oo b L Coa L TEEE | 8 | Tats | 0'%E | 062 | o8 | TOT6 | T004 [ (004 | (6103 0| ‘060 | 002
Under 1,000 ... ___________ . a7 .o05] .13| .or| .34{ .41 .10{ .32| _.os! .05 o o| .78| o
1,000-1,909 . _____________|______. .36 0 0 0 . 05 . 26 .19 .20 0 .02 .02 i) .84 0
2,000-2,999 . __________|_._.. .13 .05 .05 .04 .20 . b7 .07 . 26 .03 0 .02 0 .81 .03
3,000-3,999_ __ ____ _ ol a. .47 .13 0 .04 .47 1. 06 .12 .02 . 08 .04 .01 0 .47 0
4000 and over. .. o _ . _|o__cma_ .04 0 .23 )] .14 .83 . 38 .11 0 . 10 .12 0 1. 00 .05
Not olassified_______________{.__.__. 0 . 06 3547 0 .21 . 26 .35 0 .18 . 06 . 06 0 .92 0

Home-produced food:

All igcc)mes _________________________ .17 .4 . 06 [4] .21 .28 .04 0 L0l .03 .01 0 .27 .01

Food received ift :

All igzﬁg:lze_is,_%i_ft??f _____________ .07 .01 .03 .02 .02 .34 .14 .18 .03 .01 .02 0 .33 .01
Money value per household (dollars)

All food without direet expense:

All incomesa. ... ;.._..______p___?___ 0. 80 0. 05 0. 03 0.01 0.01 0.15 (. 34 0.05 0. 02 Q] 0. 601 0. 02 0 0. 09 *
Under 1,000 _______________ .77 .10 .04 .01 ™ .23 .21 .04 .02 ) O] 0 0 . 10 0
1,000-1,999____TTTTTIIIITT ‘41| o8| o 0 0 034 .1a| .o05| .02{ 0 0] . 02 g .05} 0
2,000-2999. ______________ . 63 .03 .02 .01 .0t .14 . 29 .01 .02 % i .01 0 . 08 (4
3,000-3,999. __ _____________ 1. 29 .08 .10 0 .01 .32 . 59 .04 Q) (%} . 01 Q] 0 .08 ol
4,000 and over_ _ ___________ 1, 06 .01 0 .02 1] .09 .43 11 .02 0 .01 .10 0 16
Not classified_______________ .55 0 .02 .03 0 14 .12 05| 0 . 01 .01 .02 0 14

Home-produced food:

All irI:comes __________________ .41 .04 .02 " 0 .13 .16 .01 0 Q] Q] 9 0 .04 ()

Food received as gift or pay:

All incomes__-f _____ E)_Y ______ .39 .01 .01 .01 .01 .02 .18 .04 .02 {9 .01 .02 0 .05 "

Quantity per household
BUFFALO
All food without direct : Pounds | Pounde | Pounds | D Pounds | Pounds | Founds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounde | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds

All Tncomes. oo P B0 | TE | O0T | 008 | 002 ] 028 | 013 | 082 | 0.03| 0.08 | () 03 | 0.30 | 0.05
Under 2,000.___ ... _.__ .. _[-cccu-- 0 0 0 0 0 .04 .11 .13 0 0 0 0 .24 ]
2,300—2,@)99 _______________________ 0 4 .03 .10 .02 . 16 . 06 11 1] .09 0 0 .32 . 0?
30003999 _____________ | _ai-. 044 0 0 .16 .03 . 63 .21 L4610 0 .05 .01 o 30 .13
40005990 _______________|._oa_-_ 0 0 0 9] 0 .14 . 09 . 09 17 021 0 1] 24 0
6,000 and over_____________|._.u_-_ 0 0 0 o .43 .45 T3] 0 36 .07 | 121 7T 0




Not elassified.__.____..____._.
Home-produced food:
Allincomes_______ ... _.____.

Food received as gift or pay:
All incomes_.________.______.

All food without direct expense:
All incomes_ __________ s
Under 2000 _______._____..
2,000-2,999 __________.____
3,000-3,999_ __ ____.____ e
4,000-5,999. ____  ____.____
6,000 and over_ _.________.__
Not classified . __________
Home-produeed food:
Al incomes_ __________._.___.__
Food received as gift or pay:
All incomes. - _ oo L. _-_

MINNEAPOLIS-ST. PAUL

All food without direct expense:
All incomes_ _________________

Under 2,000_______________.
20002099 __ T TTC
3,000-3,999. . ______________
4000-5999_ _______________
6,000 and over_ ___._____.__
Not clasgiied_______________
Home-produced food:
All incomes. _.__ ..o _____
Food received as gift or pay:
Allincomes_ . o __________

All food without direct expense:
All incomes . __ ... ___

Under 2,000_____ .. __.___ _
2,000-2,999________________
3,000-3999____.__.__..__._
4,000-5999________________
6,000 and over_ ________.____
Not classified .___ . _______
Home-produced food:
All ingomes. ________________
Food reeeived as gift or pay:
Allineomes. .. __________

See footnotes at end of table,

_______ 0 (U 0 0 [ .08 .08 .16 0 0 0 0 0 17 0

_______ 0 0 0 0 [ .02 .01 .01 .01 0 .03 0 .03 .14

,,,,,,, .01 Q) .01 .08 O] .28 .12 .21 .03 .03 % 0 . 16 . 05
Money value per household (dollars)

0. 42 ® . (O] (1} 0.03 0. 01 0. 15 0. 06 0. 02 4 0. 01 Q] 0. 01 0. 04 0. 02
14 0 0 0 0 0 .05 .03 .01 0 0 0 0 .02 .01
.29 0 O] * .03 .01 .09 .03 .01 0 .02 0 0 .03 *
.76 .01 0 0 . 06 .02 .34 .09 .04 0 .01 1Y) 1} .04 . 06
.28 0 0 0 Q] 0] .07 .05 .01 .01 .01 0 0 .03 0

1. 02 0 0 0 0 0 . 28 .12 .06 0 .05 .03 .42 .06 0
.21 0 0 0 1] .05 .04 .08 0 0 0 0 0 .03 0
.06 0 0 0 0 .01 Y] .01 0 0 0 .01 .02 4]
.36 4 4 " .03 Q) 15 .05 .02 Q] .01 (4} 0 .02 02

Quantity per household
Quarts Pounds | Pounds | Pouads Dpzens Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds
_______ 0. 09 0.02 0. 01 0. 03 ¢ 02 0. 33 0. 31 0. 36 0. 37 0.12 0, 02 0. 08 1. 16 0
_______ .10 .08 0 .02 .04 . 60 .18 v . 60 .08 .05 0 . 88 .03
_______ .02 02 Q)] 07 0 .24 .31 .21 . 33 09 .02 .02 1. 29 .03
_______ . 06 1} » .03 0 . 36 . 40 . 35 . 60 .19 .0 .02 1. 40 0
_______ .24 i) .02 .03 .03 .10 .33 .01 .07 .0 Q) 0 1. 10 0
_______ 0 0 0 ¢ .08 17 .28 1. 55 . 46 0 * ¢ .24 .05
_______ 0 .02 0 0 D .35 .08 . 96 0 .41 .04 10 .11 0
_______ 0 ™ 0 0 0 L) 12 .01 .21 . 06 0 .08 .74 0
_______ .09 .02 .01 .03 .02 .28 19 .35 . 16 . 06 .02 " 42 .02
T Money value per household (dollars) T

0. 67 0.03 0,01 4} 0.01 0. 01 0. 17 0,11 0. 03 Q.02 0. 02 0.01 0.02 0. 16 0. 01
. 62 .02 .04 0 L0l .02 . a2 .04 .01 .03 .01 .01 1] .09 .01
. 58 i) .01 * .02 Q0 .14 .11 .02 .02 .02 .01 .01 .12 , 02
.76 .03 0 Q] .3 1] .18 .15 .03 L 04 .02 .01 .01 .19 0
. 50 . 08 oL @ .0 .02 .05 A3 M Q) 01 (4 0 .15 0

1. 18 O 0 0 0 .04 . 45 .10 .13 .03 0 *) .20 .17 .02
.48 0 .01 0 0 0 .19 .02 06 0 . 09 .02 . 05 .02 4]
.24 0 * 0 0] .03 .04 Q] .01 .01 0 .02 .10 0
.43 .03 .0 L Q)] .01 .01 14 07 .03 01 .01 .01 ® . 06 .01




TaBLu 67.—F00D OBTAINED WITHOUT DIRECT EXPENSE (16 GROUP TOTALS): Quantity and money value of foods used at home in o week, by

income—Continued

{Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities, winter (January—March) 1948}

‘ i Fresh vegetables Dried Canned | TreRered

; Flour _ P Frozen or par-
Milk ' Meat, . 1 Iraits fruits, )
City, food, and incomo (dollars) foz.\.;{L equiva- Fnétishapd mé. p?ﬂﬁﬁfs Eggs pou??ry, 3353‘;5 g:ﬁstlg Potatoss, and v'lege- anféuﬁgie- bwlreget.a-d tlal]a::_fe "3

lent pasles Bsh 3 gwaat- Other tables, tables j?]si'c::l ishes,

polatoes nuts soups

(1) [#3] @ [£)] (5) )] M (8) ® (10) an (12) (13) (14) (15 (19)
Quantity per household
BAN FRANCISCO

All food without direet expense: Quarts | Pounds | FPounds | Pounds | Dozens | Pounds | Ppunds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Poumds | Pounds | Pounds

All ingomes. .o _______f.._____ 0,04 0. 01 4 0. 07 0. 02 0. 26 017 g, 65 0. 03 0. 24 0. 10 0 0. 30 !
Under 2,000 .. . _..____[.__.._. 0 0 0 ) ) .29 .04 i 0 .11 .01 | O .23 0
2,000-2999_____._____._ ___}.___.__ ) .03 * .07 .01 . 52 .17 B0 0 .19 L2047 0O . 19 .01
3,000-3,999_ . _______ __ __.|.... _. . 04 .0t .01 .01 .07 .20 .18 1.16 .02 .40 .07 O .43 a
4,000-5999_ ______________ | ______ .04 .02 0 07 O .15 .23 .44 1 0 .23 L0710 .28 0
6000 andover_.._ . . _ | .. ._. .20 0O .031 0 0 .28 .10 . 89 .19 .04 .08 0O 0 1]
Not classified_____.______ | ... .. o] .o o8| o 03] 22| loaf o ‘14 11l 0 551 0

Home-produced food :
All incomes._ ___________ SRR T 0 0 0 0 0 0 .M 4 0 .12 ® 0 .09 0
Food received as gift or pay:
Al ineomes__.___________.___.| ... | .04 .01 O} .07 .02 .26 . 16 . 65 .03 12 0] 0 .21 {*
Money value per household (dollars)
All food without direct expense:

All inecomes_ __. . _.__.._. (. 52 0. 02 0.01 ) 0. 03 0. 02 0 15 0. 06 0. 05 * 0. 03 0. 07 0 0. 05 *)
Under 2,000 _____________ .33 0 1] 0 .01 0 . 16 .01 o1 0 .04 .08 0 .02 0
2,000-2,999_ ______________ . 68 Q) .02 1) .03 i) . 30 . 05 .04 0 ) .13 0 .04 )
3,000-3999_ ______________ .49 .03 ® 4 .01 .05 .09 . 06 .09 Q] .04 .05 0O .07 0
4,000-5,999_ . _____________ . 40 .01 ) 03| O .09 . 09 .03 0 .04 .02 O .04 0
6,000 and over_ .. _________ .41 .05 0 L01[ 0O 0 .17 .05 .07 .02 ) .02] 0 U] @
Not classified_________..__. . 66 Q] ® Q] 00 O . 03 .12 * ¢ .02 .14 0O .10 0

Home-produced food:

AN incomes_ . ________ .03: O 0 0 0 0 0 ") (%) 0 .02 ) o .01 0
Food received as gift or pay:

Allineomes. .- ____________ . 49 .02 .01 ® .03 .02 .15 .06 .05 *) .01 071 0 L 04 "

1 Includes value of beverages and miscellanecus foods not shown separately.

2 ¥ixeludes bacon and salt pork.

§ Includes bacon and salt pork.

+ 0.005 or less.



TABLE 68.—F00D FROM ALL SOURCES {16 GROUP TOTALS): Quantity and money value of foods used at home in a week, by income
[Housckeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities, winter (January--March) 1948]

See footnotes at end of table.

55 stabes . P 1
ATl Milk | pooan| mesl) | Bak Meat, | goone | Fresn e aite rarta. gy ‘n%:ﬁi;
B . n TrL ! 5 r 1 -

City and ineome (dollars) foodst ec}gﬂa— zilsa? aerggl’s, ill'gdlﬁz{s Fegs Doﬁ":]kﬁy' s\;vggts,; trui;.s Potatoes, Brtlfnib‘lr:sg e Bmli vege- b‘{:fe;g.d z?:J_a:'ed

pastes i sweet- Other ts tables iyl dishes,

potatocs u Juuees soups

0 (2) {3) 1) (5) (8) (7) {8 9) {10} 1y (i2) {13 {14) (15 (167
Quantity per household
BIRMINGHAM I

i Quorty | Pounds | Pounds | Founds | Pozens | FPounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds

Allincomes. - |eoooaoC 4. 02 3. 66 9. 16 6. 68 2. 10. 89 55711 2 5, 8 . ( .81 0. 10 6. 27 147
Under 1,000 .. ___ ... 7. 20 2, 65 8 94 2,83 1L 26 6. 08 371 2 91 4 21 4 13 1. 07 0 3. 16 1. 24
L,000-1,999___ .| ... 1220 3.54) 903; 418 1.39 | 926 4,8 , 6 93 &, 00 5. 63 1, 44 0 3. 68 1. 07
2,000-2,999_ ___________ _____|.____.__ 14. 02 3.69 ) 10. 11 6. 74 2.09 | 10. 46 6. 14 9. 85 5. 96 721 1. 85 .01 6. 30 1. 87
3,000-3,999__ ___ .. __|o._____ 17. 83 4. 17 9. 44 9. (6 2.6t | 13. 03 6. 16 1 15, 22 7.22 9. 40 2. 14 . 05 7. 93 1.71
4,000 and over________________|.._.___ 16, 05 3 86 8 04 8. 80 2. 45 | 13. 69 6.05 | 15. 36 6. 44 | 10. 43 2. 11 .45 9. 33 1. 26
Notelassified ________._______{_______ 9. 94 3. 00 7.10 4. 88 1. 54 9 39 3. 90 4 36 3 05 4. 85 1L 57 0 4, 28 . 84

‘ Money value per household (dollars)

Allineomes_ . ___ __._ ... . _____ 20. 93 2. 91 1. 59 1. 06 1. 27 1. 32 6. 19 0. 86 0. 91 0. 40 i 1. 01 0. 53 0. 04 0. 97 0. 35
Under 1,000______. ... .._._ .| 10.49 1. 23 1. 07 . 89 .51 . B2 2. 83 . 45 .27 .28 .42 . 30 0 .43 . 20
1,000-1,999_ ______ . ______.___ 1698 2. 39 1. 44 1. 00 By .92 4. 79 . 66 . 66 .37 .71 .41 1] . 55 .21
2,000-2,999_ _________________ 20 56 2 81 1. 58 112 1. 28 1. 34 5 81 .06 . 88 .42 . 98 . &b .02 .92 .45
3,000-3,999_ _________________ 26, 34 3. 74 1. 95 117 1.74 1. 76 7.978 . 96 1, 30 . 49 124 . 62 .02 1 26 .43
4000 and over. __ . ___________ 27. 41 3. 85 1L 78 1. 04 170 1. 58 8. 44 1. 06 1. 25 .44 1. 56 68 .20 1. 54 .32
Not classified . ___________ 15. 67 1. 90 1, 13 .82 .90 1. 01 5. 19 . 52 .43 .21 59 46 0 . 66 .23

Quantity per household
BUFFALO . ! T T T B
Quarte f Pounds | Pounds | Pounds Dozens Pounds | Pounds | Pounds FPounds Pounds | Pounds Pounds | Poundr | Pounds

All incomes. - .- ... [ERUIUPR — | 18 50 I 3. 14 4.25 | 10. 32 1. 92} 12 96 4,95 | 13. 92 9. 96 8. 30 0. 86 0. 37 9. 61 1. 82
Under 2,000 __._____________|[______ 14 25 2 64 3. 88 a 27 1.86 1 11, 68 4. 62 | 10. 53 8. 97 6. 73 . 68 . 18 8 46 1. 28
2,000-2,999_ | .. 17. 23 3. 06 4,21 9. 53 177 ¢ 11. 67 4. 66 | 12. 68 9, 24 8 31 . 84 .29 9, 59 1. 60
3,000-3,999__ . __________|-_____ 1990, 3.37{ 491 11. 39 2.04 1 1502 5411492 1125 8 68 .79 .32 {10 21 211
4,000-5,999_ _ . |l 20,70 | 3.47| 418 10.8%; 2.12 13557 48816 31 | 10 99 8 85 .92 .32 110,17 1, 01
6,000 and over_______________|.______ 23.35) 3.26| 4.48| 10,71 | 2.33 11331 | 7.03|20.63| 870 )10.56 | 2.43 | 2.11 1178 | 258
Not, elassified. _______________|o..____ 16. 99 2. 05 1. 42 0. 48 1. 43 | 10. 46 3.58|10.79 6. 68 5. 67 . 62 . 83 5. 28 2. 05

Money value per household (dollars)

All incomes. - . o ___________ 25, 48 4 08 1. 64 0. 70 2.11 1. 22 7. 50 104 1.19 0. 47 1. 15 0. 29 0. 14 1. 30 0. 45
Under 2,000._.._ e ———— 21. Q7 3. 00 1. 33 . 60 1L 78 1. 22 6. 65 .90 .94 . 45 . B7 . 20 .07 1,13 .32
2000-2999. _____. ________._ 23. 66 3. 84 1. 56 , 67 1. 93 1. 15 6. 83 .92 1.12 .44 L I8 . 26 .10 1. 29 .39
3,000-3,999. _____ ____________]27.61 4. 28 1. 78 .81 2 31 1 29 8. 43 1. 16 1. 26 .51 1. 16 .29 .13 1. 35 ;b4
4,000-5,999_ ____ e 27. 85 4. 70 1. 87 .72 2. 37 1. 34 7. 90 1,10 1. 33 .49 1. 21 . 33 .13 1. 39 .48
6,000 and over. - .. . ___ 31. 86 5. 64 1. 69 .70 2 31 1. 33 7. 46 1, 82 1. 82 .37 1. 56 .79 .72 1. 43 . 61
Not classified_ __.___.__ [P, 22,97 3. 89 1. 13 .28 1. 93 .92 727 . B2 .91 .43 .92 .21 .32 . 90 . ol




TapLr 68.—F00D FROM ALL SOURCES (16 GROUP TOTALS): Quantity and money value of (foods used at home in @ week, by income—Continued
J

[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities, winter

anuary-March) 1948])

Fresh vegetables Dried Cannod Prepared
Milk Flour, Meat, fruits | EEO2D | g, | OTEAT
Otty, food, and income (dolars) | ol | oquiva- | PR} ook | DO | mass | pouttey, | SO | TR | poratons s wEEe- | o vog | vO8°8 | ot

pastes sweet- | Other rig tables Tlces shes,

potatoes o soups

(n (2) (3) 4 (5 ()] m (8 [¢)] {10} {11y an {13) {14 (18) (18}
Quantity per household
MINNBAPOLIS—ST.PATL

. Quarts Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Dozens Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds [ Founds | Pounde | Pounds | Pounds

All ineomes. - ow.o oo |o_____ 18431 288 | 388 | 878 | 1.01 | 10.54| 453 |12.85| 896 702 | 1L10| 0. 42| 641 1. 51
Under 2,000_______._._______|[.__._._ 10. 72 1. 87 2. 68 5. 64 1,24 7. 07 2.87 | 10. 46 6. 70 4. 50 .93 . 16 6. 69 .64
2,000-2,909___________ . _.___|..__.._ 16. 57 2.72 3. 57 8. 60 1. 64 9 02 3.88 | 11 53 8 81 5 77 .95 .29 8. 28 151
3,000-3,999____________ ______|.______ 20. 62 3. 03 4. 66 8 85 2.01 ] 11 13 5.11 | 14.26 0. 14 7. 90 115 .22 | 11, 30 1. 85
4,000-5999. . ___________.|....... 20. 48 312 3. 81 | 10. 07 2.08 | 11.25 5. 13| 13. 75 9. 59 B. 06 1. 21 . 35 9 74 1. 59
%000 andover_______________| ______ 22. 58 3. 42 4, 48 | 10. 92 2. 58 | 14. 36 5 1112 86 | 1L 12 R 35 1. 38 1. 59  10. 80 1. 36

ot elassified ... ____________| _____. 12. 00 2. 53 2. 65 4, 68 1.90 | 11 13 8.78 | 12. 59 5. 00 5 77 . B4 . 55 4 08 129
Money value per household (dotlars)

All incomes_ . __ ... ____________ 22 73 4. 04 176 0. 60 1. 67 0. 98 5. 96 0. 88 1.12 0. 51 0. 93 0. 41 0. 14 1. 40 0. 41
Under 2,000_______________ .| 13. 46 2. 26 119 .37 1. 01 . 63 3. 75 .44 . 80 .34 . b4 . 33 . 05 . 8% .13
2,000-2,999__________________ 19, 82 3. 64 1. 63 .87 1. 61 . 86 5. 01 .74 . 96 . 49 .78 . 34 .11 1. 14 .43
3,000-3,009_ . __________.____ 24, 97 4. 52 1, 82 .70 1. 78 . 98 6. 25 1. 05 1. 30 . 54 L 05 .44 .07 1.71 . 46
4,000-56,999___ _____________. 24 44 4. 41 1. 94 . 59 1. 82 1. 11 6. 54 . 96 1. 20 . 53 1. 05 .43 .13 1. 42 i
6,000 and over.. ... _______ 30. 28 5. 03 212 .71 2. 14 1,39 8, 47 1. 09 1.13 . 65 1. 15 .48 . 51 171 .47
Not elassified_________. .. . ___ 19. 91 2 98 1. 62 .42 .95 .98 8. 14 .71 114 . 28 1, 00 . 36 .24 .93 .32

Quantity per householci
BAN FRANCISCO
. Quarts Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Dozens | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Founde | Pounds | Pounds

Al incomes_______________.____|. T I, 18,94 | 272 | 3.6 1 L7 1,90 | 3.37 [ 13. 02| 525 1.2 L 0.64 | B8.09 1. 52
Under2,000_____ . ___________|.____._ 11, 60 .72 2.77 8. 32 1. 16 8 53 1. 87 8 13 4 34 7. 10 .76 .83 5. 83 . 87
2,000-2,999_ . L |e_._ 16. 22 2, 40 3. 05 6. 14 1.52 | 10. 21 2. 80 | 10. 72 5 07 9. 03 .06 . 36 7. 01 1. b5
3,000-3,999___ . |eomeC 17. 85 2. 60 4, 49 8 29 1. 88 | 12,77 3. 52 | 12, 80 6.18 | 12. 08 1. 05 . 60 8 13 1. 63
4,000-5,999_______________._. 18. 09 3. 26 3. 53 7. 66 1. 81112 08 3.97 ! 13. BD 5 05 | 11. 63 1. 14 .75 10. 06 1, 62
8,000 and over 20.46 | 279 3.05| 650 | 1.8 | 17.81 | 370 |20.761{ 562 |15 54| 132 | 1.47¢ B 61 177
Not classified________________. 13.26 | 2243 3.51| 664 | 1.71] 858 3.34|11.49 | 3.60| 906 L7 .42 | 6,92 1. 15

Money value per household (dollars)

Allincomes_ _._________________ 25. b6 3. 78 1. 58 0. 64 1, 68 1. 16 7.73 0.74 1. 26 0. 40 1.78 0. 388 0.22 1. 18 0. 43
Under 2,000_____ . ___________ 16. 10 2, 60 1. 02 47 1. 44 .79 5. 03 .30 .76 .34 .89 .28 .12 . 86 .21
2,000-2999_ ________________. 21, 78 3. 34 1. 35 . 54 1. 36 1. 03 6. 53 .57 1. 08 .39 1. 49 .37 .13 110 . 38
3,000-3999__________________ 26. 58 3. 94 1. 62 . 82 1. 87 1. 26 8 00 .76 1. 21 .48 1.79 .37 .21 117 .47
4,000-5999_______________._. 28. 61 4. 20 1, 98 . 61 2.01 1. 23 8 23 .99 1. 30 . 38 1. 67 . 35 .26 141 .48
6,000 and over__.___._._..___ 3541 | 500 L77 .60 1.73 1.24 | 11. 97 B8 211 .44 | 2,80 . 56 .52 124 . 62
Not elassified _ __________._.._ 19, 88 2. 85 1. 33 . 55 1. 28 111 5. 55 .71 1. 11 . 24 1. 38 . 35 .15 1. 10 .32

1 Includes value for beveragea and miscellaneous items not shown separately.

# Exeludes bacon and salt pork

8 Includes bacon and salt pork,



TABLE 69.—TF00D FROM ALL S8OURCES (11 FOOD GROUPS): Quantily and money value of foods used at home in a week and percentage of househ,olds
wsing, by income

[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities, winter (Yanuary—March)} 1948]

Leafy, Gi E Oth S vk Meat, Dy be .
City and tneome (dollars) %ﬂfﬁ? All foods 1 greeejﬁ'oi?d fl.'llti?;? Soé‘e&oﬁs, etéb?&;;?d emiiv- po_uﬁ‘ry, Eggs mg pSZ?,S DTS&"&E‘ES s F%ﬁ;’? d s?:t%,?g's
ve);zetables tomatoes | potatoes? fruits 3 alent fish 4 s & ’
[4)] (2} &) 4 (5) &) @ 8) ® (10) (13} (12) (13) (14}
Quantity per household o
BIRMINGHAM
Number Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Chuarls Pounds Dozens Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds

Alldneomes_ . ________________.__ 207 ... __ 6, 42 3. 49 5. B2 10, 95 14. 02 9. 52 2,02 1. 60 13. 12 5 5 . 97
Under 1,000_.__ . _ . __..__._. 19 .. .. _ 3. 94 2. 76 4,21 4,72 7. 20 i 4. 71 1. 26 1. 09 10. 63 4,12 3. 95
1L,000-1,990 . ___ .. __ . __ . [ S P 4,49 5 75 5. 00 7. 51 12, 20 7. 57 1. 39 1. 35 11. 50 5 51 5. 10
2 000*2 999 . - . . .. 83 ... G. 28 9, 21 5. 98 10. 41 14 02 9.13 2.09 1. 68 14. 14 5. 63 6. 50
3, 000—& 999,-, s 53 . _.__. 7. 86 13. 17 7. 29 14. 50 17 83 i1. 43 2. 61 2. 00 14, 81 6. 18 6.71
4.00{} a.nd OVel o . 44 8 04 14. 96 6. 45 15. 90 16. 05 12. 38 2. 45 1. b9 13. 31 | 5. 47 6. 58
Not clagsified - - ... _________ 17 . ... 4 64 4 00 3. 06 6. 93 9, 04 7. 97 1. 54 1. 26 9. 91 4. 62 4, 36

Money value per housshold (dollars)

Allincomes. . .. ____._____.__ 267 20. 93 0. 87 0. 85 0. 42 1. 56 2 91 5 30 1. 32 0. 51 2 38 2. 63 1. 17
Under L,000_____. ______._.______ 19 10. 49 .41 .25 .28 . 65 1. 23 2. 22 .82 . 30 1, 41 1. 71 .63
1,000-1,999_ . _________ 51 15, 98 .58 . 50 .37 1. 04 2. 39 3. 88 .92 .42 1. 80 2. 42 . 34
2,000-2,999_ . ______ . _______ 83 20. b6 . 88 . 84 43 1. 44 2, 81 5. 00 1. 34 . B3 2. 45 2. 62 1. 24
3,000-3,999_._ .. e 53 26, 34 .99 1,18 .52 2. 03 3,74 6. 65 1. 76 . 65 3. 00 3. 24 1. 40
4 000 and over. . ___...___._ P 44 27, 41 1. 33 1 31 .44 2,50 3. 85 7. 52 1. 58 . b7 2. 83 2, 81 1. 48
Not classified . ____________.___ 17 15. 67 . 60 .40 .22 .9 1 90 4, 42 1, 01 . 38 1. 81 2.00 ., 88

| Percentage of households using
H

Al incomes. . oo ___._____ 267 | ...... - 98. 9 44 8 6. 3 98 5 100. ¢ ) 100. 0 98. 9 89, 9 100. 0 10¢4. 0 100. 0
Under 1,000 . ___._._.__ 19 b 94, 7 68. 4 04, 7 34, 2 100. 0 | 100. O 89. 5 84. 2 100. 0 100. 0 100, 0
L,000-1,999_ .. a1 l AU 100. 0 86, 3 96. 1 98. 0 100. 0 100. 0 98. 0 88, 2 100. 0 100. O 100. 0
2 L000-2,090 .. ___ I 83 | .. .. 100. 0 100. 0 95, 2 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 88.0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
5,000—3,999 .................... 530 ..t 100.0 98 1 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. O 100. 0 94, 3 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
4000 andover__ _____________.._ a4\ 100. O 97. 7 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. O 90. 9 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
l\iot classified . - - .o ___.__ 17 (... 88 2 94,1 §2. 4 100. 0 100. 0 100. O 100. 0 94,1 100. 0 100. 0 100, 0

Quantity per household
BUFFALO
Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounda Quarts Pounds Dozens Pounds Pounds Pounds ] Pounds

Al incomes . - . . oo .- 258 . .. 7. 35 14 40 10, 06 12. 83 12. 43 1. 0. 85 10. 24 3. 82 ! 5. 54
Under 2,000 . .- 23 . 6. 23 10. 86 8 98 10. 60 14. 25 11, 18 1. 86 .72 9, 28 3. 19 a. 20
2000-2999. ... @5 .- .- 7. 10 13, 39 9, 20 12. 53 17. 23 11. 16 177 . 82 9 8 3. 66 h, 22
3,000-3,999.______ .. ... TO (oo ._. 7. 62 15, 24 11, 43 13. 70 19. 90 14, 46 2. 04 . 87 11. 55 4,15 6. 02
40005999 ____ . ... _. 44 __ ... 8 35 16, 39 11, 09 13, 24 20, 70 12. 96 2,12 1. 01 10. 34 4, 22 5. 63
6 000 and OVET e o emm e Y (R 9 34 24. 06 8 79 19, 45 23. 35 12. 70 2. 33 . 93 10. 60 3. 99 7. 78
Not classified. . ... __ ... ___ 13 ... .- 5. 16 11, 16 6. 78 8. 95 16. 99 10. 08 1. 43 .62 8. 86 2. 76 4. 06

See footnotes at end of table.




g

TasLE 89.-—F00D FROM ALL SOURCES (11 FOOD GROUPS): Quaniity and money value of

[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities, winter (January—March) 1848]

using, by income—Continued

Lealy,

Foods used at home in a week and percentage of households

Citrus Potgioes, 1 Other veg- Milk Meat, Dry beang
. H 7, ahd : Grain Fats and 8 '
City and ingome (dollars) hoids [ Allfoods® f&:ilc]soges Wﬁﬁ%&s pgg‘;?;:;: mrg‘:l;]?fsﬂfd equiv. | poultry, Eges | and peas, prodoctst |~ oisT | sweats
I§H) 2 (&3] 1) {5 (6] 7y ® @ (103 an {12} (13} [e24)
Money value per household (dollars)
BUFFALO—continued
Number

All ineomes. . __ . ____.___._. 258 25. 48 1. 00 1. 34 0. 51 1. 89 4 09 7. 14 1.22 0 32 2. 96 2, 07 1. 38
Under 2,000+ oo imi e 23 21 07 .82 1. 01 . 46 1. 55 3.00 6. 32 1. 22 25 2. 45 1. 70 1. 09
2,000-2,999 . . ... a5 23. 66 . 97 1. 28 . 46 1. 81 3. 84 8 50 1. 15 30 277 1. 96 1. 25
3,000-3,999 ________________.... 76 27. 81 .99 1, 42 . 80 1. 85 4 28 8. 07 1.29 a5 3. 29 2, 24 1. 50
4,000-5,999 . ___ _____._______.__ 44 27. 85 1.15 1. 39 . b2 2,02 4,70 7. 50 1. 34 38 3. 23 2. 356 1. 52
6,000 and over. . ...___._ e 7 3186 1. 35 2. 06 .37 3. 05 5. 64 6. 98 1. 33 . 38 317 2.22 225
Not classified . _______.___.... 13 2277 . 84 1. 20 . 48 1. 60 3. 89 6. 97 .92 .22 2,36 1. 45 1. 0%

Perceantage of households using

All ineomes. __ . _ .- 258 |- __.____ 99, 2 98. 8 99. 2 100 0 100. O 100. ¢ 100. 0 74 4 100. 0 99. 6 100. 0
Under 2,000 .- o oo cuoo oo 23 . 95,7 9. 7 100. O 100. 0 100. ¢ 100. 0 100. ¢ 52 2 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
2000-2,999_______.__.__.______ 85 |- _.. 100. 0 98.9 98. 9 160. 6 160. 0 100. ¢ 100. 0 7.9 100. 0 100. ¢ 100. 0
3,000-3,999 . .. 2 98. 7 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 108. 0 100. 0§ 100. 0 75.0 100. 0 100. ¢ 180. 0
4,000-5,909___ ____________..._.. 44 |________ 100. & 97. 7 97. 7 100. 0 100 0 100. O 100. 0 79.5 100. 0 106. 0 100. 0
6,000 and over_ . ____.____.______ A 100. 0 100. O 100. 0 100. 0 100. 100. ¢ 100. ¢ 85.7 100. & 100. ¢ 100. 0
Not classified. - __. .. __._...___. 13 ... 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100, 0 100. ¢ 8l. 5 100. 0 92. 3 100. ¢

Quantity per househoid
MINNEAPOLIS—8T. PATL 1
Poundy Pounds Pounds Pounds Quaris Pounds Dyzens Pounds Pounds Pounds Potnds

All fneomes. . __ . _ 253 |aaooe oo 6. 91 12, 27 9. 03 13. 51 18. 43 16, 02 1. 0. 92 9 04 3. 54 5. 00
Under 2,000 .. _____ 25 oo _-- 4, 60 9, 49 6. 70 9. 67 16. 72 6. 62 1. 24 . 64 5. 62 2. 32 2. 99
2,000-2,999____________.___.._. 85 |oo- .. 5. 74 11. 09 8. 90 11. 81 16. 57 8 50 1. 64 . 85 8. 68 3.37 4 27
3,000-3,999___.____ e 68 1________ 7. 75 13. 40 g 19 15. 80 { 20. 62 10. 72 201 1. 09 g9 78 3. 66 5 70
4000-5,999_ . ___ . _._.._ J;3¢ I (R, 7.89 13. 36 9.71 13. 97 20. 48 10. 69 2.08 .95 9, 83 3. 80 5. 58
6,000 and over_ . _______.______ 26 (... _._ 8 60 13. 02 11.17 15. 55 22. 58 13. 62 2, 58 . 92 10. 65 4. 26 5. 89
Not elassified. . __._____.. ______. 10 [caoooas 4. 43 10. 92 5. 02 10, 53 12. 08 10. 33 1. 90 .72 5 41 3 54 4 29

Money value per housebold (deollars)

All incomes_ ..o o _____.__ 253 22 73 0. 94 1. 07 0. 54 2. 06 4. 4 h. 5% 0. 98 Q. 42 2. 38 2. 20 1. 18
Under 2,000 - oo 25 13. 46 . 62 . 66 .34 1.22 2. 26 3. 46 . 63 .27 1. 42 1. 48 . 50
2,000-298099 _____________.__._.. 65 19. 82 .78 .95 .53 1. 74 3. 64 4. 66 . 86 .36 2 29 2. 04 1. 00
3,000-3,999________ e 68 | 24 97 1. 02 1. 19 . 57 2. 49 4. 52 5. 93 .98 .51 2. 61 2.22 1. 38
4,000-5,899_ . _______.._____. 59 24, 44 1. 05 1. 16 . 58 2,10 4, 41 8.11) LIl .45 2, 55 2. 41 1. 25
6000 andover_ _ . ___________ 26| 30 28 1. 32 1. 25 . 69 2. 60 5081 7937 1.39 . 46 2 94 2.73 1. 58




Not classified. ... ... . _ 0 1991 l .72 l 1.10 J .29 I 1.78 l 2. 65 l 5. 60 i .98 I .37 | 1. 49 ! 2. 26 I 1.16
Percentage of households using

All incomes_ .. ___ P 253 ... 99, 6 99, 6 98.8 | 100.0 | 100.0 ] 100, 0 99, 2 93. 3 ' 99.6 | 100.0 100. 0
Under 2,000_____________ e 25 | . 130. 0 06. 0 96, ' 100.0 | 100.01 100.0| 100.0 88. 0 100.0 ] 100, 0 100. 0
2,000-2909_____ .. 65 1. .. _ 98,5 | 1000 100.6' 100.0| 100.0| 100.0 98. 5 92,3 100.0] 100.0 100. 0
4,000-3,999______ B 681 ___ . 100. 0 | 100.0 g8.51 100.0] 100.¢ ] 100.0| 100.0 98.5 | 100.0{ 100.0 160, 0
4,000-5,999 . _____________ 59 1 _______ 100.0] 1000 10067 100,0) 1006 0| 1000 1000 0.8 100,01} 100.0 100. 0
%000 and Over..._._.______.._._ 26 (. i00.0 | 1000 | 100,04 100.0] 100.0 i00.0 | 100.0 96. 2 96.2 | 100.0 100. 0
Not classified_________.______ | T 100, 0 | 1000 0.0 100.0] 100.0( 100.0 90. 0 90.0! 100.0 ] 100.0 100. 0

Quantity per houschold
BAN FRANCISCO B

All Pounds Pounds o Pounds Quarts Pounds Dozens Poundy Pounds FPounds Pounds
Wineomes_ ... _..__________. 288 L 8. 80 | 1261 536 | 13.686 | 16.94 ] 11.51 1. 72 0. 85 7. 73 309 3.
Under 2000.. .. _________.____. 181 _ .} 594| 744 4441 950! 1160 7,90 1. 16 .64 6. 52 2, 48 2. 04
2,000-2990. ... 62 _____ | 7.85| 10.06 5.18 | 12.63 | 16.22 9. 91 1. 52 .78 6. 62 3. 01 3. 43
3,000-3999_______. .. .. 86 | ... . 9,41 | 12.37 6.23] 13.86 | 17.85| 12.42 1. 88 .86 9. 34 3. 50 4, 05
4000-5999. _________.________ 58 . 5 58 | 14.05 5926 1503 | 18 00| 11.56 1. 81 . 50 7. 84 3. 98 4 55
%000 and over.___________..___ a2 . 11.35 | 19.90 575 17.44| 20.46| 17.28 1. 85 1. 22 6. 77 3. 66 4 16
Not classified. ... ______________ 32 | . 7.10] 11.17 3.66| 11.13 | 13 28 8 32 1. 71 %0 6. 96 2. 68 370

Money value per household (dollars}

All incomes. .. ___________._______ 288 | 2556 1. 38 L 25 0. 44 2. 21 3. 78 7. 31 118 0. 34 2. 45 2, 11 1. 07
Under 2,000____.________._____. 18 | 16,10 .76 .61 .35 1. 47 2. 60 4 54 .79 .20 1. 98 i. 56 .42
2,000-2900______ . . ___ 62| 21.78 1. 20 .99 4 2. 00 3. 34 6. 19 1.03 .27 2. 02 1. 82 .8k
3,000-3,990______. .. _____ 86 | 26.58 1. 42 1.23 51 2 13 3. 04 7. 59 1.26 .33 2. 84 2. 18 1.10
4,000-5998_._____. i 58 | 28 61 1. 60 1.36 .45 2 42 4. 20 7. 76 1. 23 . 33 277 2. 59 1. 41
%000 and over. . ___________ 321 35 41 1.90 2. 04 .48 3. 31 500 1I.42 1.24 . 57 2. 44 2, 47 1. 26

ot elassified . ________________ 321 19 98 1. 06 114 .27 1.79 2. 8% 5. 28 L 11 . 37 1. 90 1.70 .95
Perventage of households using

All ineomes. ... ___ri____ 288 | . ___._ 99,3 | 99.7 86,5 1000 100.0| 100.0 98. 6 81.2 99.7 1 100.0 99. 0
Under 2,000, .. _____________ 13 . 04. 4 o4 4 100.0] 100.6] 100.0] 100.0| 100.0 72.2 | 100,01 100.0 100. 0
2,000-2908_ ___________ 62 (... 10,6 160.0{ 100.0 | 1000 100.G| 100.0 96. 8 67.7 | 1000 1000 100. 0
3,000-3099_ ____.____ .. _____. 86 .. . 98,8 | 100.0 96. 5| 100,07 1000 100.0 | 100.0 87.2 08,8 | 100.0 a8, 8
4,000-5,999_ ____._ .. _________ 58 | .. _._. 100. 0 | 100.0 94.8 | 100.81 1006 100.0| 100.0 84.5| 100.0 | 100.0 98, 3
6,000 and over. ... _________. 32 100.0 | 100.0 96.9 | 100.0] 100,01 100.0 93. & 90.6 | 100.0! 100.0 100. 0
Not elassified_ . _______________. 32 |_______. 100.0 | 100.0 90.6 | 100.0] 100.G| 100.0| 100.0 81.2| 100.0}! 100.0 96. 9
1 Inctudes expense for aleoholic beverages, coffee, tea, leavening agents, salt, 5 Tneludes chocolate and cocoa; dry equivalent of eooked beans and peas, and

vinegar, spices, extracts, not shown separately.

* Includes canned potatoes, potato chips, and sticks,
® Includes prepared or partially prepared dishes and soups, chiefly vegetable, of prepared or partially prepared dishes and soups chiefly grain produets, and

and fresh equivalent of dried fruits.

shelled equuvelent of nuts,
8 Ineludes the weight of flour, meal, cereals, pastes, added to the dry equivalent

approximately 60 percent of the weight of the bakery products.

. % Excludes bacon and salt pork. Includes prepared or partislly prepared dishes, T Ineludes bacon and salt pork.

chiefly mest.

# Ineludes the sugar equivalent of goft drinks and canned puddings.



& Tasre 70.—CoNSUMPTION ‘OF MAJOR FOODS, BY FOOD EXPENSE cLASS: Average quantities of specified foods used at home per person in a
week, by expense for food at home per person in a week

fHousekeeping families of 2 or more persons in Buifalo, Minneapolis-8t. Paul, and S8an Franeisco, winter (January—March) 1948]

Lealy, Citrus | Potatoes, Other Milk Moat, Dry beans :
Total food oxpense per person fn a woek Housge- | green, and 3 weete | | w uiva- ! Poultr; ; 85 Qrain Fats and Sugar,
ol hady | Tyoliow | (L | v, | ielahie| equlve fbesonend| i | mes femtpens | pofiche | TR | S
AV @ @ @ &Y (0] n &) ) an (11} 12 (48] (14

Number Pounds Pounde Poundy Pounde Qunris Pounds Pounda Dozens Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds
3.50-399_ ______________ .. .. 23 1. 09 2.18 209 2.19 3. 83 1. 46 0. 39 0. 37 0. 21 2. 10 Q0 59 1. 06
400449 _______________________ 49 1. 68 2. 56 1. 682 2. 58 4. 20 1. 63 . 54 .41 23 1. 97 . 68 1. 04
450-499__________________: LN 56 1. 50 271 2 22 2 80 4. 26 1. 92 .44 .45 16 2. 37 . 62 1. 05
500-6.49. . _____. 66 1. 80 3. 49 2.39 3. 02 4. 73 2 22 53 . 50 13 2. 15 .63 1. 13
5.60-699. . __  ______________.____ 72 1. 98 3. 20 2. 44 3. 34 4, 49 2. 43 60 . 49 22 2. 31 .73 1.28
6.00-649__ . ____ . _.___. 93 2.18 3. 49 2. 24 3 89 4 97 2. 48 80 . 54 22 2. 39 .81 1. 33
6.50-699__. . _. ... _._._. PO 74 2. 26 3 64 2. 28 3. 84 5. 31 2. 64 98 . 54 25 2. 50 .78 1. 39
700-749_ _ .. 80 2. 67 3. 83 218 4. 35 5. 89 2. B3 84 . B5 21 2, 44 , 86 1. 44
7.50-7T99______. e 46 2. 30 4, 59 2. 60 4. 66 5. 82 3. 03 1. 01 . 59 32 277 , 95 1. 57
800-899. .. _.___. 77 2. 88 5. 04 2, 54 65.22 |° 5. 36 2,28 87 . 64 34 2. 70 1. 01 1. 59
9000999 __ .. ______ 66 3. 36 6, 08 221 b. 76 8. 65 3.43 1. 43 . 69 27 2. 86 .91 1. 60
10001199 _ . _____ 61 3. 61 5 74 2. 64 b. 85 6. 60 4. 39 1. 50 .75 .32 3. 47 1. 17 1. 93
12.00-1399__ .. . _.___. 24 4. 95 & 92 3.93 6. 80 7. 38 5 14 1. 70 .78 . 58 3 44 1. 42 2. 33

1 Tneludes the weight of flour, mesl, cereals, pastes, added to the dry equivalent of prepared or partially prepared dishes and soups chiefly grain products, and
approximately 60 percent of the weight of bakery products.
? Excludes bacon and sali pork,



TaBLE 71.—INTERRELATIONSHIPS IN THE CONSUMPTION OF MEAT, POULTRY, AND FiSH AND OTHER FOODS!
Relative consumption of selected foods by households in four relative meai-poultry-fish-consumption

classes !
[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in Buffalo, Minneapolis-3t. Paul, and San Franciseo, winter (January-
Mareh) 1948
Relative meat-poultry-fish-consumption class

Fuod group Less than w1 t

8009 t percen

g W eroens * | otevemes | Paremtot | anduverst

(L (2 3 ) Q)

Meat, poultry, fish (including bacon, salt pork) ... __ percent__ 66 89 109 142
Milk, including equivalent of cream, ice eream, cheese_____. .. __ do_.__ 117 101 97 84
Fats and oll8 __ o do_.__ 102 100 100 96
Grain produets_ . oo e e . do__.. 104 09 98 a9
Baked goods. o e do._.. 107 102 99 92
D T U PRIV SO U ST do.__. 94 a9 141 109
Bugar, sweets_ ___._ - S do____ 106 102 102 g0
Vegetables and fruits__ ___.____ e e do____ 103 101 101 94
(%itrus frulte . e do_.__ 106 104 97 92
Leafy, green, and yellow vegetables_ ___.__._ . _____.__._____ do.___ 97 100 105 09
Potatoes, sweetpotatoes. - _____ do____ 97 100 100 104
Other vegetables and fruita__.__ e do_._. 109 99 102 88
Dry beans and peas, nats__ . ________ do____ 117 92 110 86
Familles e iamaimcmmaraan number. . 194 218 169 156

1 For each household, per person comsumption was expressed as a percent of the average consumption of all the
households in its food-expense cell. Households were then soried inte 4 percentage meat-poultry-fish-consumption
clasges. For each class, averages of the percentages for meat, poultry, and fish and for other foods were obtained.
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TABLE 72.—TIncome, family size, and expense for food at home and away from home, by income

[Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 2-15 years, in 4 cities, separate seasons]

Family expense for food in s week !

) av Famities buy-
Clity, income (dollars}, and season Households | 1§47 Income Fa%luﬂgt%?a ig?ﬁngfsfogg
(after tax) Members) away from
o) Total At home Aw]:)ﬁ:om home o s week
I @ ® ) ) ® o ®
BIRMINGHAM
All incomes: Number Dollars Peraons Doll: Dol Doll
Winter 1048_ . -________.______. 1130 | 72640 9.55| 10.16| 1704 52 | a6
Spring 1948 . .. 163 2,599 2. 52 17. 26 15. 74 1. 52 62. 6
Fal% 1048 e ; 146 2,735 2, 62 19. 23 16. 37 2, 86 82 3
Spring 1949_ _ ... .. 140 2, 969 2.60 19. 64 17.71 1. 93 76. 4
u S&lmglt&r(‘}é‘.—')‘i!) ___________________ 2159 2, 807 2.59 17, 44 15. 77 1. 67 811
nder :
WiI_lte’r 1948 ... 46 1, 244 2. 15 12, 32 11, 37 95 50. 0
Spring 1048 _ _ . ______ 59 1, 369 2 19 12. 94 12. 08 ®é 52 5
all 1948 _ .. 47 1, 347 2. 15 13. 19 12. 39 80 H). 4
Spring 1949 _ _ . _______ 36. 1, 244 2.36 12, 68 12. Q9 59 58 3
], 0%1{1)51;15591949 ------------------- 47 1,195 2. 43 11, 40 10. 78 62 63. 8
Winter 1048 . _______________ 43 2, 538 2.79 20. 40 18. 04 1, 46 55, 8
Spring 1948 .. 46 2, 557 2. 85 19. 07 17. 87 1. 20 58. 7
Fall 1948 __ . _____ 44 2, 504 2. 01 20. 04 17. 54 2. 50 63, 6
Spring 1049 ___ . __________ 34 2, 452 2. 56 19. 73 18. 28 1. 45 70. 4
3 0%;)??1;91’91949 ------------------- 38 2 504 2. 45 17. 96 16. 87 1. 09 86, 8§
W']nter 1048 ... 22 3, 408 3.05 2462 21, 38 324 72
.7
Spring 1948 _ . ____.___. . 26 3, 425 2. 96 21, 28 19, 05 2.23 69. 2
Fall 1948 . __ ... 28 3, 450 2 96 21. 96 18, 39 3. 67 78. €
Spring 1949 _ . _______________. 30 3, 429 277 21, 75 19, 54 2 21 83. 3
. OSOI.‘IJmmgI' 1%49_- e eemmm—mma o 33 3, 378 2.73 21.12 19. 09 2,03 81. &
and over:
Winter 1948 . ee._ 20 5,224 2. 55 27, 27 22, 68 4. 59 85. ¢
Spring 1048 ___ _____________.__ 20 5, 252 2. 45 19, 99 186, 85 3. 14 80.C
Fall 1948 - ___ . __..___ 21 5, 375 2. 67 26, 89 20, 90 5. 99 81.C
Spring 1949_ __ _________________ 31 5, 094 2.81 24 23 20, 5¢ 3. 64 87. 1
Summer 1949 . __________.____. 31 5,014 2.84 22. 21 18, 50 371 96, §
BUFFALO
All incomes:
Winter 1948__.___ e mmmm—eo- 2100 3, 031 2. 83 22, 66 19. b8 3. 08 75.(
Bpring 1948, _ . _____. 2165 2, 869 2. 52 22, 96 19. 67 3. 20 7L F
u F;lall ;9&086 ______________________ 1147 2, 066 2. 67 22. 39 i9. 52 2. 87 74, %
nder :
Winter 1048 .__.______.__.___ 14 1, 320 2. 14 14. 84 "13. 55 129 57. 1
Spring 1948_ _ ... a-ao- 27 1, 323 1. 96 15. 37 13. 94 1,43 51 ¢
2 Fs.llzlgég ....................... 26 1, 308 2, 19 17. 12 16, 22 , 60 53. 8
W]nter 1048 . e 37 2, 5568 2.73 22, 10 19. 63 2. 47 75. %
Spring 1948 _ _ ______________... 61 2, 534 2,69 23. 72 20. 96 276 735
3, Ouaﬂllslggg _______________________ 59 2 537 2.73 22. 34 19. 50 2. b4 78. (
meer 1948 oo 30 3, 449 3. 40 25,74 22, 01 3.73 80, ¢
Spring 19481121 37| 3422 280 | 2388 20,44 3 24 el
. Uozall 1%48 _______________________ 35 3 418 3. 06 26, 27 21. 51 4. 76 85,
and over:
Winter 1948 . . .. 15 4, 959 2. 80 25. 59 20. 82 4,77 73. %
Spring 1948 . . 20 4 956 2. 50 28, 06 23. 46 5. 50 80. (
Fall 1948 _ . . 19 5 733 2. 53 23. 66 20. 16 3.50 73,5

Bee footnotes at end of table.
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TasLe T2.—Income, family size, and expense for food at home and away from home, by income—-Con.

{ilousekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 2--15 years, in 4 cities, separate geasons]

i

City, incotnie {dollars), and ssason Hauseholds 1?:&%?%3‘39
w (2 S )
MINNEAPOLIS-ST, PATL
All incomes: Number Doilars
Winter 1948 ___.______________. 7113 3, 277
Spring 1948____ . ____________ 1166 3, 252
e oy I+ N
Bpring 1649 _ _ .. ... __.] .
Summer 1948 . _____.__.__ ; 2147 3,921
Under 2,000
Winter 1948 . oo 18 1, 338
Spring 1948 . .. 22 1,303
Fall 1048 ___ .- .. ________ 24 1, 254
Spring 1940___ . ... N 11 1, 355
Summer 1946 _ . _____.__. 12 1,321
2,000--2,300: ]
Winter 1048 .. 32 2,523
Spring 1948 _ . ... ..___._. 92 2, 625
Fall 1948 ... i1 2, 547
Spring 1949 . ... _ 31 2, 817
Summer 1949 ... __.._____ 27 2,612
3,000-3,999:
Winter 1948 ______._.___ 32 3, 445
Spring 1948 . ... . _ 47 3, 436
Fall 1048 _ ... 36 3, 442
Spring 1049 ___ . ___ . ______1_] 38 3, 460
Summer 1949, _____________..__ 40 3, 480
4,000 and over:
Winter 1048 _____________..__ 24 5,511
Spring 1948 . . ... . ___.__ 33 5, 434
Fall 1048______________ . 11T 31 ; 5,323
Spring 1849 __________________ 51 5. 858
Summer 1949 ... __._ 52 [ 5, 541
SAN FRANCIRCO
All incomes:
Winter 1948, .. ________. ? 158 3, 92¢
Spring 1948 ____________________ ? 167 3,820
Fall 1948 . . ¢ 157 3, 792
Under 2,000:
Winter 1048_ ... 14 1,212
Spring 1948 . __ ... _____.__ 15 1,240
Fall 1948 ... 13 1,113
2,000-2,999:
Winter 1948__________.____._____ 34 2, 549
Spring 1948 _ __ ________.__._ .. __ 36 2, 554
Fall 1948 ___________________ 40 2, 505
3,000--3,999:
Winter 1948 ____ ... ___. 44 3, 397
Spring 1948_ __ .. _________ 49 3, 380
Fall 1948 __ .. _____ 45 3, 417
4,000 and cver;
Winter 1948 ____ __ . ________ 50 6, 096
Bpring 1948 _ . . ________ 46 6,123
Fall 1048___ ... . _ 11111 33 6, 506

Family expense for foad in & week |

Family siza F o llies buy-
éo:;nbggr} Away from | away trom
Total At kome home home in a week
£ (5) @ 1) 8y
Pergona Dollars Dollars Dollars Percent
2,61/ 19. 96 17. 39 2. 57 65. 5
2. 57 19. 41 18, 74 2. 67 771
2. 55 14, 34 16, 24 3. 10 .7
2,43 20. 67 17. 01 3. 66 7.9
2. 46 20. 57 16. 51 4. 06 82. 8
2 08 11, 54 10, 82 .72 38.9
2. 40 10. 82 10. 26 . 56 27.3
1. 92 1. 05 10. 28 AT 37.5
2. 00 15. 28 14. 70 .58 ¢ 36. 4
1. 92 12, 35 11. 53 .82 8.3
2. 47 18 86 16. 97 1. 89 68. 8
2. 52 18, 52 16. 46 2. 06 82,7
2. 55 19. 18 16. 55 2. 63 78. 4
2. 52 18, 53 17. 04 1 49 710
2. 48 17. b6 15. 36 2. 20 70. 4
2. 81 23. 88 21. 18 2.70 50.4
2. 83 21. 43 17. 83 3. 60 87.2
3. 03 21, 66 18. 40 3. 26 88.9
2. 53 20. 06 16, 62 3 44 81.6
2.62 1978 16. 54 3. 22 87.5
2 88 | 23, 97 17, 80 5. 07 87. 5
2.73 { 23. 68 20, 60 3. 68 84 8
2.71 , 24. B3 19, 20 5. 63 83. 5
2.51 ! 25. 23 19. 44 5. 79 84. 3
2. 56 ? 25. 64 19. 30 6. 34 98. 1
{
{
|
2.39 | 25, 42 20. 14 5 28 72,2
2.49 25, 29 21, 46 3. 83 B8 5
2. 58 25. 76 21,42 4. 34 714
2211 1762 14. 66 2. 96 50. 0
2.20 ¢ 19, 63 16, 94 2. 69 40. 0
215 { 17, 60 15, 19 2.41 46. 2
2. 32 21. 29 18, 25 3. 04 61. 8
2, 39 21.76 19. 30 2, 46 58. 3
2,52 23. RO 20. 86 3. 03 62. 5
P
2, 61 2514 21, 37 377 68. 2
2.76 24, 98 2227 2.71 63.3
2. 80 26. 80 23. 18 3. 62 3.3
2. 38 a2z 1 23. 43 8. 58 92. 0
2. 51 31, 82 24, 96 6. 86 84. 8
2.53 30. 84 22, 93 7.91 86. 8

! Includes expense for guests and hired help.

2 Ineludes some families not shown separately by income.
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TaBLE 73 —PURCHASED MILK AND FATS: Quantity and expense for foods used at home in a week "bylincome
[Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 2-15 years, in 4 cities, separate seasons]

M1k, oream, fes cream, cheese Fats and oils
Honse-
hold size |- Milk Cream, [0e ¢ream,
City, income (dollars), and season 21}1:):13:15 All foods Total Margs Other
a6 10me - equive« | Total : Total Cheese | Total? | Butter " | Lard | shorten-
3] Who r- | E D- ry milk - Ice rine
1 porson) ent | equiva- | FOR® | PO | IR | DR | oquiva | o loe
m (2 3 4 ()} ()] 7 8) @) (10} [¢§)) (12} (13} (4 (15} (18} (17)
ntity per household
BIRMINGHAM Qua v ¥ per U
All incomea: Prraons aria | Quaris | Quarls | Quaris | Pounds | Pounds | Pounde | Pounde | Pounds | Pounmds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds
Winter 1948 __________ 2,45 |- __ 11. 745 | 9. 383 | 4, 311 | 2. 036 282 | 0.175 | 0.525 | 0.382 | 0.6R4 | 3. 188 | 0. 278 | 0. 805 | 0. 926 0 511
Spring 1948 ___ _ ____ 2,42 | _____ 10. 580 | 8.695 ) 4.236 | 1. 743 | 1, 927 L 191 . 745 . 625 . 506 ) 2. 087 . 251 . 749 . 940 . 401
Fall 1948____ ________._ 247 |- 10.809 ; 8594 | 4. 258 | 1. 720 | 2. 003 . 113 . 7356 . 37 . 630 | 3. 098 . 303 L 716 . 816 . 617
Spring 1949__________. 2,49 _______ 11.344 | 8. 820 | 4.850 | 1.436 | 1. 882 . 109 . 673 . 454 .713 | 3. 306 . 309 . 729 , B4 . 550
- Sdumglelt‘){§949 _________ 2.56 [.______ 0,793 | 7.832 | 4. 082 | 1.413 | 1. 575 . 152 . 858 . 679 . 808 | 3.030 . 261 . 700 . 851 . 538

nder 2,000
Winter 1848 ... __._ 2,08 . __... 8,383 | 7.041 [ 2.174 | 1. 989 | 1, 852 . 261 . 160 . 126 L3935 | 2. 883 . 272 . 652 | 1. 408 . 197
Spring 1948 . __.___ 2,14 oL ... 8 399 | 6. 821 | 2.526 | 1.771 | 1,422 L 276 . 629 . 381 ,405 | 2. 778 . 217 . 644 | 1. 220 . 207
Fall 1948 _____________ 2,14 ... 8205 | 6.419 | 2,234 | 2.087 | 1. 748 . 107 . 776 . 633 444 | 2, 749 . 338 . 459 | 1. 143 . 334
Spring 1949 __________ 2,30 |-_.._-_ 8. 786 6 742 | 2,946 | 1. 417 | 1. 707 . 124 . 262 . 176 L6056 | 2.980 . 2099 . 569 | 1. 217 . 284
Summer 1949 ________ 2,40 ... 7.238 | 6. 066 | 2. 553 | 1. 308 [ 1. 334 . 182 . 391 . 313 . 309 | 2. 734 . 213 . 638 | 1225 . 309

2,000-2,999:

! Winter 1948 _________ 2,75 |con- 13. 792 (10. 989 | 4. 589 | 2. 407 | 2. 952 . 202 535 . 402 . 822 | 8.470 . 320 . B83 . 896 . 610
Spring 1948______ _____ 2.76 | _____ 12, 720 (10. 887 | 5. 228 ; 2. 049 | 2, 8OO . 179 700 . 543 .5618 | 3. 456 . 345 . 840 | 1. 049 . 887
Fall 1948 ____________ 274 | _____ 12.155 | 9.923 | 4. 364 | 2, 083 | 2. 626 . 126 458 . 372 . 644 | 3..330 . 321 ., 733 | 1. 011 . 474
Spring 1949_______.___ 2,81 ... 11. 138 | 8 840 | 4. 324 ; 2. 020 | 1. 992 . 115 595 . 414 . 646 | 3. 480 . 375 . 618 | 1. 102 TL.511

3 OS&'m:;n;rng‘ig _________ 2,45 | ____.. 9.389 | 7.334 [ 3.658 | 1.645 | 1. 530 115 | 1. 052 . 828 . 507 | 3. 026 . 322 . 592 . 811 625
- g '

! Wintt’ar 1948 _____ ____ 12.279 1 6. 591 | 2,386 ; 3. 234 L 011 . 601 . 471 .814 | 3. 689 .267 | 1. 079 . 600 . 015
Spring 1948___________ 10. 550 | 6. 596 | 1,750 | 1. 998 . 046 . 861 . 644 . 646 | 3. 218 .192 1 1,039 . 615 . 745
Fall 1948_____________ 0,633 | 5.531 | 1,440 { 2. 129 . 100 . 700 . 474 . 630 | 3. 540 L 250 1 1.032 . 518 . 768
Spring 1949__________ 9. 886 | 5967 (1,241 | 1. 932 L 127 . 699 442 . 633 | 3 211 . 192 . 812 . 800 . 820
Surnmer 1949 _________ 9. 612 | . 167 { 1. 576 | 1. 915 . 143 | 1. 148 . 042 . 686 | 8. 296 . 205 . 844 .620 | .737

4,000 and over: )
Winter 1948_ _____.__. 9. 753 | 6.795 1 1.325 | 1. 540 072 | 1,223 . 834 L9792 | 2,997 . 262 . 848 . 275 . 656
Spring 1948_. - B 562 | 5 550 | 1. 100 | 1. 458 122 | 1, 206 . 8g5 554 | 2. 225 . 188 , 760 . 025 . 636
Fall 1948_. . - 10, 341 | 7. 607 . 809 ) 1. 295 L0955 | 1,243 .786 | 1. 054 | 2. 970 . 262 , D88 . 048 . 708
Spring 1949_ - 11. 042 | 7.193 | 1. 148 | 1. 965 085 | 1,187 . 741 . 913 | 3. 446 . 387 . 928 . 3556 . 805
Summer 1949_________ 9. 141 | 5.683 | 1. 186 ) 1. 580 L 111 . 812 . 586 . 844 | 3. N76 . 347 . 784 . 403 . 659
Expense per household (dollars)
All incomes:
Winter 1948_ _________ 2,45 117.131 | 2.413 | 1.766 | 1.037 | 0.286 | 0.345 | 0. 053 | 0. 228 [ 0. 180 ; 0. 410 | 1.359 | 0. 243 | 0. 350 | 0. 284 0. 197
Spring 1948___________ 2.42 115. 813 | 2.312 | 1. 664 | 1. 030 . 241 . 200 . 056 . 326 . 259 L3822 1 1. 251 . 221 . 325 . 265 . 159
Fall 1948___ .. _____ 2,47 116. 375 | 2. 485 | 1. 707 | 1. 034 . 240 . 328 . 040 . 348 . 287 .430 | 1. 313 . 268 . 813 . 226 . 200
Spring 1949_.______ ~..| 2.49 ]17.766 | 2. 411 | 1. 677 | 1. 085 . 207 . 281 . D36 . 314 220 .420 | 1. 079 . 228 . 231 . 137 . 161
- S&lmglgl(‘]&Q*l—Q _________ 2. 56 |15, BO8 | 2. 060 | 1. 431 . 925 . 195 . 219 . 047 . 337 313 . 292 . 903 . 186 . 193 . 135 . 143
nder 2, :
Winter 1948_ ____ ... _ 2.08 {11. 569 | 1.497 | 1. 183 . 530 L 277 . 280 . 074 . 06D 064 L 245 | 1,143 . 243 L2977 . 420 . 073
Spring 1948 __. . __.__ 214 (12,313 | 1. 755 | 1. 209 . 619 . 248 . 238 . 073 . 287 196 L2501 1. 111 . 193 276 . 362 CL 082
Fall 1048 __ .. .. 2.14 112,412 | 1. B44 | 1. 187 . 547 . 207 . 204 . 039 . 359 . 347 . 208 | 1. 147 . 289 . 201 . 328 . 126
Spring 1949_.____ cew--| 2 30 |12 247 | 1. 665 | 1. 203 . 637 . 223 . 250 . 038 . 109 . 078 . 353 . 905 . 225 . 166 . 200 . 073
()Soli.)l'_né'ngeé‘ 1949, . . __ 2.40 )10. 896 | 1.332 ) 1. 000 . 559 . 191 . 182 . 087 . 159 153 L1738 . 698 . 142 . 168 . 192 L 071
2, 9899
Winter 1048, ______.__ 2.75119.023 ) 2.737 1 2.022 | 1. 109 . 336 . 444 . 068 . 239 . 208 . 476 ) 1. 501 . 273 . 396 . 269 . 231




Spring 1948___________
Fall 1948___ ___ ______
Spring 1949__________._
Summer 1949 _________
3,000-3,800:
Winter 1948 _________
Spring 1048 ___ . ____ .
Fall 1948_ _ ___ _ . __
Spring 1949_ _________
Summer 1949 _ _ _
4,000 and over:
Winter 1048__ _______
Spring LO48_____._____
Fall 1948_ __________.
Spring 1949___________
Summer 1949 __ .

BUFFALO

All incomes;
Winter 1948 ________.
Spring 1048___________
Fall 1048__ . _____
Under 2,000:
Winter 1948__________
Bpring 1948___________
Fall 1948 _______.____
2,000-2,999; .
Winter 1948 ________
SBpring 1848 __ . ___ ..
Fall 1048 _____________
3,600-3,999;
Winter 1948 _____ _ __
Bpring 1948______ ____
Fall 1948 _ ________
4,000 and over:
Winter 1948 ______ __
Spring 1948 __ _ -
Fall 1948__ .. _.___._

All incomes:
Winter 1948__________
Spring 1948 ___________
Fall 1948_____________

Spring 1948____ . ______

Fall 19048 __ ______.___
2,000-2,099;

Winter 1948 __ . __

Spring 1948___________

Fall 19048 ____________
3,000-3,999:

Winter 1948 _________

Spring 1948_ .. . ______

Fall 1948 _____ .. __ .. .
4,000 and over:

Winter 1948__________

Spring 1948 __________

Fall 1048_____________

2,76
2. 74
2. 51
2. 45

2. 86
2. 70
2.73
2. 66
2. 63

2,34
2. 16
2,41
2. 59
297

2. 47
30
2. 40

2, 57
2, 4H
2. 57

2 31
2. 18
2 40

2. 64
2, 58
2, B7

2.75
2.7
2. 83

2,47
2. 30
2. 40

117, B72 | 2. 694 } 2. 078 | 1. 259 L2161 4230 L 057 . 305 . 264 L3811 ) 1481 . 209 . 370 L 272 . 155
17. 540 | 2. 674 | 1. 937 | L 061 , 288 . 423 . 044 . 197 . 186 . 440 | 1. 346 . 285 . 323 . 264 181
118,363 | 2. 327 | 1. 638 L 971 . 288 . 308 . 038 ., 284 . 207 .405 1 1,123 . 261 . 210 . 179 . 142
16. 875 | 2. 106 | 1. 354 . 841 , 223 . 225 . 034 . 425 . 385 . 327 . 949 . 227 . 161 . 126 . 172
21. 383 | 3 309 | 2. 525 | 1 608 . 338 . 490 .02 . 249 . 221 . 535 | 1. 632 . 253 . 454 . 151 . 363
19051 | 2. 950 | 2. 234 | 1. 616 . 243 . 309 . 018 . 338 . 2090 . 378 | 1. 383 . 182 . 4560 . 173 . 297
18 373 | 2763 | 1. 995 | 1. 344 . 198 , 349 , 035 . 343 . 261 . 425 | 1. 537 , 231 . 464 . 141 . 304
19, 544 | 2. 574 | 1. 945 | 1. 379 L 170 . 290 . 044 . 280 . 224 L3491 1, 023 . 142 . 253 . 085 . 173
19,095 | 2,635 | 1.839 | 1. 204 L 222 . 262 . 049 . 424 . 413 . 372 ) 1. 010 . 156 . 244 . 097 . 199
22,677 | 3.228 ) 2.087 | 1. 620 . 19¢ . 239 . 024 . 523 . 337 .618 | 1. 378 . 216 , 370 . 088 . 268
16. 845 | 2. 669 ) 1.771 | 1. 353 . 1hd L 222 . 042 . 533 . 459 . 365 | 1. 066 . 164 . 318 . 010 . 255
20,903 | 3. 503 | 2233 | L 842 L 113 , 205 . 033 . 619 428 741 | 1. 343 , 234 [ L 411 .2 . 279
20. 586 | 3. 255 | 2. 165 | 1. 591 . 165 . 282 . 019 . 554 . 344 . h35 | L 263 .30 . 280 . 054 . 2566
18 500 | 2 454 | 1. 756 | 1.274 . 166 . 213 . 034 . 339 . 287 . 359 | 1. 033 J . 257 | . 211 , 067 | . 183
Quantity per household
Quaris Quarts Quarts Quarte Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds
_______ 13.980 10,475 | 9235 | 0. 135 | 0. 802 | 0. 052 ] 1.0567 | 0. 683 | 1. 095 | 2,481 | 0, 827 | 0. 440 | 0, 196 0. 354
_______ 12,541 | 9. 080 | 7. 790 . 091 . 919 021 10217 LT79 | L 026 | 2, 4562 . 813 . 397 208 . 313
e —.12.630 1 9 489 | 8 288 . OR8 . 982 . 030 . 911 . h82 . 960 | 2. 392 . 826 . 333 . 233 416
_______ 11. 683 | 9. 281 | 8 00¢ L0792 1 1. 202 . 089 . 550 | .370 754 | 1831 . 524 . 429 . 322 . 181
_______ 9,405 | 7. 220 | 5, 681 L1 | 1426 . 063 . 499 . 293 .644 | 2. 183 . 811 . 2h5 . 342 174
_______ 11,068 | 8 234 | 6.885 | O 1. 3563 . 014 . 807 . b66 . 915 | 2. 08D . 820 . 260 . 348 . 295
_______ 13. 207 | 9. 800 | 8 689 . 176 . 999 . (24 . 935 L B61 | 1079 2 734 797 . 500 . 260 . 498
_______ 12. 800 |} 9. 375 | 7. 926 115 10127 . 016 | 1, 381 . 908 L OR2 | 2. 663 . 741 . 485 . 228 . 427
_______ 12,220 |} 9. 317 ) 7. 853 CIBT ) 1,217 . 042 . 849 . 519 . 856 | 2. 543 L TTT - 417 . 322 . 474
_______ 16. 681 '12. 545 111. 083 . 133 . 980 017 | 1, 318 820 | 1.286 | 2,393 . 973 . 300 . 150 . 312
_______ 15. 726 |11. 995 110. 459 . 108 . 728 L 014 | 1,429 | 1033 | L0777 | 2. 418 . 925 . 399 . 149 . 208
_______ 14 765 (11 149 {10. 057 . 0567 . 696 . 043 1 1, 099 783 | 1071 | 2. 436 . 886 . 283 . 179 . 340
_______ 13. 594 {10. 091 | 8 900 . 133 L3481 D L 178 L 837 | 1119 | 2. 655 . 950 .BB7 | 0 . 289
_______ 11. 797 | 7. 474 | 6. 575 . 050 . 470 . 012 1 1. 530 L8920 | 1, 316 | 2. 690 | 763 . B62 . 150 , 334
___..-.|11.628 | B 404 | 7.895 | O . 441 . 002 . 966 . 464 LOR1 | 2,279 | . BR2 .355 | 0 . 430
Expense per household (dollars)
19.951 [ 3.233 1 2. 139 | 1.904 | 0. 023 ¢ 0. 140 | 0. 026 | 0.566 | 0.374 | 0.528 | L. 342 [ 0,722 | 0, 177 | (. 061 0. 152
20. 220 | 3. 011 | 1. 827 | 1. 590 . 014 . 147 101 . B85 . 453 L4099 | 1. 367 . 723 . 165 , 057 . 128
19,836 | 3 160 | 2 089 [ 1. 857 . 015 . 169 . 014 . 539 . 354 . 522 | 1, 260 662 . 137 . 063 . 168
14,734 | 2.401 | 1. 854 | 1. 6156 . 011 . 186 . 043 . 303 . 211 . 334 . 954 459 Y . 100 . 081
16,130 | 2,022 | 1. 430 | 1. 144 , 018 . 232 . 029 . 268 . 168 L334 1 1. 246 697 . 103 . 092 . 074
17. 505 | 2.738 | L. 786 | 1. 531 | O . 231 . 007 . 479 . 8b1 . 473 | 1,123 . 668 | 103 . 099 . 121
19, 840 | 3. 086 | 2. 007 | 1. 805 . 031 . 155 . 012 . 532 . 313 . h47 ) L 417 . 699 ] . 201 . O8G .21
21,050 | 3,149 | 1. 882 | 1. 628 . 018 . 176 . 008 . 756 . 521 L5611 L 419 662 ! . 201 , 066 . 175
16. 859 | 3. 022 | 2,045 | 1. 761 . 032 207 L 022 . 513 . 320 L 464 | 1. 274 619 | 171 . 086 191
22, 446 | 3. 770 | 2. 530 | 2. 271 . 024 . 154 . 005 . 696 . 440 L5644 | L 389 846 117 . 039 . 133
20.933 | 3. 710 | 2. 415 | 2. 127 . 017 . 118 L0009 | 752 . 590 . 543 | 1. 403 822 . 167 . 037 . OR2
21. 781 | 3 624 | 2 460 | 2. 234 . @10 . 120 , 017 . 586 . 456 Lo 578 | 1. 314 700 , 118 . 047 . 136
20, 820 | 3.202 | 2. 074 | 1. 852 . 020 L0810 . 607 . 465 611 } 1. 472 830 ‘ L2211 0 . 126
23. 466 | 3 147 | 1. 523 | 1. 343 . 008 . 074 . 005 . 942 . b62 . 682 | 1,428 667 - 242 L 042 . 141
20,156 1 3,154 1 1.898 [ 1,798 | & . 078 .00 . 658 . 296 . 598 | 1. 200 71710 14710 . 169

See footnotes at end of table,




TaBLr 73.—PURCHASED MILK AND FATs: Quantity and expense for foods used at home in a week, by income—Continued
[Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 215 years, in 4 cities, separate seasons]

Milk, cream, ice cream, cheese

Fats and oils

House-
hold size Milk Cream, fre cream
City, income (dollars}, and season a(tzl h;ungaals Al foods | mppen Marga Ocher
1 emnm erpulva. Totsl Whol atter- | Evapo- v m Total Tce Cheese | Total? | Butter " Lard shorten-
L ’ lent 2 eﬁ;gtv?— ﬂuide Btrllti%kr m?erg.) Dsrs;lidsfi 8 e]qe:;ibv ¥ | cream rine b
[4)] @ 3] 4) ) (6} ] 8 @ {10) (1 (12) 1 (19 (15 (16) (17}
MINNEAPOLIS-BT. PAUL Quantity per household
All incomes: Persons Quarta Quarts Quari | Quarts | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Founds
Winter 1948_. . ____ 260 1 ______ 13. 6656 110,419 | 9.487 | 0.362 [ 0.206 } 0. 019 | 1. 455 ; 0.601 | 0.881 | 2.300 | 1.022 | 0. 283 | 0. 185 0. 350
Spring 1948__________.{ 241 1_______ 12982 [ 9,827 | 9. 200 . 244 . 140 L0211 1.718 L 778 . 831 | 2.093 | 1. 051 . 169 . 093 . 297
Fall 1048 _______.___. 2.47 ) . ___ 11,922 ) Y, 374 | 8,726 . 201 . 138 014 ) 1,199 . 542 L6756 ) 2.213 | 1. 077 . 207 . 106 . 341
Spring 1949___________ 2,25 |L__..__ 12, 325 | 8 B59 | 8. 262 ., 306 . 116 010 | 1.793 . B46 919 | 2,201 | 1. 141 . 145 . 090 . 282
- S;mx;gréégm _________ 2,381 jo______ 11. 845 | 8. 887 | 8. 350 . 274 . 203 .002 | 1.723 . 929 L7711 | 2,190 | 1,149 . 088 . 103 L 277
nder 2, H
Winter 1948 ________ | 219 . .. __ R, 338 | 6.729 | 5 444 . 667 . 449 . 007 . 730 . 256 . 425 ) 1. 690 . 751 . 246 173 . 250
Spring 1948______ _____ 215 3. .. 8.646 | 6.501 | 5. 249 . 546 , 370 L, 043 | 1.119 . 519 .594 ) 1,479 . 572 . 270 . 152 . 275
Fall 1948 _ . . . ___| 207 |_______ 7.805 | 6.180 | 5. 423 . 396 . 260 . 001 . 879 . 347 .443 | 1. 560 . 624 . 288 . 175 . 227
Spring 1949 . ___._____ 2.28 |___.__. 10. 816 | 8,289 | 7. 408 L727 165 1 0 2,195 | 1,099 L8171 1.974 | 1. 001 . 121 . 311 . 195
o Sum;n{;gglgzm ________ 226 [____.__ 11. 435 | 9.336 | 7. 706 | 1. 208 454 1 0 1. 597 . 959 . 473 | 1.993 | 1. 001 . 208 . 202 . 182
:000 ] .
Winter 1948___ _______ 2.49 |___._ .. 14, 009 110. 789 | 9, 962 . 227 . 488 .036 { 1. 227 . 360 L9121 2,465 | 1. 052 . 308 . 250 . 322
Spring 1048 __________ 2,35 | ___ 12.633 | 9.709 | 9.173 . 115 . 202 . 020 1 1. 309 L5812 L8057 2,104 | 1,123 L 181 . 107 . 253
Fall 1948 _ . __.____.___ 282 (. 12.456 | 9.902 | 9.359 | -.137 . 186 .031 ) 1.155 L 412 .683 ; 2.432 | 1. 209 . 206 . 070 . 423
Spring 1949, ___ __ .. __ B A 7 2 O 14. 522 |10, 742 {10, 153 . 282 . 235 .18 | 1,351 L5093 1 1,097 | 2.198 | 1. 033 . 194 . 103 . 346
3 (]Souorfl;ngeggls)-ig _________ 2,30 |___. __ 11. B80 | 9. 272 | 8. 499 . 445 . 271 .002 ] 1,875 | 1.126 .657 | 1. 915 . 972 L 111 . 221 . 2456
? 1 .
Winter 1948 __________ 292 ______ 15. 967 [12. 061 [10. 976 . 332 . 139 . 015 | 1.908 809 1 1.040 | 2. 537 | 1. 071 . 320 222 . 399
Spring 1948 _________ 253 L ______ 14. 090 111,156 [10. 920 . 138 . 029 .007 | 2.052 L0972 .B80 | 2.169 | 1. 060 . 161 . 026 . 358
all 1948 ___ .. .__ | 292 __._.___ 13, 987 [11. 386 [10. 9IR . 042 . 038 002 | 1. 107 . 527 L7000 | 2298 | 1,120 . 191 . 028 . 470
Spring 1949___ .- ____._ 2,33 __..__. 12.317 | 8,772 | 8.051 . 411 . 143 .019 | 1. 581 . 631 L8980 | 2.224 | 1. 065 . 138 . 092 . 333
Summer 1949________ | 2,49 .. __ 11. 529 | 8 420 | 8. 073 . 162 144 | O L3771 .604 . 851 [ 2. 439 | 1. 211 L1189 . 075 . 364
4,000 and over:
Winter 1948 . _________ 2.63 |__..___ 14. 384 [10.599 | 9,749 . 458 . 222 .18 | 1. 606 L840 ) 1,037 | 2.314 | 1. 156 . 281 . 047 . 412
Spring 1948__ ________ 264 . ____ 15.423 (10,824 | 9. 772 . 424 . 082 L0034 ( 2.289 1 1,133 | 1.261 | 2. 482 | 1. 334 125 . 098 . 325
Fall 1948__________ _| 2.80 |______. 13,147 | 9. 950 | 8. 822 . 387 124 L009 | 1.892 . 956 L817 | 2.595 | 1.327 209 . 202 . 219
Spring 1949________ el 229 o 12.805 [ 8. 993 | B. 336 . 260 . (053 L0056 | 2,197 | 1. 086 L 988 | 2474 | 1. 368 154 . 061 . 2563
Summer 1949 __ . __ 288 .. 12. 833 | 9. 260 | 8. 923 . 115 . 095 L0086 | 21721 1,223 L911 | 2348 | 1. 203 024 . 066 . 274
Expense per household {dollars)
All incomes; ‘
Winter 1948, . _ --| 260 |17.520 | 3.081 | 1.986 | 1.840 { 0.048 ' 0.047 | 0.010 { 0.678 | 0. 283 | 0.417 | 1. 421 | 0.910 | 0. 130 | 0. 061 0. 154
Bpring 1948__.__.______ 2. 41 [16. 867 | 3. 019 | 1. 882 | 1, 776 . 032 . 022 . 013 LT772 . 361 . 365 | 1. 338 . 938 . 084 . 027 122
Fall 1948__ _________ | 247 116.500 | 2.785 | 1.830 | 1. 715 . 028 .25 , 008 . 605 . 288 L350 | 1. 264 . 840 . 095 . 031 . 133
Spring 1949 ___________ 2,25 117.114 | 22772 | 1. 537 | 1. 449 . 038 . 017 . 005 . 820 . 437 .415 | 1,132 i 049 . 018 . 095
- S&lmrél%l(')&gei.ﬁi _________ 2.31 116.549 ) 2,597 | 1.525 | 1. 452 . 033 . 029 . 001 . 737 . 440 .835 | 1,081 it 027 . 020 . 088
nder 2, :
Wir_lter 1948 __ . ______ 2.19 111.215 | 1.803 | 1. 238 | 1. 048 . 092 . 069 . 003 . 326 . 108 L2301 1,016 . B77 111 . 065 . 113
Spring 1948___.__ __.__| 2,15 (10.761 | 1.965 | 1. 232 { 1. 019 . 074 . 057 . 033 . 510 . 231 . 223 . 871 . 505 . 132 . 043 . 109
all_ 1948 . ... 2.07 110.759 | 1.873 | 1.205 | 1. 077 052 . 047 . 001 . 443 L 175 . 225 . 828 . 482 . 136 . 047 . 083
Spring 1949___________ 2.23 |15.844 ) 2.579 | 1. 367 ) 1.253 . 088 L0261 0 . 955 . 520 . 257 . 970 . 668 045 . 070 . 066
5 0801.61?21%%-91949 _________ 2,26 (12.874 | 2457 { 1. 614 | 1. 409 . 143 .062 | 0 . 663 . 436 . 180 . 905 . 655 a4 . 045 . 058
Winter 1948 ___.____. 2,49 117. 306 | 3.1390 | 2. 068 | 1,921 . 030 . 081 . 016 . 622 L1706 . 448 | 1, 501 . 939 136 . D85 . 140
Spring 1948.___._ ___ | 2.385 [16.650 | 2.843 | 1. 868 | 1,777 L0156 . 033 L 011 . 600 . 241 .375 | 1.377 . 999 092 . 033 . 106
Fall 1948__ _______.___ 252117148 1 2,943 | 1.955 | 1.844 | .020| .032| .019| .600} .222) .38%8 | 1.4081 051 098 | . 020 170




Spring 1949___________ 2,45 J17.045 ] 2. 788 | 1. 755 | 1. 667 . 037 . 030 . 008 . 590 . 280 . 443 | 1. 032 . 6Y0 . 066 .09 .112
3 (?O%Iknnl;r 1949 ______ | 2.30 15 365 | 2.635 | 1. 567 | 1. 459 . 053 . 044 . 001 . 813 . 011 . 255 . 899 , 638 040 042 . 079
, 3,999:
Winter 1948 ___ . _____ 2.02 |21.183 | 3.662 1 2.308 | 2 145 . 045 . 021 . 008 . 884 . 411 . 470 | 1. 534 . 946 . 142 . 069 L1177
?prillg 1948 ________. 2.53 [17.985 | 3.358 1 2. 163 | 2.121 . 019 . 005 .04 . 900 . 448 . 295 | 1,370 . 954 Ny . 007 . 146
all 1948 ____ _b 2,92 118 449 ) 3,164 0 2. 272 ;1 2. 186 . 007 . 007 .00l . BA7 . 266 . 335 | 1. 317 . 88b . 083 . 008 . 181
Spring 1949 __ . _..__. 2.33 (16.620 1 2.682 [ 1. 540 | 1. 427 .53 025 . 010 . 726 . 331 . 416 | 1. 091 . 718 . 043 .7 111
Summer 1949 | 2 49 |16, 547 | 2. 420 | 1. 469 | 1, 420 . 021 L0200 . b8BT . 278 . 364 | L 165 . 803 . Q35 . 012 . 118
4,000 and over: .
Winter 1948_________ 263 (17,0001 3,232 | 2,031 | 1L.905 | .058 7 ,034 | .010| .725 .376 | .4768 | 1,478 | 1. 015 L1270 . v . 175
Spring 1948 ___ __.__ 264 120,004 | 3626 | 2. 038 | 1. 862 . 056 .3 . 020 | 1. 026 . 518 .662 | 1.645 | 1.193 . 064 . 028 . 136
Fall 1948__ oo 2.50]19.202 1 3,143 | 1.869 | 1.684 | , 064 | 024 | .004 | .85l L5300 L4231 1,516 | 1.030 L0094 | .062 . 036
Bpring 1940_____ o] 2.20 119,436 | 3.161 | 1.633 | 1.537 . 030 . 008 003 | 1040 . BR7 L4838 [ 1,356 . 941 . 052 .01l . 089
Summer 1949________ S{ 2,83 (19299 | 2 971 | 1. 608 | 1. 560 L 014 L 014 . 003 . 447 . 597 . 416 | 1. 214 . 853 . 007 . 014 . 084
Quantity per household
SAN FRANCTSCO
All incomes: Quarts | Quarts | Quarts | Quarts | Pounds | Pounds | Founds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | FPounds | Pounds
Winter 1948_______._ | Z.19)___.___ 12641 | 8423 | 7.222 1 0,206 ) 0. 814 | 0.028 | 0. 908 | 0,471 | 1.392 | 2.066 | 0,567 | 0. 461 | 0. 0d2 0. 206
Bpring 1948__.__ 288 1. ___|13.762 | 9.095 | 7.922 | .260 | .691 L0390 968 504 | 1.501 | 2.270 | .608 | 506 . 036 . 258
Fallt948____ _______ LA: S I 14. 001 [10.187 | 8 610 . 239 . 732 L1049 . 968 L5561 | 1,185 | 2, 228 . 608 . 464 039 . 233
TUnder 2,000: .
Wint-er 1948 __ __ | 202 ... 10. 816 | 7. 761 | 6, 388 . 428 LY39 | 0 . 874 . 226 . 938 | 1521 . 402 . 379 059 . 155
Spring 19048_ ________ | 2,12 . __.__. 12. 802 | R 8533 | 7. 430 , 400 L8811 | 0 . 635 L26w ) 1,201 ) 1,726 . 448 . 439 . 3901
0003(51-}2133?]"“"7- o 2,38 - ____ 111,158 | 7. 882 | 6. 494 L2311 1,182 | O 1. 293 . 481 L9227 | LT . 461 . 308 115 . 332
2, ,999:
Winter 1948 __ . 2024 ). Lo N2 705 | 7.717 | 6,533 . 147 . 951 ., 04 , 532 L2710 1,712 ) 1. 914 . 400 . 415 059 . 202
Spring 1948_ . __._ __| 2.30|_______|13.460 | & 764 | 7.593 . 153 765 | O . 843 411 [ 1,518 | 2. 210 . 654 . 443 056 172
3 0%?.1—1‘31848 _____________ 2,44 | ______ 13. 300 ; 9 221 ! 7.610 . 250 . 968 . 008 . 876 . 860 | 1. 297 | 2 229 . 698 . 36¢ 019 . 227
) 3,099:
Winter 1948 . . 247 ... 14 407 | & 568 | K. 180 L1361 1047 L0040 | 1134 .675 | 1.606 | 2 339 . 542 . 590 . 042 . 220
Spring 1948___ . ______| 2.69 ) ___.__ 14. 998 10,379 | 9. 310 . 225 . 631 024 | 1. 061 L.666 | 1,479 | 2. 5.9 . 583 . 640 . 030 . 261
Fall1048____ __ ______ 274 [ __ 15 809 |11, 706 ;10. 748 L 111 , 765 L 012 . 956 .B87 | 1.274 | 2. 409 . 487 L7134 .031 . 226
4,000 and aver:
Winter 1948 . ________ 2,09 4. .. __ 12. 427 | 8 525 | 7. 293 . 270 . 660 . 029 . 930 484 | 1.251 | 2 261 LT72 . 437 . 062 . 218
Spring 1948 ____ __ 281 |.___.__ 13.167 | 8,306 | 7. 212 . 196 . B27 116 | 1. 0m . 537 | 1. 587 | 2. 326 . 656 . 529 . 043 . 250
Fall 1048______ _ __ 231 1. _ __ 15 141 111,308 ) 8 707 . 224 . 472 . 424 | 1. 099 604 | 11801 2 209 L T44 . 424 . 037 . 168
Expense per household (dollars)
All incomes: ! !
Winter 1948 __ . | 2,19 |20.179 | 20872 | 1,732 | 1.516 { 0. 033 | 0. 120 | 0. 016 | 0. 504 | 0. 281 | 0.636 | 1.235 | 1.526 | 0. 190 | 0. 023 0. 091
Spring 1948___________ 2 38 [21. 582 | 3.114 | 1. 890 | 1. 6385 . 044 . 108 . 011 . 923 . 288 L 701 | 1. 306 . 554 .21y . 014 110
Fall 1948_____________ 241 121.345 ) 3. 205 | 2. 075 | 1. 847 . 041 . 130 .07 . 820 . 325 .610 | 1. 210 . 4491 . 194 L 014 . 094
Under 2,000:
Winter 1048__________ 2.02 |14, 662 | 2564 | 1.505 { 1.277 | 074 | .143 0 L5800 126 .479 | 917 .367 .154 | .080 . 067
Spring 1948 _____ ___.| 2,12117.485 [ 2. 882 ] 1,927 | 1,699 | .070 | .13l 0 .334 | 100} .621 L9581 .393 ¢ .186 | 0 . 179
2 01:']861121933 ________ o] 218 [15.190 | 2,861 | 1. 710 | 1. 452 029 . 207 0 . 601 . 261 . 5506 | . b4l L3477 | .128 . 042 144
3 -2,999;
Winter 1948___ __ __ 2.24 |18, 346 | 2,580 | 1,505 | 1.202 | ,024 | .157 | .003 . 286 .164 | ,780 | L1201 .379 | .180 | .025 . 094
Spring 1948 _____ _____| 2.39 [19.312 | 2,927 | 1. 785 | 1. 581 . 027 . 118 0 . 4T4 . 223 . 668 | 1. 319 . 620 . 188 . 019 . 072
5 0%%1131943 _____________ 244 (20. 863 | 3. 089 | 1.911 | 1, 599 . 044 . 168 . 006 . 468 . 351 L7100 10207 . 801 . 1568 . 006 . 090
; -3,949:
Winter 1948 _________ 2 47 (21.704 1 3.123 | 1.823 | 1, 580 . 022 . 149 . 026 . 590 .37y L7100 1. 318 . 498 . 248 . 021 . 096
Bpring 1948 .. __ _ o] 2,69 122.278 ] 3.400 ) 2,129 | 1,940 ] 037 .101 017§ .581 L4100 | . 690 | 1. 375 .540 | 282 | 014 . 109
Fall 1948 .. _ | 2,74 123.181 | 3.588 j 2.470 | 2. 277 019 . 141 , 009 . 803 . 329 L6816 | L. 204 . 380 . 301 . 011 . 087
4,000 and over;
Winter 1048 _ _________ 2.00 [23.576 | 3.071 | 1,955 | 1,742 0421 098 017 .28 . 3l5 . 583 | 1. 436 L7112 . 182 . 024 . 007
Spring 1948 . __ _ .. 2,31 |24.982 1 3. 087 | 1. 755 | 1, 568 . 033 . 097 . 022 . 592 . 318 L7401 1.371 . 628 . 229 .06 . 102
_Falt 1448 _______ __ 2,31 {22865 | 38451 2147 ) 1,957 .039 | .084 ! .047 | .60l L3691 .597 17,2441 5941 1801 012 . 067

1 8ec Glosb&ry, Milk equivalent.

¢ Includes oils, mayonnaise, salad dressing, not shown separately.



TABLE 74.—~PURCHASED GRAIN PRODUCTS AND SUGAR AND SWRETS: Quantily and expense for foods used at home in a week, by income

[Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 2-15 years, in 4 cities, separate seasons]

City, income (dollars}, and season

(1}

BIRMINGHAM

All incomes:
Winter 1948_. _. ___.._.
Spring 1948 __ ________
Fall 1948 _ __._
Spring 1949.__ ___ __ .
Summer 1949 . ____ ___
Under 2,060:
Winter 1948 __ _.___. I
Spring 1048 __ ________
Fall 1948 ____ ________.
Spring 1049_________..
Summer 1949 __ __._._
2,000-2,999
Winter 1048_.___. __.__
Spring 1948, __  _____ -
Fall 1948.____. §
Spring 1949.. __ ______.
Summer 1949__________
3,000-3,99%
Winter 1948___________
Spring 1948._ .. ___..___
Fall 1948 _____ _.__.._ .
Spring 1949 . __ ______
Summer 1949___ ___ -
4,000 and over
Winter 1948 . __.__.__ _
Spring 1948___ ________
Fall I948_____ . __ . ___.
Spring 1949_ __________
Summer 1949 ____ ...

All incomes:
Winter 19048__________.
Spring 1948.._ ____ R
Fall 1948 . __._.__

Flour, meal, cereals, pastes Bakery products Bugar, sweets
Flour Cereals, pastes Other Sirups, Jellies,
Total Cornmsal Total Bread baked Tatal Bugar honey, jams, Candy
Total Mixes Total | Beady-te- goads molasses | preserves
2 ) [CH] {5) i} {7) (8) © {10} ) aa s a4 (15)
Quantity per household (pounds)
. — e | ——— .
7. 677 3. 440 0. 217 2,551 1. 686 0. 309 5. 206 3. 745 1. 461 4. 592 2. 512 1.377 0. 492 0. 211
6. 993 3. 075 . 190 2. 557 1. 361 . 267 4. 887 3. 6049 . 978 3. 802 2, 462 . 786 . 384 . 170
6, 444 2,872 . 094 2, 287 1. 285 . 279 5.377 4,243 1. 084 4,101 2.769 . 799 354 . 179
6. 646 3.174 . 286 1. 910 1. 562 . 304 6. 140 4, 858 1. 282 4. 064 2. 676 . 603 523 . 262
6. 289 2. 778 || . 207 2,243 1. 268 . 323 b, 673 4. 671 1. 002 3. 047 2. 780 . 539 470 . 158
8 310 3. 406 .42 3. 240 1. 664 . 155 2. 964 2,130 . 834 3. 881 2.101 1. 483 263 . 134
7. 048 8. 246 . 055 3. 127 1. 575 . 135 3. 366 2. 700 . 6683 3. 603 2 288 L 924 . 251 . 140
B, 822 2. 939 019 2. 802 1. 081 . 083 3. 605 3. 056 . 549 3. 782 2. 466 1. (40 218 . 058
7. 001 2. 765 . 098 2.424 1. 812 . 193 4. 733 4. 186 . 547 3. 246 2, 088 . 517 507 . 134
7. 150 2 701 . 084 3. 201 1. 248 176 4. 546 3. 966 . 580 3. 374 2,209 . 740 295 . 040
8 533 3. 988 . 256 2,771 1. 774 . 339 5. 660 4. 407 1. 554 5. 714 3. 012 1. 832 667 . 203
7. 280 3. 235 177 2. 728 1. 317 . 340 5 977 4 043 1. 034 4, 443 2. 689 . 973 520 . 263
7. 298 3. 240 . (188 2. 615 I. 443 . 280 6. 284 5170 1. 114 4 753 3. 124 770 527 . 332
7.790 3. 677 . 200 2. 346 1. 767 . 350 a, 639 4. 341 1. 208 4. 538 3. 007 . 840 453 . 238
6. 284 3. 080 . 200 1. 899 1. 305 . 200 5. 147 4 172 . 975 3. 956 2. 836 . 353 589 L I178
7. 883 3. 635 . 388 2424 1. 824 . 324 7.254 5. 000 2, 254 5. 236 3. 038 1. 273 614 . 311
6. 398 3.333 . 468 1. 922 1. 143 .34 6. 224 4. 655 1. 569 4. 098 2. 902 . 490 572 . 134
6. 471 2, 951 . 221 1. 970 1. 550 . 387 6, 365 5. 108 1. 257 4, 793 3.213 . 927 455 . 198
6. 500 3. 565 . 352 1. 802 1.133 . 207 7. 416 5. 413 2. 008 4. 312 2. 926 . 354 . 675 . 357
6. 442 2. 956 . 199 2, 211 1. 275 . 533 8. 520 '| 5. 167 1. 353 4. 628 3. 259 N iTE] . 536 . 218
5. 408 2. 565 . 384 1. 026 1. 817 . 560 6. 898 4. 850 2. 048 3. 739 2 198 . 559 . 626 . 356
3. BO8 1. 992 . 300 1. 002 . 904 .338 1 4.879 3. 962 L9017 2.769 | 2. 038 . 332 . 373 . 026
3. 811 1. 830 . 131 . 821 1. 160 . 559 6. 425 4. 650 | 1. 775 2. 883 2. 333 . 262 . 215 L0738
5. 559 2. 987 . 428 1. 476 1. 516 . 403 6. 783 5. 363 ] 1. 420 4,147 2. 825 . 5692 . 490 . 240
4, BOT 2. 360 427 1. 209 1. 238 . 409 7.3%95 5. 956 | L 439 3. 921 2. 786 Lo 344 .44 . 247
| 1 i
Expense per houschold (doilars)

(. 891 0. 394 0. 051 0. 201 0. 206 0. 074 0. 988 0. 530 0. 458 0. 703 0. 235 0. 202 0. 102 0. 164

. 813 . 347 . (049 L 213 . 253 , 067 . 873 L850 v . 323 . 563 . 246 127 . 079 L 111

. 729 . 297 . 020 . 193 . 239 0750 947 L 606 941 . 561 . 254 . 135 . 074 . 098



Spring 1949_______.___ . T87 . 360 . 067 . 127 . 280 086 ] 1,116 . 682 . 434 . 645 . 258 . 100 - 131 . 156
Summer 1949__ . _______ . 660 . 300 . 048 . 142 . 218 . 081 . 084 . 6490 . 335 . 530 . 258 . U85 . 102 . 085
Under 2,000: t
Winter 1948 _.________ . 831 . 351 . 006 . 255 , 275 . 036 . 5T . 802 , 245 . 502 . 200 . 186 . 045 .07
Spring 1048_ . ________ | .878 . 349 ] . 262 . 267 . 032 . 588 . 384 . 204 . 496 . 216 . 137 . 053 { . 000
Fall 1048 _____________ [ 722 .295, .005| .235| .192; .024{ .611 ] .430| .181 . 473 227 | L1556 .046 1 . 045
Spring 1949_______._._ [ .738 . 288 . 021 . 164 . 286 . (59 . 771 . 580 . 182 . 469 . 205 . 081 111 . 072
Summer 1949__________ . 651 . 266 . 016 . 203 . 182 . 042 . 685 . 509 . 176 . 377 . 216 . 084 . 059 ] . 018
2,000-2,999;
Winter 1048___________ . 956 . 451 . 054 . 206 . 209 L090 [ 1,125 . 618 . 507 . 858 . 276 . 260 . 154 . 168
Spring 1948___________ . 836 . 359 . 048 . 218 . 259 .083 | 1,027 , 686 . 341 . 688 . 251 . 149 . 118 . 170
Fall 1948 ... .8 . 332 . 024 . 218 . 251 .068 | 1.055 . 726 . 329 . 698 . 288 . 134 102 -174
Spring 1949, __. ______ . 891 . 425 079 . 157 . 309 . 093 1. D61 . 608 . 453 . 690 . 205 . 125 . 128 142
Summer 1949__________ . 664 . 334 . 048 127 . 208 . 047 . 881 . 581 . 300 . 529 . 264 . 063 . 119 . 083
3,000-3,999:
Winter 1948____._____. . 989 . 455 . 097 . 205 . 320 L076 ] 1,423 . 725 . 698 . 869 . 288 . 199 . 152 . 230
Bpring 1948____ . ___ LT77 .30 . 106 . 154 . 232 .092 ) 1,217 . 677 . 540 . B4Y . 350 . 102 116 . 079
Fall 1948 _____________ . 788 . 322 . 045 . 164 . 302 .114 | 1.161 . 744 417 . 639 . 201 . 158 . 092 . 098
Spring 1949, __________ . 768 . 415 . 085 . 119 . 234 .084 ) 1413 . 758 . 655 . 708 L277 . 063 . 168 . 206
Summer 1949 _________ ak .313 . 045 . 133 L 271 L1451 115 .77 . 434 . 669 . 302 . 1186 . 131 . 120
4,000 and over:
Winter 1948___________ . 788 , 348 . 106 . 092 , 348 . 130 1. 338 . 634 . 654 , 804 . 209 . 147 . 093 . 355
Spring 1948 ____ . _____ . 538 . 261 . 082 . 086 191 . 084 . B85 . 553 . 312 . 347 . 213 . 065 . 049 . 020
Fall 1048_______ ______. . 520 , 204 . 027 . 072 . 244 L1471 L 108 . 648 . 850 . 389 . 212 . 080 . 059 . 038
Spring 1949___________| . 698 . 336 . 087 . 072 . 290 D112 | 1232 . 756 . 476 . 642 . 266 L1117 . 127 . 132
Summer 19049__________ . 611 . 308 . 109 . 076 , 229 L102 | 1. 368 . 821 , 547 . 608 . 257 . 069 . 120 . 162
Qua.ntﬂ.y per household (pounds)
BUFFALO
All incomes:
Winter 1048 . ol 2,935} 1556 0.354 | 0, 041 1,338 { 0343 7.209, 5146 | 2 0831 3. 811 2.508 | 0.255 . 490 . 468
Spring 1948 __________ 2,684 | 1, 286 . 287 L049 | 1349 L4000 6,931 | 4.900 | 2 031 3. 220 | 2220 . 208 L4317 . 366
Fall 1948______ .1 2.825 1. 417 . 208 .0B0 | 1 328 411 | 7432 | 5291 | 201411 3.445 | 2.5190 . 243 . 382 . 301
Under 2,000:
Winter 1948.__________ 2.446 | .969 | 136 107 | 1.3701{ .264| 5650 | 4.421 | L2201 3 680 | 2 785 . 188 . 326 . 381
Bpring 1948 . _________| 3,256 | 1 692 . 222 L111 | 1,453 .314 | 56281 4.570 | 1.0581{ 2. 520 1.835 . 080 , 452 144
2, (}T:]%l_lzlggg ______________ 3. 259 1, 979 . 520 . 183 1, 067 . 324 6. 435 4. 930 1. 505 3. 360 2. 528 . 260 . 364 . 208
Winter 1048. . . _____ 3.208 | 1.838 . 256 .043 | 1. 417 L2685 | 6,419 | 4.643 0 1,976 2084 | 2,827 . 239 . b4 . 854
Spring 1948___________ 3. 355 1. 653 . 319 . 078 1. 624 . 468 7. 308 5. 271 2. 037 3. 851 2. 632 . 240 . 499 . 480
3 018!;}1131333 ______________ 3. 269 1. 7156 L 227 L 102 1. 452 . 388 7. 364 5, 284 2, 080 3. 760 2. 752 . 251 . 458 . 299
Winter 1048_ _________ 3.202 | L 840 L5470 1, 362 L4365 B. 562! 6.149 ) 2.413 ) 4181 | 2. 797 . 315 . 550 . 5610
Spring 1948___________ 1.923 . '796 L3361 0 1. 127 .A55 7 B. 673 | 5761 2,912 | 3.075 | 2.143 . 244 . 360 . 328
Fall 1948______________ 2, 255 . 028 . 305 L021 ] 1306 L4590 ) B.957 | 6,184 ) 2.773 ) 3.442 | 2 414 .27 . 383 . 374
4,000 and over:
Winter 1948 . _____. 2. 501 1. 200 . 509 . 067 1, 324 L5000 7711 4. 893 | 2.818 | 3. 231 1, 780 . 307 . 400 .74
Spring 1048, __________ 2. 108 . 928 L2811 0 1, 180 . 441 6. 766 | 4.734 ] 2,032 3.334 | 2,177 . 281 . 394 . 482
Fall 1948 . ____________ 2. 168 . 852 . 252 011 1305 L5501 6141 | 4,327 1.814 2 740 2 080 . 108 . 290 . 262




& TaBLE 74 —PURCHASED GRAIN PRODUCTS AND SUGAR AND SWEETS: Quantily and expense for foods used at home in a week, by income—Con,

[Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, I, or 2 children, aged 2-15 years, in 4 cities, separate seasons]

Flour, meal, cereals, pastes Bakery prodnots Sugar, sweots
City, income (dollsts), and seasen Flour *___Eim’ Pastes Othor Sirups, Tollios,
Total Cernmeal Total Bread baked Tatal Sugar honey, jams, Candy
Total Mizxes Total g«:a&&;; goods molasses | preserves
[e}} 63} &3] {4} (8) (6) E )] 8 18) 1® (11} (12) (13) 14 {15)
Ezpense per household (dollars)
BUFFALO—continued
Al incomes:
Winter 1048 ___________ 0. 492 0. 198 0. 081 0. 005 0. 289 0. 104 1. 496 0. 779 0. 717 0, 768 0. 253 0. 056 0. 135 0. 324
Spring 1948___ ___.____ . 464 . 154 . 068 . Q06 . 304 . 120 1. 453 . 752 L 701 . 601 L 212 . 046 . 113 . 230
Fall 1948 . __________. . 477 . 163 . 066 . 010 . 304 . 128 1. 576 . 810 . 766 . 597 . 243 . 068 . 1600 . 196
Under 2,000:
Winter 1948 _________ . 392 . 098 - 019 . 014 . 280 . 086 1. 080 . 664 . 416 . 652 . 276 041 L 127 . 208
Spring 1948____ _______ . 463 . 144 . 025 , 014 . 305 . 096 1. 097 . 721 . 376 . 398 . 175 . 015 . 123 , 085
Falb 1948_______ . _____ . 499 . 239 . 130 . 022 . 238 . 094 1. 319 . 765 . 554 . 511 . 238 . 056 . 099 . 118
2,000-2,999:
Winter 1948___________ . 492 . 199 . 052 . 0056 . 288 . 079 1. 329 . 710 . 619 . 685 . 276 . 059 . 136 . 214
Spring 1948_ __ ________ . B80 . 208 . 074 . 010 . 362 , 134 1. 527 . 817 . 710 . 719 . 262 . 045 . 139 . 283
Fall 1948 _______ . 509 L 179 . 049 . 013 . 317 114 1. 5563 . 804 . 749 . 617 . 271 . 052 . 107 . 187
3,000-3,999:
Winter 1948 . _ _ . ___ . 564 . 259 121 0 . 305 . 136 1. 762 . 933 . B29 . 905 . 276 . 065 . 159 . 405
Bpring 1948___ . ______ . 385 . 113 . 067 0 L 272 . 140 1. 787 . 847 . 940 . 5856 . 2038 . 076 . 100 . 206
Fall 1948_____.______ . . 434 . 113 . 057 . 002 . 319 . 151 1. B84 . 943 . 941 . 682 . 228 . 084 . 120 . 250
4,000 and over:
Winter 1948__________. . 643 L 211 . 130 . 011 . 321 . 142 i. 737 . 738 . 999 . 873 . 163 . 061 . 116 . 533
Spring 1948 _ . _________ . 406 . 120 . 054 0 . 286 . 128 1, 476 . 736 . 740 . 710 . 208 . 058 . 090 . 354
Fall 1948_____ _________ . 445 . 113 . 087 . 001 . 331 . 184 1. 400 . 669 L 731 . 510 . 202 . 031 . 071 . 206

Quantity per household (pounds)

MINNEAFPOLIS-8T, PATL
All incomes ;
Winter 1948 ______._._ 2. 844 1. 657 0. 256 0. 016 1, 131 0. 287 5. 753 4 186 1. 567 3. 227 2 181 0. 272 0. 430 0. 344
Spring 1948. . ____ | 2,173 1. 275 . 269 . 007 . 891 . 348 B. 418 4 076 1. 342 2. 699 2. 031 . 147 . 328 . 193
Fal1948 _____ ___._. .| 2. 068 1. 192 . 313 . 004 . 872 . 302 6. 026 4. 447 1. 679 2. 850 1. 939 . 260 . 336 . 315
Spring 1949_____ ______ 2. 143 1. 185 . 282 . 012 . D46 . 374 5. 524 4. 052 1.472 | 2. 651 1. 768 . 194 . 355 . 334
u Sélm?%r 1949 ______._ 1. 714 . 987 . 214 . 010 il v . 327 5. 702 4. 180 1. 522 2,742 2. 061 . 190 . 282 . 209
nder 2,000:
Winter 1948___________ 2. 438 1. 503 . 097 . 014 . 921 . 287 5. 016 4, 264 . 7562 2. 1444 1. 925 . 168 . 244 . 107
Spring 19048 ______ . __ 2. 180 1. 461 . 207 . 006 . 713 . 253 3. 897 3. 256 . 641 1. 903 1. 608 . 069 . 119 . 107
Fall1948_____ ________ .| 1.203 . 753 . 083 0 . 540 . 220 4, 482 3. 236 1. 246 3. 009 1. 551 .14 . 204 . 140
Spring 1949 .. __._____.| 2 680 1. 034 0 0 1. 646 . 474 4, 900 3. 762 1. 138 2. b5 2113 . 104 . 142 . 196
Summeé'glgtl‘—l __________ 2. 184 1. 380 0 0 . 804 . 159 3. 832 2. 749 1. 083 2. 136 1. 523 . 292 177 . 144
2,000-2,999:
Winter 19048, . ______.__. 3. 230 2. 014 . 402 .2 1. 204 . 255 b, 906 4. 401 1. 505 3. 108 2,211 . 320 . 338 . 239
Spring 1948___ . __.__.| 2015 1. 110 . 252 . 005 . 900 . 339 b5 712 4. 379 1. 333 2. 580 2. 056 . 141 . 253 . 139
Fall 1948___ . ______ ... 1. 971 1. 147 . 338 . 006 . 818 . 252 6. 699 5. 236 1. 463 2.928 2. 135 . 285 . 254 . 254



Spring 1049_____. .. __.| 2.753 ] 1.724 . 326 L006 | 1023 L4021 6.604 | 5.112 ] 1.492 | 3326 | 2 324 . 221 . 454 . 327
Summer 1049 .. . __.__ 1. 624 . 842 .137 | o . 782 .303 | 6.041 | 4523 ( 1518 26061 2 051 . 140 . 389 . 116
3,000-3,999:
Winter 1048 _ ____ 3.178 | 1.841 . 281 .o12 | 1,325 L2681 6.323 | 4.142 | 2181 | 3.799 ! 2 532 . 242 . 479 . 546
Spring 1948 _ . __.._ .| 2,289 | 1,298 . 317 . 006 . 085 .a389 | 6.035| 4387 | 1648 | 3.016| 2 170 . 139 . 424 . 283
Fall 1948 ____ - ol zot| 1703 . 370 L0068 | 1212 472 6. 473 4.426 | 2047 | 3.533 ) 2 440 . 279 L AR2 . 332
Spring 1940__.___. ____.| 2133 | 1.105 . 204 .021 | 1.007 L4120 6.714 ] 4.907 | 1.807 | 2740 1.833 . 178 . 355 . 376
Summer 1949 ________ 1.909 | 1.133 . 218 . 013 . 763 .314| 6784 5082 | L702| 2768 2 210 . 132 . 220 . 206
4,000 and over:
Winter 1948_____. .. __| 2.433 | 1.407 171 | 0 1. 026 .345 | 5669 4191 ) 14781 3.341 0 1.991 . 353 . 625 . 372
Bpring 1948 ________ 2,417 | 1. 542 .322 | 0O . RT3 .373 | 5.363 [ 3. 993 1.370 | 2.935 0 2 123 . 205 . 392 . 215
Fall 1948___ . I 2.061 | 1.114 . 393 . 002 . 945 L3021 6.461 ] 4774 1687 2.870 ! L 857 . 300 . 440 . 383
Spring 1940__ ___ .| 2040 | 1.136 . 316 .016 . 888 V361 ) 4.741 ] 3.309 ] 1.432 | 2.710| 1.691 . 218 . 397 . 404
Summer 194%___ _ .. __| 1.716 . 979 . 266 .017 . 720 410 | 5323 3.721 | L6602 | 3.228 | 2 366 . 208 . 344 . 310
Txpense per hougehold (dollars)
All ineomes:
Winter 1948 .. ___ a—.] 0.442 1 0.196 L055 | 0.002 | 0.244| 0.083 | 1.182 | 0.615| 0.567 | 0.597 [ 0,222 . 055 . 123 . 197
Bpring 1948_.  _._. . . 370 . 161 . 070 . 001 . 208 111 | 1100 . 590 . 510 . 431 . 206 . 035 . 085 . 103
Fall 1948_ ____.._ . | .383 171 . 088 @ 212 .102 | 1.222 . 647 . 575 . 512 . 193 . 067 . 080 . 172
Spring 1949 __ . 370 . 148 . D67 N . 221 171191 607 . 584 . 512 . 181 . 049 . 097 . 185
Summer 1940 . . ___| .307 . 128 . 056 . 001 . 178 .108 [ 1. 238 _614 . 624 . 446 . 212 . 043 . 077 114
Under 2,000;
Winter 1948 . . 340 . 140 . 010 . 002 . 198 . 069 . 862 . 620 . 242 . 342 . 198 . 033 . 065 . 046
Spring 1948. . . 316 . 160 . 059 . 001 . 155 . ORZ . 705 . 470 . 235 . 278 . 1567 . 018 . 032 . 069
Fall 1948 ____ . _.___ 186 . 079 021 o . 107 . 057 . 826 . 471 . 365 . 200 . 153 . 023 . 043 . 071
Spring 1949 __ ___ _ _ . 405 . 093 0 . 312 . 133 . 972 . 556 . 416 . 319 . 205 . 015 ", 034 . DG5S
Summer 1940_ ________ . 271 . 118 0 . 155 . 050 . 838 . 407 . 431 . 320 . 154 . 083 . 027 . 065
2,000-2,999:
Winter 19048_____  _ __| .480 . 244 . 087 . ool . 244 L0076 | 1142 . 619 . 523 . 504 . 227 . 061 . 084 . 132
Spring 1948 __ __  ___. . 357 . 148 . 066 . 001 . 208 10| 1117 . 627 . 490 . 364 . 207 . 032 . 062 . 083
Tall 1948____. o .| .383 . 160 . 001 . 001 . 193 .083 | 1.257 . T46 511 . 476 . 210 . 069 . 057 . 140
Spring 1949 __________ . 309 . 178 . 066 . 001 . 220 .116 [ 1. 380 . 752 . 628 . 566 . 238 . 038 . 129 . 161
Summer 1949__ ___ 279 . 099 031 © . 180 L0909} 1.261 . 671 . 580 . 381 . 211 . 025 . 096 . 049
3,000-3,999:
Winter 1948 __ . ____ .| .484 . 206 . 052 . oot 277 L0733 [ 1. 502 . 641 . 861 . 760 . 254 . 040 . 162 . 304
Spring 1948___________| .408 . 173 . 080 . Qo1 . 234 L1271 1276 . 639 . 637 . 519 . 215 . 038 . 114 . 151
Fall 1948_______ . . __ . 548 . 234 .10 . 001 . 308 L164 | 1. 442 . 653 . 789 . 620 . 241 . 065 . 114 . 200
Spring 1949 ____ | .37 . 130 . 051 . 002 . 245 L1209 | 1. 413 713 . 700 . 505 187 . 045 . 089 . 184
Summer 1949________ .. . 335 . 144 . 058 . 002 . 189 108 | 1. 454 . 732 . 722 . 428 . 230 . 028 . 053 L 117
4,000 and over:
Winter 1948 . . __ . 423 . 170 . 46 0 . 253 . 112 1. 110 . 609 . 501 . 675 . 198 . 093 . 15b . 229
Spring 1948___ ___ . .388 . 179 L0741 0 . 209 L113 | 1,148 . 589 . 559 . 475 . 214 . 044 . 100 S117
Fall 1948____  _ ____ . 406 L 171 . 105 ® . 235 . 108 | 1. 366 707 . 659 . 579 . 169 . 114 . 092 204
Spring 1949 _ . __.__ 1 .378 . 155 072 . 002 . 221 .120 | 1. 085 , 521 . 564 . 608 . 175 . 088 . 109 . 256
Summer 194¢____ . ____| 335 . 142 . 075 . 002 . 191 L 133 | Lo297 . 553 . 674 . 571 . 241 . 050 . 106 o174

1 0.0005 or less.



&

TabLE 74,—PURCHASED GRAIN PRODUCTS AND SUGAR AND SWEKTS: Quantity and expense for foods used at home in a week, by sncome—Con.

[Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 2-15 years, in 4 cities, separate seasons]

Flour, meal, ceraals, pastes Bakory products Sugar, sweets
Cliy, income {dollars), and season Flour Cereals, pastes Other Strups, Telles,
Tolal Cornmeal Total Bread baked Total Bugar honey, Jams, Candy
Total Mizes Total el:%ao%f:e};?; goods molasses | preserves
n @ (3) ) )] {®) (¢4} ) )] (103 1) {12) (13) (1) (1)
Quantity per household {(pounds)
SAN FRANCISCO P
All incomes:
Winter 1948__ ________ 2. 347 0..942 0. 308 0. 071 1. 334 0. 210 5. 452 3.771 1. 681 2. 384 1. 451 0. 270 0. 341 0. 322
Spring 1948____________ 2, 356 . 8§21 . 322 . 083 1. 452 . 276 5. 532 4 152 1. 380 2. 415 1.271 . 265 . 461 . 418
- Fc‘iall égé(?()"“— e -] 2,883 L 977 . 367 . 095 1. 811 . 289 5. 750 4. 282 1, 468 2. 407 1. 389 . 307 . 359 . 352
nder :
Winter 1048___________ 2. 408 L9561 . 097 . 181 1. 276 . 008 6. 339 4. 856 1. 483 1. 496 1, 074 . 174 . 174 . 074
Spring 1948_ . _________ 2. 551 . 888 . 282 . 230 1. 433 . 246 4. 978 3. 516 1. 462 1 8 1. 042 . 328 . 383 . 195
o 018861—1213358) ______________ 2. 619 . 851 . 320 . 040 1. 728 . 271 4. 942 3. 549 1. 393 1. 571 1. 157 . 081 . 115 . 218
"Winter 1948___________ 1. 819 . B67 . 2564 . 190 . 862 . 150 4. 064 3. 468 1. 526 2173 1. 433 L 212 . 353 . 175
Spring 1948___ . ________ 1.743 . BG7 . 227 . 119 1. 057 L 204 5. 285 4 107 1. 178 2. 002 1. 002 , 169 . 575 . 316
5 OF(;aD]—l lggg ............... 2. 864 1. 217 . 440 . 131 1.516 . 276 6. 366 4. 734 1. 632 2. 209 1. 306 . 230 . 448 . 226
, 3 :
Winter 1048 ________ .| 3.203 1. 0056 . 393 . 030 2. 168 . 250 6. 632 4, 598 2. 034 2. 637 1. 558 . 323 -« 306 . 450
Spring 1948..______.___| 8 086 . 863 . 285 . 064 2. 169 . 326 6. 698 5. 281 1. 417 2. 718 1. 551 . 332 . 466 . 389
Fall 1948 ______._ _____ 3. 344 1. 036 . 411 . 033 2.275 . 396 6. 988 5. 456 1. 532 2. 880 1. 805 . 423 . 362 . 300
4,000 and over:
Winter 1048_____ —----| 2.263 1. 025 . 339 . 007 1. 231 . 255 5. 219 3. 396 1. 823 2. 681 1. 595 . 278 . 367 . 441
Spring 19485____________| 2 245 1. 002 . 522 . 045 1, 198 . 280 5. 391 3. 736 1. 655 2. 497 1, 157 . 260 . 454 . 626
Fall 1948 ____. . .. __ 1. 783 . 662 . 327 . 060 1. 061 . 224 4, 996 3. 604 1. 392 2. 385 1. 177 . 251 . 391 . 546
Expense per houschold (dollars)
All incomes: _
Winter 1948_.____ _____ 0. 422 0141 0. 067 0. 010 0. 271 0. 059 1. 354 0 614 Q. 740 0. 544 G, 139 3. 062 0 101 0. 242
Spring 1948__ .. _____ . 469 127 070 . 011 . 331 . D87 1. 401 . 698 . 703 . 631 . 120 . 073 . 116 . 322
Fall 1948 ________.____ . 546 . 145 . 081 . 012 . 389 . 094 1. 365 . 709 . 656 . 5356 . 128 . 067 . 109 . 231
Under 2,000:
Winter 1948___________ . 387 L1156 . 016 . 020 . 252 . 027 1. 456 . 765 . 691 . 254 . 112 . 064 . 039 . 039
Spring 1048_ . . __ . ___ . 518 . 155 . 059 . 030 . 333 . 086 1. 125 . 625 . 500 . 426 . 088 . 090 . 091 . 157
Fall 19048 .. _.________ . 488 . 120 . 060 . 005 . 863 . 087 1.111 . 612 . 409 . 286 . 105 . 017 . 037 . 127
2,000-2,999:
Winter 1948________.__ . 328 . 120 . 048 . 029 . 180 . 040 1. 201 . 583 . 618 , 476 . 140 . 054 . 134 . 148
Spring 1948____ . ______ . 344 . 089 . 051 . 019 . 236 . 060 1. 359 . 674 . 685 . 501 . 068 . 042 . 125 . 238
Fall 1048______________ . 536 . 172 . 096 , 015 . 349 . 084 1. 504 . 781 . 723 . 446 . 127 . 058 . 115 . 146
3,000-3,999:
Winter 1948___ .. ______ . 569 . 149 L 077 . 005 . 4156 . 068 1. 590 . 719 . 871 . 548 . 152 . 069 . 078 . 249
Spring 1948____________ . 683 . 123 . 0569 . 007 . 453 . 101 1. 522 . 878 . 644 . 567 . 148 . 100 . 113 . 208
Fall 1048 _____ ________ . 6566 . 164 . 008 . 004 . 488 . 123 1. 585 N -Yid . 708 . 527 . 159 . 087 . 104 177
4,000 and over:
Winter 19048___________ . 433 . 181 . 082 . 001 L 271 . 075 1. 428 . b64 , 864 . 727 , 144 . 063 117 . 403
Spring 1948__________.__ . 487 . 168 117 . 006 . 313 . 093 1. 655 L 628 927 . 883 . 109 . 06O 117 . 588
Fall 1048____ __________ . 383 . 1186 . 074 . 007 . 260 . 089 1. 272 . 621 . 651 . 684 . 109 . D55 . 136 . 384




TARLE 75 —PURCHASKED EGGS AND MEAT, POULTRY, FIsH: Quantify and expense for foods used at home in a week, by income

[Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 2-15 years, in 4 cities, separate seasons)

Meat, poultry, fish

Poultry

Meat
City, income (dollurs), and season Egps Pork Cther
Total e . Fish, she 1I-
Total Reet Cared Veal, tamb Trank- Total | Chicken, fish
Total | Fresh Total | Jurters,
Tatal Bacon meat
n (2) {3 (4) (5 (@) [¢) (8) [0)] (10 Qn (12) um {4 (15)
Quantity per household
HIEMINGHAM e
All INeOMes: Dozens Pounds Pounds i Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds | Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds
Winter 1948 _ . ______._ 1. 514 8 754 7. 085 2. 473 3. 670 1. 781 1. 889 0.714 0. 142 0. 800 0. 434 0. 979 0. 965 Q. 72
Spring 1948__________ . L. 567 8 421 6. 597 2. 024 3. 756 1, 597 2. 159 . 753 .11 . 718 . 450 1. 135 1. 135 . 680
fall 1948 ___________. _l 1582 8. 536 6. 6606 2. 040 3. 630 1, 422 2. 208 . 902 . 098 . 298 . 539 1. (68 1. 047 . 802
Spring 1949_ _____ A 1. 619 9. 440 7. 504 2, 114 4,125 1. 809 2. 316 1. 030 ., 305 . 960 . 680 1. 262 1. 262 . 674
u S&ngx%ggzw ______ ... 1287 8. beo 6. 596 1. 659 3. 980 1. 438 2, 551 L 972 . 190 . T28 . 605 1. 216 1 212 . 749
nder
Winter 1948 _ _ . _ . 982 6 791 A, 200 1. 181 3. 182 1. 610 1. 672 . 440 . 043 . 794 . 348 . 980 . 9580 . 611
Spring 1948 _______._. 1. 125 7. 256 5. 492 1. 350 3, 473 1. 533 1, 940 . 564 . 085 . 584 . 309 1161 1. 161 . 603
Fall 1048 ____ . _____. L 013 7. 622 5 617 1, 289 3. 446 1. 557 1, #89 . b5 0 . 882 . 329 1. 047 1. 047 . 958
Spring 1949 . _ - 1147 7. 347 5 482 1. 271 3. 485 1. 680 1. 805 . 618 . 111 . 615 . 407 L 257 1. 257 . 608
9 0‘301(1)111;3%5 1949 . _ .. LT77 7. 405 5. 736 1, 326 3. 955 1. 397 2. 558 . Gb4 . 048 . 407 . 386 . 875 . 875 . 794
9:
Winter 1945 __________| 1.842 9. 699 8 001 2. 638 4. 503 2. 000 2. 503 . 686 . 151 . 709 . 340 1. 163 1. 163 . 535
Spring 1948____ ______ | 1. 834 9. 259 7. 322 2. 068 4. 457 1. 858 2. 599 . 875 L 022 L7758 . 514 1. 196 1. 196 . 741
all 1948__ .| 1.76h 9. 497 7. 454 1. 920 4 452 1. 677 2775 1. 028 0 1. 082 . 787 1. 131 1. 063 . 912
Spring 1949 __________ 1. 797 9. 941 7. 903 2. 038 4 465 1. 800 2. 656 1 228 . 204 1, 106 . 827 1.313 1. 313 . 725
5 0866111;1966'9194_9 __________ 1. 399 & 693 6. 347 1. 374 3. 966 1. 421 2. 545 1. 040 . 130 . 877 . 745 1. 703 1. 703 . 643
] ’ -
Winter 1948__________ 1 L 699 9. 030 7. 871 2, 920 3. 965 2. 136 1. 829 1. 125 . 182 . 804 . b54 . 488 . 488 . 671
Spring 1948 _ __ .- L1940 9. 432 7. 572 2. 822 3. 769 1. 682 2. 087 . 961 . 192 . 789 . 530 1. 067 1. 067 . 793
alt 1948_ .. _ _ _____ 1,935 8. 363 6. BO7 2. 239 3. 464 1. 107 2, 357 1, 089 . 233 . B71 . 550 1. 062 1. 062 . 494
Spring 1949___________1 2 006 | 10. 263 8 50H 2, 583 4, 267 1. 693 2 574 1. 156 . 800 1. 056 . 756 1117 1. 117 . 640
Summer 1949 _______ 1. 603 9. 556 7. 699 2. 027 4 Q76 1. 553 2, 523 1, 181 . 545 1. 051 ., 824 1, 196 1. 196 . 661
4,000 and over: .
Winter 1948 _ _ _ ___ 1. 885 | 11 487 ; 8 858 | 4. 8GH 3. 043 1. 575 1. 468 .2 . 337 . 612 . h12 1. 312 1 212 L. 317
Spring 1048___________ 1. 825 8. 013 6. 700 3 225 2. 800 1. 050 1. 750 1 | 786 . 175 . 506 . 368 . 838 . 838 . 469
all 1948 _____________ 2. 170 9. 504 7. 932 3. 918 2,972 1. 166 1. 806 1. 226 . 817 . 725 . 535 1. 095 1. 095 . 567
Spring 1940______ _ ... L8673 9. 947 7. 853 2. 799 3. 877 1. 730 2. 147 1. 098 . 349 . 828 . 594 1. 322 1. 322 L T72
Summer 1949, __ . ___ 1. 341 8. 610 6. 722 2. 414 3.511 ) 1.086 2.425 1 1. 0563 . 161 . 636 . 539 1. 109 1. 095 iy




TABLE 75.—PURCHASED REGGS AND MEAT, POULTRY, FISH: Quantity and expense for foods used at home in ¢ week, by income—Continued
[Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 2-15 years, in 4 cities, separate geasons]

Meat, poultry, fish

Meat Poultry
City, incoine (dollars), and season Eggs ‘ Pork | ‘ Other
Total e e e e - ) Fish, shell-
Total Deef | Curad i Veal, lamb Frank- Tatal Chiclen, fish
N | || {urters fresh
J Total R e L —— Total | furters.
|| Tatal Bacon meat
48] 2) (3 &3] (5 I o )] 8 I 45 (10} (11} (12) {13) (9 (L5}
BIRMINGHAM—continued Expense per household (dollars)
All incemcs: i
Winter 1948.____._ o] 0.995 4 973 4. 026 1. 566 1. 971 0. 903 1. 068 0. 491 0. 097 0. 392 0. 234 0. 566 0. 553 0. 381
Spring 1948 ___ ____.__. . 868 4 739 3.712 1. 275 1. 967 L 771 1. 196 . 499 . 088 . 402 . 287 . 687 . 687 . 340
Fall 1948__ . ______. --.} 1,087 5. 118 4. 027 1. 382 2. 090 . 791 1. 299 . 637 . 078 . 477 . 304 . B6R8 . 679 . 403
Spring 1949 ______ R . 928 5. 420 4 310 1. 362 2195 . 963 1. 232 . 592 . 217 . 536 ., 382 . 786 . 756 . 324
U S&lmgl%glﬁ) __________ . 746 4 662 3. 597 1. 102 1. 941 . 708 1. 232 . 54l . 141 . 413 . 347 . 703 . 699 . 862
nder 2, :
Winter 1948_______.___ . 664 2. 396 2. 603 . 641 1. 581 . 790 7ol . 283 . 026 . 3h5 . 180 . 540 . 540 . 253
Spring 1948 ___ ________ . 648 3. 855 2. 870 . 791 1. 695 . 697 . 998 . 3875 . 065 . 319 . 173 . 704 . 704 . 281
Fall 1048 _____________ . B41 4, 049 2 974 774 1. 704 . 834 . 960 . 368 0 . 406 . 185 . 652 . 652 . 423
Spring 1949__ . ___ et . 6585 3. 787 2. 787 . 740 1. 672 . 868 . 804 . 349 . 053 . 322 . 229 , 756 . 756 . 224
. 080111)111%:09&591 949 ________. .457 | 3.824 2 562 . 713 1. 601 . 602 . 999 . 339 . 028 . 220 . 213 . 460 . 460 . 302
’ Winter 1948.____.___._ 1,202 5. 391 4. 460 1. 665 2. 348 . 973 1. 375 . 491 . 100 . 347 i . 668 . 668 . 263
Spring 1948 ___________ 1. 009 5. 156 4 077 1. 331 2, 277 . 877 1. 400 . 561 . 017 . 452 . 302 . 606 . 696 . 383
Fall 1948 ______.___. _--] L1137 5. 405 4, 247 1. 186 2. 458 . 850 1. 608 . 709 4] . 603 . 440 L 712 . 684 . 446
Spring 1949_ .. __.____._ 1.034 5. 750 4, 514 1. 358 2. 346 . 804 1. 442 . 720 . 212 . H98 . 445 .. B66 . 866 . 870
3 Summglag 1949 _____ . 841 4, 810 3. 654 . 983 1. 990 . 701 1. 289 . 593 . 099 . 482 . 404 1,011 1. 011 345
,000-3,999:
Winter 1948_ . ____ _____ 1,123 5. 505 4. 768 1. 830 2 286 1. 130 1. 156 . 750 . 135 417 . 310 . 264 . 264 . 473
Spring 1948_____ [, 1. 083 5. 683 4. 582 1. 813 219 . 881 1, 310 . 646 . 128 . 450 . 301 . 695 . 695 . 406
Fall 1948 ___  _______._ 1, 301 5. 257 4. 274 1. 495 2. 154 . 663 1, 491 . 795 . 176 . 449 . 319 . 701 . 701 . 282
Spring 1949 __ __ e 1. 144 5. 968 4 976 1. 668 2. 277 . 910 1, 367 . 631 . 448 . 583 L4168 . G688 . 688 . 304
Summer 1949 ________._ . 967 5. 696 4. 598 1. 367 2. 176 . 868 1. 308 . 680 , 419 . 636 . 483 . 7168 . 716 . 382
4,000 and over:
Winter 1948 _______..__ 1. 200 7. 449 5. 773 3. 264 1. 934 . 014 1. 020 .G58 . 235 . 340 . 207 . 872 . 784 . 804
Spring 1948____ . ______ 1. 015 5. 165 4. 368 2,212 1. 732 . 613 1,119 . Bh8 . 100 . 324 . 219 . 536 . 536 . 261
Fall1948... ______ . __._i 1.470 7. 104 5. 952 3. 134 2. 073 . 792 1. 281 . 928 . 267 478 . 302 . 760 . 760 . 392
Spring 1949_ _ _____ . ___ . 946 6. 150 4 921 1. 855 2. 292 1. 010 1, 282 . 651 . 257 .81y . 461 . 813 . 813 . 416
Summer 1949 _. ___._ .. . 833 5. 159 4. 065 1. 663 1. 934 . a72 1. 362 . 612 111 . 357 . 322 . 674 . 655 . 420
Quantity per household
RUFFALO i
All incomes: Daozens Pyundy Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounde Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds °  Pounds Pounds Founds Potnds
Winter 1948_ . ___ .. _ _. 1.467 | 10. 148 7. 802 2. 962 2, 633 1. 401 1. 232 0. 546 0. 907 1,300 | 1. 029 1, 547 1. b47 0. 789
Spring 1948 ____ . ___._ l 1. 565 9. 592 7. 138 2. 645 2. 550 1. 271 1. 279 . 481 | -768 + 1175 4 . G2 1. 645 f. 500 . 809
wll 1948____ .. .. ._._ [ 1.298 9. 709 7.602 ! 2719, 2 546 1. 161 1. 385 | . 571 .854 | 1,483 | 1. 090 1. 418 | 1.302 | . 689




Under 2,000:
Winter 1048___________
Spring 1048 ______. ..
Fall 1048 . _ _ . ____
2,000-2,999:
Winter 1948___________
Spring 1948 ____ _____
Fall 1948 . ________._
3,000-3,990:
Winter 1948_____ . L
Bpring 1948___ . _______
Fall 1948 ________
4,000 and over:
Winter 1948 ______ . .
Spring 1948____ . ____
all 1948

All incomes:

Winter 1948__ ______ _

Spring 1948__ _____ .. .

Fall 19048 . ____ .
Under 2,000:

Winter 1948 _ __ ______

Spring 1948_ ___ ___ ____

Fall 1948 __
2,000-2,999;

Winter 1948____ ______

Spring 1948 _____ _____

Fall 1948, _ ___ _ __
3,000-3,999:

Winter 1948__ __ ___

Spring 1948 ________ _
Fall 1948_____
4,000 and over:
Winter 1948 _________ -
Spring 1948_______ ___~
Fall 1948_____ . _ ___ o

MINNEAPOLIS-ST, PAUL

All ineomes:
Winter 1948__ __._ ___
Bpring 1948 _ ____ . ____
Fall 1948______ ___ __.
Spring 1949__ _ . ____
Summer 1949 . ____ __
Under 2,000:
Winter 1948._._. . ____
Spring 1948 _. __ __ ___
Fall 1048 _ . ___.
Spring 1949 . __ _ __
Summer 1949 ____

1. 408 8, 065 5. 336 2, 230 1. 478 . 776 . 702 . 357 . 748 . R80 . 844 2. 000 2. 000 11 . 729
1. 511 &, 363 & 059 2, 054 2. 157 . 903 1. 254 . 445 L7119 1. 129 . 904 1. 374 1. 263 . 930
1. 328 9. 083 6. 985 2. 497 2. 473 1. 043 1. 430 . 481 . 792 1. 223 - 897 1. 615 1. 615 . 483
1483 | 10.417 ¢ 8193 | 3. 112 ] 2 636 1. 332 1. 304 . 541 . 969 1. 476 1. 149 1. 414 1. 414 . 810
1 433 | 10. 123 7. 930 3. 146 2. 821 1. 325 1. 496 . 444 . 769 1. 194 . 985 1. 380 1. 331 . 813
1.207 ] 6.996 1 7.742 | 2 573 2 806 1. 409 1, 487 . 552 . 647 1. 626 1. 108 1. 390 1. 390 . 864
1. 502 | 11. 364 8. 840 3.024 3. 484 1. 876 1. 608 597 . 024 1. 408 1, 058 1. 800 1. 800 L7244
1. 625 | 0. 464 7.277 | 2.610 | 2473 1. 190 1, 283 . 470 . 787 1. 407 . 932 1. 600 1. 330 | . 587
1. 547 | 10. 269 8. 277 2, 959 2. 361 1 012 1. 349 . B76 1. 157 1. 800 1. 492 1. 391 1. 129 . 601
1. 477 4, 511 7. 435 3. 205 1. 950 1. 100 . 850 . 600 1. 005 1. 275 1. 009 1. 033 1. 033 1. 043
1. 613 9, 712 7.872 2. 795 2. 787 1. 6R4 1. 103 . 725 1. 244 1. 046 . 826 1. 100 1. 100 . 740
1. 195 9. 745 7. 475 3. 311 2, 163 1. 183 . 980 . 638 1. 026 L 975 . 646 1. 698 1. 290 . 572
Expense per household (dollars)
0. 938 5. 962 4. 685 1. 747 1. 637 0. 839 0. 798 0. 338 0. 550 0. 751 0. 610 0, 764 Q. 764 0. 513
. 976 6. 185 4. 741 1. 859 1. 636 . 792 . 844 . 318 . 517 . 728 . 555 . 885 . 792 . 859
, 876 6, 477 &, 200 1. 944 1. 805 . 819 . 986 . 384 . 570 L 971 L 724 . 764 . 709 . 423
. 804 4. 504 3124 1,233 , 939 . 533 . 406 , 231 . 433 . 519 . 485 . 989 . 989 . 391
. 934 5. 179 3. 930 1. 381 1. 345 . 564 . 781 . 285 . 475 . 729 . 585 . 710 . 636 . 539
1. 00 5. 781 4, 598 1. 699 1. 624 . 668 . 956 . 306 . 484 L 791 . 598 . 870 . 870 . 313
. 983 6. 177 4, 961 1. 855 1. 6568 . 827 . 831 ., 319 . 604 . 844 . 669 . B8 . 687 . 520
. 902 6. 462 5. 216 2. 156 1. 804 . 838 . 966 . 205 . 511 . 745 . 605 . 710 . 877 . 536
. 960 6. 611 5. 337 1. 858 2,020 . 991 1. 029 . 375 . 436 1. 023 . 721 . 729 . 729 . b4b
. 944 6. 686 5. 288 1. 809 2. 106 1. 050 1. 056 T, 383 . BT . 816 . 633 . 873 . 873 . 525
. 989 6. 038 4, 841 1. 864 1. 817 . 748 . 869 , 314 . 831 . 829 . 5567 . 794 . 653 . 403
1. 164 6. 945 5. 866 2111 1 812 . 7569 1. 053 . 399 . 747 1. 196 . 981 . 749 . 634 . 330
L 021 5. 469 4, 3830 1. 838 1. 231 . BAR . B73 . 364 . 574 . 737 . 624 . 505 . 605 . 584
1. 020 6. 749 5. 460 2. 154 1. 806 1. 043 . 763 . 492 . 840 . 660 . 504 . 698 . 698 . 891
016 | 6,759 | 5428 | 2,392 1.594 . 880 . 714 . 443 . 745 . 607 . 456 . 978 . 760 . 353
Quantity per household
Dozena Punds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds
1. 583 8, 276 6. 793 2. 838 2. 311 1. 433 0. 878 0. 514 0. 727 0. 917 0. 764 0. 958 0, 292 0. 525H
1. 497 7. 860 6. 666 2. 793 2. 456 1. 229 1.227 . 500 . 458 . 859 . 806 . 807 . 801 . 387
1. 271 7. 783 6. 460 2. 634 2. 528 1. 398 1. 130 . 543 . 235 1. 053 . 959 1. 014 995 . 319
1. 382 7. 737 6. 317 2. 646 2 398 1. 091 1. 307 . 534 . 309 . 964 AT ., 908 . 886 . 512
1. 221 7. 579 6. 032 2, 342 2 475 1, 035 1. 440 . 536 . 248 . 067 . 865 1, 211 1, 196 . 336
1. 203 5, 762 3. 952 1. 242 1. 495 1. 019 . 476 . 326 . 628 . 587 . 301 1. 601 1. 184 . 209
1, 165 5. 336 4, b5b 1. 920 1. 401 . 901 . 500 . 353 . 5563 . 681 . 478 . 606 . 606 . 175
1. 227 5, 537 4, 808 1. 661 2 302 | 1.160 1. 142 . 496 . 244 . 601 . 566 . 627 . B2T7 . 292
1, 781 9, 033 6. 415 2. 683 2 611 1. 069 1, 542 . 445 . 354 . 767 . 585 2 0561 2, 051 . he7
1, 235 8, 692 5. 773 1. 432 3.733 . 715 3. 018 . b6A 0 . 608 . 608 . 667 . 667 . 252




TasLe 75 —PURCHASED EGGS AND MEAT, POULTRY, FISH: QQuantity and expense for foods used at home in a week, by tnecome—Continued

[Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 2-15 years, in 4 cities, separate seasons]

Meat, poultry, fish

Meat Poultry
Clty and Income (dollars) Eggs i Pork Other Fish, shell.
Total fish
Tatal Roof Cured Veal, lamh . Frank. Total Olr’rfgkan.
Total | Fresh Total | Jfurters,
Total Bucon meats
[¢3) 2 3 [N 4 () &) L)) (5 (10} (11) 12) (33) (14) 1%
MINNEAPOLIS-ST, PAUL— Quantity per houschold—Continued
eontinued )
2,600-2,899: Drozens Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Peunds
Winter 1948 ___ . __ . ___| 1.651 & 065 7.029 2, 549 3. 010 1.733 1. 277 . 633 . 463 1. 607 L Ul3 . 497 . 497 . 529
Spring 1948______ _____| 1.507 7. 832 6. 574 2. 554 2. 551 1. 458 1. 093 . bd6 . 391 1,075 . 832 . 841 . 834 .47
Fall 1948 ____________. 1. 335 8. 378 6. 969 2 721 2929 1, 572 1. 857 . 609 . 178 1. 143 1. 083 1. 032 . 973 . 377
Bpring 1940 . ______. 1,752 7. Ba7 6. 011 2. 655 2043 . 834 1209 .42 . 189 1.124 . 838 . 854 . 854 . 692
. %uﬁ;};‘r 1949 _____ 1. 237 7. 658 4. 839 1. 971 1. 525 911 L6814 | 7 L 484 . 349 . 994 . 938 2 328 2.328 . 491
N, , 840 . .
Winter 1948_. . _ __ 1. 872 9. 751 7. 934 3. 829 2,035 1. 205 . 830 . 487 1. 163 . 907 . 701 1.126 1. 126 . 691
Spring 1948 ________ .. _ 1. 608 8. 075 7.118 3. 081 2. 549 1.324 1. 225 . 447 . 451 1. 037 . 902 . 622 . 610 . 335
Fall 1948 . _ . .._____ 1.445 8. 536 6. 756 2. 808 2. 386 1. 441 . 945 . 619 . 479 1. 083 . 8970 1. 301 1. 301 . 388
Spring 194% _ . _______.} 1231 7. 768 6. 650 2. 359 3. 002 1. 297 1. 705 . 484 . 244 1. 045 . 968 . 739 . BRO . 379
Summer 1949__ _______ 1. 313 7. 702 6. 573 2.648 2. 564 . 997 1. 557 .614 . 123 1.248 1. 150 . 857 . 857 L 272
4,000 and over:
Winter 1948______ ceo. | 1.330 & 252 7. 036 3. 126 2. 326 1. 496 . 830 . 562 . 632 . 952 . 845 . 691 . 691 . 525
Spring 1948 _____. __ __| 1.664 9. 224 7. 679 3. 61 2. 788 . U954 1. 834 . 644 . 346 . 927 . 866 1, 091 1. 091 . 454
Tall 1948 _______.___..| 1.270 8. 684 7. 226 3. 080 2,726 1. 462 1. 264 . 555 L 073 1. 347 1,171 1. 206 1. 206 . 252
Spring 1949 ___._____.| 1.354 8 207 6. 632 3. 047 2,402 1. 228 1.174 . 812 . 324 . 859 . 672 . 991 . Y72 . 584
Summer 1949 .. ____. .| 1.278 8119 6. 429 2. 616 2. 662 . 988 1. 674 . 570 . 369 . 782 . 695 i. 311 1. 265 . 379
Expense per household (dollars)
All incomes:
Winter 1948 ___ . ______ 0. 792 4. 670 3. 040 1. 706 1. 303 0. 756 0. 547 0. 349 0. 408 0, 523 0. 445 0. 4035 0. 376 0. 327
Spring 1048 __.____. . 725 4. 734 4. 079 1. 72% 1. 511 il . 804 . 347 . 267 . 672 487 . 386 . 381 . 269
Fall 19048 _____________ . 659 4. 910 4.135 1. 670 1.652 880 |- . 763 . 368 L 155 . BAR 602 . 831 . 651% . 244
Spring 1949 _ . __ _______ . 673 4. 867 4. 054 1. 768 1. 466 . 668 798 . 316 . 194 . 626 492 . 476 . 465 . 337
Summer 1949 __ _____._ . 640 4. 501 3.701 1. 509 1. 431 . 697 . 834 . 328 . 173 . 588 529 . 549 . 3B . 251
Under 2,000:
Winter 1948___________ . 612 2 922 2 152 . 764 . 837 . 526 311 . 228 . 285 . 266 . 169 . 642 . 472 128
Bpring 1948 . . ______. . 825 2, 908 2. 498 1. 120 L7458 . 442 . 306 -, 220 . 275 . 355 . 261 . 333 . 3343 . 077
Fall 1048 _ ____.______ . 644 3. 346 2. 926 1,021 1.410 . 702 . 708 . 318 . 150 . 345 . 323 . 275 . 275 . 145
Bpring 1949 __ _______ . 867 5. 093 3. 675 1. 850 1. 369 .4 . 878 . 223 . 199 . 457 386 1. 149 1.14Y . 269
SBummer 1949, . _____. . 646 3. 348 2. 908 . 912 1. 613 . 439 1.174 . 311 0 . 383 . 388 ., 288 . 2588 . 152
2,000-2,999:
Winter 1948 __________ . 879 4. 462 3. 908 1. 502 1. 596 . 887 729 . 412 . 242 . 568 520 . 232 . 232 .312
Spring 1948 __ _ ... ____ . 758 4,749 4, 073 1. 631 1. 582 . 8s0) 702 . 869 . 226 . 634 518 . 396 . 387 . 280
all 1948 _ . ________ L 728 5. 185 4. 408 1. 726 1. 860 . 8974 886 . 408 . 088 . 734 . 692 . 818 . 480 . 259
Spring 149 __ ... . 848 4, 707 3. RG3 1. 744 1. 263 . 492 .77 . 318 . 130 L7268 . 537 , 404 . 404 . 440
Summer 1949, . __. . __ . 660 4. 375 3. 062 1, 301 . BU§ . 507 . 389 . 258 . 225 . 640 . 508 . 992 . 992 321




3,000-3,099:
Winter 1M48__ . - _____ . 874 K. 679 4. 812 2, 382 1, 207 . 657 . b4l . 332 . B62 361 . 439 , 447 447 . 420
Spring 1948 __ .. __ .. LT8O RLO75 4. 520 1. 981 1. H8S . T67 . 821 . 302 . 306 654 . 555 . 203 . 285 . 253
Fall 1045__________ ___. . T82 5. 523 4, 168 1. 817 1. 631 . O8R4 . 647 . 431 . 381 . 655 . 619 L7310 . 731 . 824
Spring 19049 _ . o ___. . 583 4. 741 4107 1, 492 1. 806 . 776 1. 030 . 290 . 142 . B67 .616 . 403 L 378 . 231
Stnmer 194% ____ _ - 678 4. 066 3. 960 1. 639 1.474 . 593 . 881 . 368 . 088 759 . 678 . 304 . 304 . 212
4,000 and over:
Winter 1048__. __ I . 675 4. 890 4, 169 1. 810 1, 304 . 830 . h5h . 402 . 415 550 . 482 . 350 . 350 .37
Spring 1948, . ___. . 770 5. 387 4. h44 2. 095 1.713 . h0G 1. 207 476 . 201 535 . 493 . 496 . 446 . 347
Fall 1945 - _ .. . 762 5 .21 4. 657 1. 015 1. 541 . RO5 . 046 . B89 . 056 845 717 . 658 . 6h8 . 206
Spring 1940_____. ____ L6687 | A 61 4. 440 2128 1. 520 . 505 . 715 . 875 L2923 578 . 410 . 499 . 485 . 413
Summer 1949 . _____ 2 R 937 4 R15 1. 825 1.73% . 656 1. 083 . 366 . 261 400 . 434 . 610 . 578 . 312
Quantity per householid
BAN FRANCIRCO ; - e
All incomes: Dazens Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Poishds Pounds Pounds Pouids Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Poynds
Winter 1948______ . . 1. 203 9, 245 7. 154 3. 0ah 1. 753 0. 769 0. U4 0. 523 1. 465 0. 880 0. 499 1,191 1. 137 1. 000
Spring 1948 .. _ ____ 1. 539 1 10. 048 7. 718 3. 368 2 010 . B68 1. 342 . BO7 1. 443 . RG7 . 565 1, 383 1. 203 . 947
Yall 1048 . 1. 547 0. 211 7. 244 2. 871 2. 058 . 805 1. 253 . 635 1.315 1. GO0 . 646 1. 220 1. 210 . 747
Unr'er 2,000:
Winter 1948__ . __ ___[ 1.1t01 7. 300 5. 714 1. 834 2. 109 118 1. 991 . 679 1, 155 . Bi6 . 366 1. 250 1. 250 . 926
Soring 1948 . ___._ | 1.305 8077 8. 078 3. 215 1228 . 450 .778 L 622 1. 005 . 630 . 363 1. 300 1. 300 . 699
Tall 1948 ___ . _.__ .| 1.3%4 | 6. 087 5. 413 1. 608 . 821 L3049 . 422 . 422 2,134 . 850 . 638 1, 232 1. 232 . 342
2,000--2,99%:
Winter 1948_______ . 1,304 0. 149 7.014 3. 017 1, 486 . 664 . 822 . 513 I. 698 . 813 . 402 1. 329 1. 323 . 806
Spring 1948__  ___ .. | 1.470 9. 160 7. 201 3. 716 1. 785G . 602 1.183 . 649 . 951 . 749 . 510 1, 386 1. =09 . 573
Fall 1948 _ . _ _ 1. 609 K. 820 6. 806 2. 456 2. 269 . 885 1. 384 . 749 1, 080 1. 09 L 71y 1. 084 1. 047 . 849
3,000-3,999;
Winter 1948_________ | 1,401 0.977 7. 478 2,920 1. 926 . 0%l . 045 . 563 1. 487 1. 145 . 720 1. 363 1. 207 . 034
Spring 1048 _ o= 1,657 | 10. 470 7. 971 2. 870 2,478 . 729 1. 749 . 798 1,731 . 892 U 1. 275 1. 275 1. 224
Fall 1948 _________ . .| 1,795 10, 461 & 314 3. 451 2. 573 . 865 1. 708 L7l 1. 315 . 975 , 722 1, 394 1. 394 . 763
4,000 and over:
Winter 1948_______ ool 1,341 ) 10.630 8. 423 4. 046 2,001 1. 061 . 940 . 630 1. 495 . 881 441 . 920 . 825 1. 283
Spring 1948 ___ . _| 1.633 | 11.343 | 8521 | 3.805 [ 1005 .620 1 1. 276 L6931 1622 | 10189 L6081 1,760 | 1,492 1. 062
Fall 1948 .. . | 1.441 1 & 816! 7 1341 3 3% 1. 474 . 654 . 820 ’ L6567 11,342 . 037 SE0S 11036 1 1, 036 646
Itxpense per hougehold {dollars)
All incomes; ; [
Winter 1948____ ____ b 0.871 6. 164 4, 880 2. 063 1. 254 0. 527 0, 757 , 0. 418 0. 978 0. 555 0, 335 0. 684 0. 635 0. 595
Spring 1948__ . _____ . 1. 014 6. 575 5.103 2. 272 1. 401 . 453 L4485 U511 . 937 . 583 . 383 . 814 . 759 568
Fall 1448 _ __ . _ __| 1.230 6. 536 5. 285 2. 167 1.494 . 545 949 . 480 . 934 . 640 . 461 746 . 724 . b05
Under 2,000:
Winter 1948 ___ _ __ .54 4. 575 3. hbb 1, 136 1, 325 . 080 I, 245 .al4 L T14 . 390 . 232 638 . B35 . 372
Spring 1948 __ coeo-o) U813 504010 3,935 ] 1.9%0 . 045 L2714 . B71 . 499 . 594 416 . 238 724 . 724 . 381
Fall 1948_____ el - 1.114 4. 558 | 3.677 1,113 604 277 L 827 . 327 1.329 G31 . 459 677 . 677 . 204
2,000--2,909;
Winter 1948_____ eeo-b .8O0L) RROD | 4723 2002 1,172 A1l , 661 L 415 1, 048 501 . 247 723 v . 444
Spring 1048 _______ L0661 6, 086 4, Rh1 2. 540 1.175 . 366 . R09 . 448 . 626 510 L3421 _B74 . 822 . 341
Fall 1948 . ___ _ _____ 1. 267 6. 242 4, 498 1. 883 1. 629 L858 1071 . 044 LT772 714 . 483 L 722 . 676 . 622
3,000-3,999:
Winter 1948 ______ . 944 6, 307 4. 483 1. 542 1. 420 . 657 . 763 . 472 . 4985 . 736 . 502 LT84 LT26 . 63D
Bpring 1948, _____. . __| 1,098 6,592 5127 1. 802 1. G45 . 501 1.144 . 573 1. 144 536 . 367 . 743 . 743 .T22
Falb 1948___ . ____ . [ 1,409 7. 225 5. 827 2. 525 1.710 . 525 1. 185 . 537 . 926 . 666 . 503 . 860 . 860 . 538
4,000 and over; ‘
Winter 1948_____. __ .. . 802 7. 284 5. 926 2. 872 1. 436 . 696 . 740 . 407 1. 072 . 546 . 207 . 626 ,a19 . 732
Spring 1948 __ __ _. 1. 085 7. 614 5. 951 2. 675 1. 426 L 442 . 084 . 525 1. 061 . 785 . 508 1,032 . 874 . 631
_Fall1948_ ... | 1.208( 6. 5851 5466 | 25761 12301 . 401 . 730 L4511 1021 634 . 347 - 632 . 632 - 487




TABLE 76.- -PURCHASED FRESH AND DRIED FRUITS AND VEGETABLES: uantify and expense for foods used at home in a week, by income

[Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 2-15 years, in 4 cities, separate seasons]

Cily, inepme (dollars),|”

and season

(1

BiRMINGHAM

All incomes:
Winter 1948 .__
Spring 1948 _ _
Fall 1948.
Bpring 1949 __
Summer 1040

Under 2,000:
Winter 1948 __
Spring 1948__ .
Fall 1948 .
Spring 1940 ___
Summer 1940.

2,000-2,999:
E‘Vil?ter 11355“ -
SBprin .
F‘gll 1g948_ R
Bpring 1949___
Summer 1949_

3,000-3,999:
Winter 1948___
Spring 1948, __
Fall 1948__ __
Spring 1949.__
Summer 1949

4 000t and over:
Winter 1948 __
Spring 1948 ___
Fall 1948_____
Spring 1049 ___
Summer 1949 _

Freshi ruiis

Fotatoes,
sweetpotnto

28

Fresh vegelables

Trried fruits and vegetables, nuts

Citrua Otlher Teaty ' k
Totul Total Poiutoes Total Tomatoes green,' Other Total Fruits ! mbles 1 Nuts
Total Oranges Tatal Apples yellow l
(2) 3) [CY (8 6) W) ()] 4] (10) an (12} a3 (14) I 1) (16}
Quantity per household (pounds)

| _
8. 300 5. 388 3. 637 2. 912 1. 726 4. 823 3. 049 6. 876 0. 387 4. 597 1. 882 1. 418 0. 253 0.771 0. 304
8 109 5 134 3. 671 2. 975 1. 085 3. 688 3. 073 5. 896 , 549 3. 728 1. 619 1. 056 . 163 . 640 . 253
7. 706 2. 018 . 747 5. 688 1. 281 4. 576 2,980 ; 9.433 1. 675 5. 934 1. 824 . 778 . 125 . 437 216
7. 625 4. 617 3.412 3. 008 . 932 4. 323 3. 663 8 588 1. 043 5. 090 2. 455 1. 391 . 190 . 832 3649
23. 238 2. 332 1. 021 | 20. 906 . 375 3. 380 3. 047 | 14. 696 3. 865 6. 436 4, 395 . 827 . 127 . 410 290
4. 263 2. 8SY 2. 184 1. 406 . 906 4. 058 2. 016 4. 477 , 080 3. 208 1. 189 1. 083 . 064 . 805 214
6. 163 3. 896 3. 039 2 267 1. 238 2 998 2. 290 4.038 . 255 2. 618 1. 165 . 911 . 053 . 669 189
5. 206 1. 2569 . 549 3. 947 . 716 3. 904 2. 032 6. 874 1. 085 4. 607 1. 182 . 671 . 063 . 467 141
5. 552 4. 068 3. 148 1. 484 . 380 3. 375 2, 708 6. 017 . 519 3. 856 1. 642 1. 266 . 167 . 863 236
18. 882 1. 140 . 266  17. 742 . 032 2. 926 2. 628 | 10. 692 2. 159 5. 129 3. 404 . 737 . 042 . 612 083
9. 218 5. 399 3. 448 3. 819 2. 147 5. 209 3. 256 7. 186 . 355 4. 757 2, 074 1. 664 . 238 . B05 . 621
8. 590 5. 633 4. 482 2. 957 1. 185 4. 223 3. 593 fi. 868 . 500 4, 370 1. 998 1. 381 . 283 777 . 321
8 736 2. 055 . 494 6. 681 1. 530 5. 466 3. 705 | 10. 577 1. 886 6. 588 | 2.103 1. 039 . 169 . 600 270
8. 211 5. 003 3. 844 3.118 . 853 48639 3. 933 8 914 . 904 5. 222 2. 788 1. 570 . 214 1. 080 . 276
32. 090 3. 331 1. 739 | 28. 759 . 412 3. 853 3. 263 | 14. 679 3. 658 6. 725 4. 296 . 860 . 255 . 375 230
12. 876 8 755 6. 682 4. 121 2. 599 5. 924 4. 342 R 233 . 807 3. 045 2. 381 1. 560 . 306 . 026 328
10. 811 6. 679 4,117 4, 132 1. 093 3. 769 3. 634 6. 652 . 789 4. 217 1. 646 1. 201 . 235 . 635 331
10. 098 2. b46 . 900 7. 552 1. 518 b5. 129 3.718 | 10. 172 1. 179 6. 959 2. 034 . 852 . 156 . 442 254
7. 797 4. 627 3. 523 3. 170 1. 278 4. K70 4.028 | 10. 475 1. 370 6. 208 2. 897 1. 410 . 193 . 731 . 486
21. 551 2. 974 1.381 | 18. 577 1D 3. 606 3. 439 ) 19. 200 5. 848 7. 933 5. 419 . 856 . 073 . 316 . 467
12. 486 8 011 5. 080 3. 575 2. 050 5. 600 4. 425 ) 11. 356 . 875 7. 447 3. (34 1. 5856 . GR6 . 499 350
10. 004 5. 542 3. 080 4. 462 . 500 4. 024 3. 674 7. 705 1. 200 4. 193 2. 312 . 669 172 . 130 247
8. 368 2. 626 1. 190 5. 742 1. 882 3. 833 2,928 | 12. 501 3. 238 6. 707 2. 556 . 309 . 114 . 095 180
8.471 4. 600 3. 188 3. 871 1. 210 4. 561 4, 056 9. 740 1. 403 5. 397 2. 040 1.303 ¢ .145 . 651 . 507
22573 2, 597 1. 150 | 19. 976 . 613 3. 274 3. 113 | 16. 846 5.193 6. 636 5. 017 .853 | .194 . 205 . 454




SE—OROCOR

TT

All incomes:
Winter 1048___
Spring 1048__ .
Fall 1948 ____
Spring 1949_

_Summer 1949

T'nder 2,000:
Winter 1948___
Spring 1048_ _.
Fall 1948, ____
Spring 194%9__.
Sumnmer 1549_

2,000--2,999:
Winter 1948___
Spring 1048 ._.
Fall 1948_ ____
Spring 1949 ___
Summer 1949

3,000-3,999;
Winter 1948, __
Spring 1948, __
Irall 1948__.__
Spring 1949~
Summer 1949_

4,000 and over:
Winter 1948___
Spring 1048___
Fall 1948 _._.
Spring 19449 ___
Summer 1949

BUFFALG

All ineomes:
Winter 1548__
Spring 1948_ __
¥all 1948 __ .

Under 2,000:
Winter 1948 __
Bpring 1948 _ .
Fall 1G48__ ___

2,000 2,599
Winter 1948__
Spring 1948___
Fall 1948 ____

3,000-3,994;
Winter 1948__ _
Spring 1448 __ _
Fall 1948____ .

4,000 and over:
Winter 19048___
Spring 1948 ___
Fall 1948 . ___

|

Expense per household (dollars)

|

|
497

244

0. 711 E 0.349 | 0.203 | 0. 362 E 0.194 | 0. 342 { 0. 203 ] 0.952 | 0111 | o 0. 0.405 | 0.081 | 0 194 0, 150
L7840 .313 . 184 .471 ¢ 137 L2761 224 . 871 152 . 479 . 240 . 302 . 032 . 166 . 104
L7580 e1s . 057 543 | 142 814 [ 176 ] 1144 . 226 . 733 . 185 . 213 . 025 . 106 . 082
L0321 82 . 230 . 550 . 148 306 | .232 ) 1214 . 234 . 697 . 283 . 355 . 047 . 164 . 144
1.312 E .333 . 098 . 979 . 053 223 177 ) 1. 345 . 269 L7561 . 320 . 227 . 031 . 073 123
.363 1 193 . 129 . 170 . 098 296 | 135 . 554 . 027 . 398 [ .129 . 311 . 011 . 206 . 094
. 582 . 237 155 . 345 . 165 . 226 . 166 . 586 . 071 . 349 - 166 . 264 . 001 . 182 . 071
. 461 . 139 . 638 . 322 . 085 . 281 -118 | . 830 . 129 . 611 . 089 . 1RY . 016 L119 . 054
. 575 . 333 . 211 ‘242 | 060 . 243 . 167 . 806 . 113 . 521 . 172 . 284 . 039 . 153 . 092
. 840 .172 . 022 . 668 % . 005 . 193 . 153 . 981 . 166 . 569 . 246 . 134 . 009 . 101 024
. 852 . 359 . 204 I 493 | . 262 . 369 . 215 . 956 . 092 . 604 . 260 . 463 . 057 . 194 ., 212
. 774 . 322 L2100 (452 139 . 318 . 266 .949 ¢ . 139 . 512 . 208 . 388 . 056 . 202 . 130
. 828 . 238 . 039 L5920 174 . 367 L2187 1,200 . 249 . 753 . 198 . 277 . 031 . 148 . 098
. 582 425 . 978 . 557 . 132 . 328 .250 } 1.222 . 203 727 . 292 . 388. . 056 . 221 111
1. 753 . 442 L1651 1.311 . 057 . 268 LI87 | 1.385 . 252 . 810 .323 . 234 . 060 . 074 . 100
1,022 . 515 . 355 . 477 . 276 411 | L9262 | 1,159 . 228 . 641 . 290 . 446 . 059 . 247 . 140
1. 105 . 430 217 L6751 147 . 266 . 253 . 981 . 220 . 516 . 245 . 325 . 047 . 144 . 134
. 8§70 . 250 078 L6201 159 . 350 .231 | 1.266 . 179 . 867 . 220 . 218 . 029 . 004 . 095
. 015 . 345 . 213 T570 ) 205 . 324 .258 | 1.511 . 285 . 881 . 335 . 395 . 049 . 156 . 190
1. 455 . 444 L1421 1.1 ﬁ . 087 224 .200 | 1.674 . 877 . 905 . 392 . 202 015 . 055 . 222
1. 005 557 | 266 L4481 212 . 384 .288 | 1.795 .250 | 1.045 . 500 . 462 . 190 . 129 . 143
1. 106 . 349 . 159 LTRT L 048 . 305 .277 | 1. 254 . 313 . 608 . 338 | . 158 . 034 . 034 . 090
1. 007 . 265 . 076 . 832 . . 191 . 235 .163 | 1.575 . 452 . 834 . 289 . 130 . 023 . 023 . 084
1.172 _413 . 217 L7591 . 195 . 312 .255 | 1. 406 . 334 . 704 . 368 . 356 . 035 . 130 . 191
1, 430 . 363 [ J111 | 1057 . 082 . 211 . 189 | 1.524 . 343 . 823 . 358 . 270 . 055 . 034 . 181
| | ! i
Quantity per household {pounds)
| N
10,046 | 6.519 | 4.941 | 3.527 | 2.038. 7. 146 | 6914 | 7.220: 0.276 ) 4.634 | 2310 | 0.598| 0.153 | 0.181 0. 264
10,768 | 6.610 | 4. 718 } 4.158 | 1. 457 | 6.665 ) 6.543 | 7. 850 .656 | 4.492 | 2 711 . 503 . 100 . 179 . 224
10.562 | 3.657 | 3.057; 6.905 | 1.927( 7.003 | 6.630 | 11.944 | 2. 577 | 4.051 | 5316 424 . 084 . 150 . 196
6.128 | 3.822 7 2,487 | 2.306 | 1.519 | 8080 ; 7.910 ; 3.861 | O 2. 317 1 1. 544 . 408 .018 . 214 . 176
8.327 1 4,197 2,830 | 4.130) 1.130 | 7.474 "} 7.474 ] 6.778 .428 | 4.444 1 1. 906 . 357 . 085 . 054 .28
9.751 | 3.058 | 2.563 | 6.693 ) 2199 | 6.646 | 6173 |12.167 | 4.116 | 4.040 | 4. 011 . 420 . 086 .173 . 161
9.603 | 5.667 | 4.241 ] 3.936 | 2492, 7711 | 7353 7 796 .382 1 5063 | 2 351 . 709 . 229 . 272 . 208
0.838 | 5.643 | 4 484 E 4195 | 1.664 | 6796 ! 6.581 | 8 754 .680 | 4.870 | 3. 204 . 716 . 160 - 291 . 265
10.295 | 3.652 | 2.854 | 6.643 | 1746 | 7.372 | 7.030 | 12.689 | 2119 4 527 | 6043 . 567 . 096 . 256 . 215
|
12701 ] 8855 | 6.88G | 3.846 | 2.103 | 7.330 | 7.263 ] 8 685 .255 | 5.603 | 2827 . 693 . 193 .133 . 367
11.556 | 8022} 59080 | 3534 1.561 | 6.939 | 6.804 ; 7. 956 .773 | 4.253 | 2.930 . 419 . 050 . 183 . 136
11.370 | 3.833 | 3.399 | 7.537 | 2,043 ) 7.718 | 7.289 ;12 517 | 2.841 | 3.829 . 5. 847 . 253 017 . 071 . 165
10.048 | 6.354 | 4.804 | 3.6904 | 1.667 | 5307 5.060| 6.721 | .317] 4.246 | 2158 | .453 . 055 . 067 . 331
14.417 | 8.355| 6.258| 6.062{ 1,450 | 5 701 [ 5700 ] 7. 322! .885 | 3.800( 2 538 .338| 0 . 032 . 306
10. 932 | 4.100 | 3.438 1 6.832 | 1.930 | 5. 021 | 5. 710 | 9, 879 I 2043 [ 2 964 | 4. 872 . 320 104 | 0 . 216
i I

1 Chiefly dry beans and peas.
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TanLE 76,--PURCHARED FRESH AND DRIED FRUITS AND VEGETARLES: Quantity and expense for foods used at home in a week, by income—Con.

[Housckeeping families of 2 persons 16 years and over and 0, 1, or two Ch[ldl(,l‘l, aged 2-15 yea.rs, in cities, in separate seasons]

Cily, income {dollars),|

andg seas0n

L

BUFFALO—CON.

All incomes:
Winter 1948___
Spring 1948 ___
Fall 1948 __ ___

Under 2,000:
Winter 1948_ . _
Spring 1948 _
Fall 1945 _ . ___

2,000-2,909:
Winter 1948___
Bpring 1948 __
Fall 1948 _ .. _

3,000-3,999:
Winter 1948___
Spring 1948___
Fall 1948_____

4,000 and over:
Winter 1948___
Spring 1948

all 1948 _ . __ .

MINNEAPOLIS-

§T. PAUL
All incomes:
Winter 1948 _
Spring 1948___
Fall 1948_____
Spring 1949___
Sumtner 1949.
Under 2,600:
Winter 1048..
Spring 1948 __
Fall 1048.. .__
Spring 1949___
Summer [949
2,000-2,999:
Winter 1948 |
Spring 1948,
Fall 1948_ . __
Spring 1949 __

Summer 19491

Fresh fralts ' swsgf]’,‘otgg‘fi',es Fresh vegetnbles Dred fruits and vegetables, nuts
[ g - ,__.‘—- | —_ —_ N
E Oitrus Other \ Teafy l *
Tutal R ] S bl —-=1 Total 1 Potatoes Total | Tomatoes | green, Other Total Fruits | b:&%es-l Nuts
Total Qranges Total Apples |‘ ‘ | yellow
(¥ l ) ) ()] (6) (7 } (%) 5 (9) ao (1 (12) {13) {14) (15) (16}
Expense per household {dollars)
| i o
0. 947 0. 504 0. 390 0. 443 ‘ 0. 202 0. 350 0. 319 ! 1. 010 0. 088 l‘ 0. 540 ’ 0. 382 0. 224 0. 037 0. 034 0. 153
1. 038 . 500 . 364 . 533 . 137 . 366 . 351 1. 349 . 213 . 681 . 455 214 . 023 . 039 . 152
1. 168 . 841 L 270 . 827 . 162 . 334 . 205 1. 000 . 180 . 437 . 383 . 152 . 018 . 032 . 102
. 599 . 301 . 202 . 208 . 147 . 377 ! . 357 404 0 . 263 , 231 . 146 . 004 . 049 . 093
. 815 . 377 . 251 . 438 . 100 . 409 . 409 1. 015 . 146 . 588 . 281 . 125 . 023 . 010 . 092
1. 021 . 270 . 214 . 7561 . 178 . 310 . 283 . 950 . 220 . 465 . 265 . 137 . 018 . 03t . 087
. 912 . 452 . 344 . 460 . 223 . 405 . 3567 1. 066 . 125 . 541 ., 400 . 245 . 053 . 049 . 143
. 982 . 437 . 347 . 515 . 165 . 376 . 350 1. 495 . 214 . 739 . 542 . 270 . 037 . 061 . 172
1. 174 . 3583 . 259 . 821 . 153 . 342 . 307 1. 061 . 179 . 450 . 432 . 192 . 023 . 054 - 115
1. 167 . 658 . 513 . KO . 242 . 327 . 320 1. 189 . 087 . 665 . 437 . 286 . 048 . 027 . 211
1. 031 . b87 . 451 . 444 .13l . 383 . 366 1. 344 . 232 . 632 . 480 . 153 . 011 . 038 ; . 104
1.275 . 349 . 291 . 926 . 169 G . 360 . 310 1, 040 . 205 427 . 408 . 101 . 003 . 017 . 081
. 972 . 486 . 399 . 486 . 162 & . 267 \ . 229 1. 076 . 089 . 594 . 303 . 179 . 015 . 013 . 151
1. 352 . 624 . 149 . 728 . 142 i . 208 \ . 296 1. 493 . 332 . 702 . 459 . 357 0 . 029 . 328
1. 115 . 383 . 312 . 732 138 i . 277 ] . 282 . 917 . 126 . 395 . 896 . 151 . 022 0 . 129
Quantity per household (pounds)

10. 877 7. 514 4. 718 3. 363 1. 823 5.929 & 811 5. 870 (. 295 3. 646 1. 629 0. 794 0. 311 119 0 364
0. 739 6. 338 4. 568 3. 401 1. 052 5. 533 b. 467 6. 580 . 530 3. 848 2,211 . 576 . 245 . 082 . 249
11. 815 3. 974 3. 516 7. 841 1. 312 3. 453 5. 264 7. 443 1. 319 3. 632 2. 162 . 490 . 203 . 054 . 233
7. 054 4. 877 3. 609 3. 077 . 836 5. 144 3. 083 7. 197 . 811 4. 056 2,330 . 682 . 338 . 094 . 250
11. 137 3. 216 2. 531 7. 921 . 312 4. 963 4. 963 8. 389 . 951 3. 013 4. 425 . 420 . 158 . 075 . 187
10. 117 6. 068 2. 939 3. 149 2202 4. 700 4. 533 3. 552 . 033 2,291 1. 228 . 618 . 315 . 096 . 207
5. 173 3. 307 2. 287 1. 866 . 554 5, 000 A. 000 5. 004 . 235 3. 008 1. 761 . 271 . 188 . 023 . 060
H. 19y 1. 708 1. 585 3. 491 .5l14 3. 917 3. 888 6. 220 1. 764 2, 224 2242 . 283 . 200 . 032 . 051
8 581 6. 022 2. 849 2. 559 1. 023 5. 772 5 772 h. 272 . 432 3720 1 120 1. 142 1. 051 . 045 . 046
11. 014 2. 727 2. 028 8 287 [ +. B64) f. 860 7.373 . 333 3. 303 3. 737 . 383 . 186 . 110 . OBY
9. 860 7072 L 072 2788 1 1L 597 7.846G 1 7. 669 5. 855 } . 360 3. 773 i, 722 .78 . 316 . 207 . 275
9. 374 6. 309 1. 752 3. 065 i . 980 6 183 | 6. 173 6. 309 . 510 3.333 | 2 166 . 579 . 245 . 097 237
11. 622 3. 630 2. 049 7.983 | 1.471 | 7.466 1 7. 185 8. 105 2001 3 416 2. 688 . 653 . 267 L0756 . 311
8 182 4 955 | 3. 687 3. 227 i 1. 602 [ 6. 663 | 6. 617 7. 932 . i6g + 412 2, 851 . 690 . 256 . 160 . 274
11, 766 2530 ] 1574 9, 236 | CB60 ) 5 048 | 5 048 7. 157 . 833 2,915 3 409 . 219 . 079 . 037 . 103



3,000-3,9494:
Wintor 1048 .
Spring 1948__ _
Fall 1948_____
Spring 1949 __
Summer 1949

4,000 and over:
Winter 1048 _
Spring 1948 _ _
Fall 1048
Spring 1949___
Sammer 1949_

All incomes;
Wmter 1948
Spring 1948___1

all 1048 ___
Spring 1940 __
Summer 1949

Under 2,000:
Winter 1048_
Spring 1948 __
Fall 1948 ___
Spring 1949__
Summer 1949 _

2,000-2,699:
Winter 1948_.
Bpring 1948 ___
Fall 1048_. ___
Spring 1949 .
Summer 1949

3,000-3,999:
Winfer 1048
Spring 1948 ___
Fall 1948 _ ___
Spring 1949 __
Summer 1449

4,000 and over:
Winter 1048 _
Spring 1948___
Fall 1948 ____
Spring 1949
Summer 194G_

1 Chiefly dry heans and peas,

‘ ‘ | ,
12, 652 | 8 176 - 5 607 4476 2. 107 h. 125 1. 987 6, 865 ., 3306 1527 1 1. 002 | ., 86l 347 ] . (063 .4@1
10, 768 | 7. 063 | 4. 811 3. 705 1. 124 5. 186 5. 143 6. 737 . 573 4. 107 2. 057 . hR7 . 2h8 . 062 267
13 533 f 4. 822 4. 541 8 711 1. 443 4. 417 4, 281 7.132 . 67R 4, 075 2. 3749 . 502 . 167 . 028 .30?
7.380 ; 3 7od 2. 905 3. 616 . 905 5. 451 5 377 7. 168 . 892 3. 952 2. 324 . 5490 . 202 . 062 194
8, GU8 2. 58 2. 506 6. 04¢ L 136 5. 493 5. 493 7. 154 . 980 2, 548 3. 6286 . 424 128 . 089 . 207
L0 493 7. 891 5 677 2. 602 L 415 &, G40 h 625 5. 203 , 292 3. 408 1. 453 . 837 . 264 . 129 .?44
12, 709 8. 047 5. 821 4. 662 1483 | 5523 | 5.265 1 7 892 . 564 4, 949 2. 379 . 763 . 344 ., 138 271
18. 502 6. 306 5 683 | 12. 196 1, 611 5. 5686 | 5,341 8. 348 . 803 4. 655 2,790 . 548 . 253 . 097 198
8. 651 5. 973 4, 451 2, 978 L4477 4, 657 4. 563 7. TU6 , 866 4. 370 2. 470 . 785 , 324 L1l 330
13. 441 4, 275 3. 573 & 166 . 436 | 4. 774 4.774 | 11. 370 1 125 3. 797 6. 448 . 517 . 205 . (168 244

| e
Expense per household (dollars) -
\
0. 919 (0. 471 0. 338 0. 148 0. 192 0. 337 0. 322 0. 760 0. 097 0.413 | 0,250 . 322 L 074 0. 023 ‘ 22h
1. 016 . 444 . 334 . h72 L1238 , 352 . 343 1. 062 . 170 562 | . 340 | . 2056 . 0h6 . 016 I 133
1. 081 , 323 . 270 . 758 150 . 265 . 246 . GO . 070 324 . 214 j 202 . 049 010 ) 143
1. 035 L 476 . 349 L ATY 121 . 310 . 301 1, 034 . 211 534 . 339 . 240 . 085 . 016 | 139
1. 509 . 378 . 233 1L 131 . 037 . 2066 . 266 . 963 . 230 366 . 367 153 . 039 . 014 ; 100
Il

. 735 . 359 102 L 376 198 248 . 228 . 434 . 009 L 270 . 155 . 266 . 076 012 ) l?S
. hRY .Zb3 L2012 . 824 060 .301i . 301 715 . 082 ., 390 . 243 . 074 . 041 . Q056 028
. 624 . 143 . 128 . 481 (U113} L 164 . 191 . 485 . 100 . 211 . 174 . 068 . 042 . P05 021
1. 049 LY L 200 . 502 115 . 359 . 3549 L7108 . 695 . 460 . 155 . 287 . 255 . 007 . 025
1. 289 . 305 . 183 . 984 0 . 275 . 275 . 598 . 068 255 , 275 . 105 . 038 L 021 . 046
L773 L 410 . 278 . 363 165 . 432 . 411 . 783 . 104 409 . 270 , 284 . 076 . 043 . 165
L9017 . 438 . 349 . 479 114 . 362 . 361 . 998 . 143 . 497 356 . 183 . 056 023 106
1. 050 L3100 L 227 . T40 , 154 . 365 . 338 . 638 . 104 314 220 . 240 . 054 . 016 170
1. 086 . 474 . 384 L G12 . 139 , 407 . 397 1. 961 . 170 498 303 . 219 . 067 . 026 126
1, 446 . 315 . 161 1, 131 ., 069 277 . 277 . 883 L 178 349 356 . 083 . 019 . Q08 056
1. 142 . h32 . 392 . 610 L 237 . 308 . 290 . 966 . 123 525 318 . 363 . 083 012 268
1. Lbd . 404 . 347 . G661 . 131 . 342 . 336 1. 115 . 203 571 341 . 219 . 0569 .10 }?E
1. 414 . 384 . 349 1. 430 184 208 | . 192 . /70 . 025 323 222 . 283 . 052 , 006 225
1. 016 . 378 . 285 . 638 138 . 308 ‘ . 299 1. 095 . 242 H20 333 L 177 . 062 . 010 IOE
1, 247 . 317 1949 ] . 930 8 J 2R3 L 283 . 898 . 225 308 365 . 160 . 031 . 017 112
ou o oser | La;l s 5 L340 l 3351 7190 . 105 398 216 { .352 | .063 | 026 263
1. 393 f . 5G2 . 434 , . 831 185 . 380 . 346 1. 329 198 740 3 . 285 . 081 027 17f
1. 324 . 505 . 4410 f . R19 174 [ . 265 L2141 L7562 ] . 050 451 2561 L 210 . 069 . 019 122
1, 149 . 572 . 423 . h77 . 074 . 200 276 1. 245 237 6H31 377 . 310 . D88 021 201
1. 917 . hll L3481 1406 .46 ( . 256 . 256 1. 214 ; . 281 485 448 . 202 . 053 . 012 % 135
| | 1 o



u-. TaBLE 76.—PURCHASED FRESII AND DRIED FRUITS AND VEGETABLES: Quantity and expense_for foods used at home in @ week, by income-—Con.
[Houbekeepmg fam]hes of 2 persens 16 6 years or over and 0, 1 or 2 ehlldren aged 2-15 years, in 4 cities, separate seasons]

3 l
Fresh [tuils swfx?fgomtgstaes l Fresh vegetables . Diried fruits snd vegetables, nuts
City, incpme (dollars), - [ T
and season Cilros Cther Lealy
Patal — - ————————|  Tptal Potatoes Tuotal Tomatoes | green, Other Total Fruits t:;ﬁ%] Nuts
Total Oranges Toial Apples yollow
) 2 3} e & (& (7 (8] )] {10} an 12) {13) (e {15} (16)
Quantity per household (pounds) . o
SAN FRANCISCO __ ] : I |
All incomes: | i
Winter 1948 _[ 10, 186 6. G63 4, h93 3. 523 1. 781 4. 180 3. M6 8 908 0. 777 h. 495 2. 636 0. 658 . 0187 0. 290 0. 181
Spring 1848___| 11. 13% 6. 799 4. 802 4. 340 1. 250 4, 212 4, 049 | 11, 650 1. 365 6. 976 3. 309 . 619 . 202 . 178 . 239
Fall 1945 ___.1 13. 185 4. 307 3. 176 8 878 1. 412 3. 832 3. 615 | 12. 885 2. 061 6. 367 4, 457 . 679 . 144 . 296 . 239
Under 2,000:
Winter 1948 1 8. 342 A 711 4, 119 2. 631 . 857 3. 625 3. 232 6. 122 E . b6 4. 102 1. 484 . 730 . 154 . 367 . 209
Spring 1M48___! 14, 624 7. 089 4. 617 7. 535 2. 366 3. 717 3. 617 8, 969 | . 583 5. 425 2, 961 . 753 . 250 . 188 . 315
Fall 1948_ . __. ] 0. 927 'I 3. 345 2. 346 G, 582 . 3856 3. 289 3.280 | 10. 011 2, 050 4. 161 ] 3. 800 . Bl , 066 . 328 , 177
2,000-2,99%9: ]
Winter 1048 -y 8713 5. 634 3. 691 3. 079 1. 5981 4. 621 4. 327 9. 413 . 652 5. 840 2. 921 . 602 . 191 . 267 . 144
Bpring 1948 . - 9. 420 5. 746 4. 388 3. 674 1. 418 4. 281 4. 170 | 10. 649 . 942 6. B75 2, 832 . 46 . 185 . 187 . 174
Fall 1948 _ g 15. 862 4. 259 3.041 | 12,603 2, 164 3. 065 3. 687 | 12, 994 2, 532 6. 277 4, 185 1. 065 . 310 . 5616 . 239
3,000-3, 999
Winter 1948. _| 9. 508 6. 156 4. 496 3. 442 1. 735 4013 4 825 9. 322 . 772 5. 780 2.770 . 5bd . 126 . 243 . 185
Spring 1948___| 10. 60& 7. 361 A, 460 3. 247 L8601 1 5 254 ] 5.032 | 12. 706 1. 491 7. 996 3. 219 . 558 . 130 . 228 . 200
Fall 1948____. 13. 306 3. 971 3. 086 9. 335 1. 237 4. 629 | 4. 362 | 13. 782 2. 030 7-029 4. 723 . 662 . 126 . 311 . 225
4,000 and over: ! i i
Winter 1948_ .| 13. 007 ) 8 900 | 6. 026 4. 107 2,230 3.944 | 3. 545 9. 837 5 . D8RG 5. 089 2. 8590 . 809 . 222 . 381 . 206
Spring 1048___] 12. 844 ) 8 (96 & 501 | 4, 753 1. 378 3.756 | 3.608 | 12, 455 1. 749 7. 053 3. 653 L T22 . 329 . 108 . 285
Fall 1948. . ___] 13. 485 | 5.250 | 3.641 ; 8235 1. 026 3443 | 3. 300 | 12 683 L.827 | 6 107 4. 749 . 433 -064 |, 087 . 282
prensc per household (dollars)
ALl incomes: e e —— ||_ o e e —
Winter 1948__| 1. 029 (> 486 0. 323 ( 0. 543 . 165 0. 298 | (. 267 1. 413 0. 221 0. 780 0. 412 | 0. 230 0. 041 (. 076 g 113
Spring 1948___1 1,325 485 l . 327 . 840) 137 . 291 . 269 1. 688 . 352 . 903 . 433 . 233 . 041 . 052 . 140
Fall 1648 ____ 1272 . 337 . 226 . 935 . 163 . 230 . 198 i. 370 . 258 . 654 . 458 . 268 . 034 ., 081 . 153
Under 2,000:
Winter 1948 . . 702 . 331 L217 461 . 0940 . 271 . 225 . 801 . 090 . 466 . 245 . 194 . 024 . 095 ., 075
Spring 1948___| 1. 389 . 496 . 308 . 803 . 232 . 258 . 243 1. 264 . 185 L 712 . 387 . 323 . 037 . 043 . 243
Fall 1948 _.__ . 852 . 210 L1724 . 642 . 051 . 183 | .183 1. 025 . 292 . 304 . 339 . 262 . 012 . 079 L I7L
2,00{~2,999:
Winter 1948 _ . 892 . 408 . 271 . 484 . 145 . 322 l . 202 1. 360 . 175 . 812 . 873 . 186 . D42 . 063 . 081
Spring 1948 ___| 1. 121 . 400 . 297 L7121 . 149 . 301 . 286 1. 540 . 235 . 922 . 383 . 223 . 041 . 085 . 097
Fall 1948__ ___| 1,347 . 342 L2201 1,005 . 194 . 238 . 205 1. 266 . 284 . 670 .412 . 363 . 072 . 126 . 165
3,000-3,599: | | |
Winter 1948_. . 093 . 457 . 322 | L5836 .172 . 342 . 327 1. 382 . 223 . 754 . 405 . 244 . 029 . 093 . 122
Spring 1948.__1 1. 180 . 483 . 34) . 697 . 104 . 350 . 326 1. 787 . 364 . 999 . 424 . 182 . 027 . 060 . 105
Fzll 1948 _ __| 1.259 ] . 303 . 218 | . 456 L 146 . 264 . 224 1. 464 . 260 . 719 . 481 . 209 . 029 . 0566 . 124
4,000) and over: !
Winter 1948 | 1. 271 . 661 L4321 L B10 . 194 . 289 . 245 1. 764 . 303 . 957 . 504 L 279 . 051 . (081 . 147
Spring 1945 - 1. 557 . 603 . 392 [ . 954 . 151 . 266 . 247 1. 900 L 472 . 923 . 505 . 267 . 064 . 028 . 175
Fall 1948 ___ 1 1.513 417 | 259 1 1.096 . 154 .24 . 192 1. 443 L 241 . 677 . 525 . 205 L 014 . 017 . 174

1 Chief]y dry beans and peas.



TABLE 77.—PURCHASED PROCESSED FRUITS, VEGETABLES, AND OTHER FOODS, BEVERAGES, MISCELLANEOUS: Quantity und expense for foods
used at home in & week, by income

[MTousekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and @, 1, or 2 ¢hildren, aged 2-15 years, in 4 cities, separate seasons]

l'ru:fégefg‘;}:sund Canned fruits, vegetables, and juices Pr;?égscrle,(?}\(}:;lsﬂy | Beverages )
City, income (dollars), and season B 1};{33‘,’;’;‘,
Total Vegetables l Total Fruits Vegcotables Juices Total Soups Tolal 1 Aleoholic ? | Soft drinks Coffea
&) 2 {3} ) [6)] (6) n {8) ()] (10} E an (12) (13 ‘ (14)
Quantity per houschold {pounds}
BIRMIKGHAM
!

All incomes: 5

Winter 1948 ___________________ 0 113 Q. 089 4. 621 1. 205 2173 1. 153 1. 277 0.917 |._._.__ 0. 341 | 2. 395 Q917 .

Spring 1948 ____________________ . 054 047 3. 604 1. G677 1. 687 . 930 . 574 21t R P 380 ) 2,796 411 S

Fall 1948 .. . _____. U . 061 054 2. 246 . 686 727 . 833 . 456 264 |.__.____ . 545 2. 813 V842 .. .

Spring 1949_______ .. ___.______. 73 . 044 4. 551 . 986 2, 225 1. 340 it 277 | . 653 2. 821 1.036 .o ____
C Bummer 1949 .. _____ . 083 . 027 2. 457 471 L 742 1, 244 L399 L224 oL . 452 4, 355 LTTA
Under 2,000:

Winter 1948_____________ . _._.__ ] ] 2 528 . 857 1, 306 . 365 . 798 636 |- --. . 375 1. 49¢ 897 .

Spring 1948_ .. _____ _ ___ _ __ .03 013 1. 982 . 630 . 881 .47 . 238 . 208 . . 126 2,289 646 oo ____

Fall 1948_________ ___ _ ___ __ 0 0 . 929 . 238 . 353 . 338 . 035 029 | ___ 713 3.015 LO18 L

Spring 194%_ __________________. . 046 . 035 2. 100 . B02 1.118 .39 . 380 148 | ... . 500 1. 302 M£3O

Summer 1949 ________ e ) 0 1. 059 . 210 ., 325 . 524 . 213 178 (oo _. .. . 303 2. 967 L6822 o _____
2,000-2,999;

Winter 1948 __ . _.__ L 032 . 032 4, 863 .B55 2 570 1. 438 1. 843 1,195 (L. ___ . 211 2.273 B!t 2 I

Spring 1948_______ . ______.____ 0 4] 4, 105 1. 165 2. 039 .o . 726 361 |- . 582 2. 687 N ) )

Fall 1948 ____ __ . ___ .07 .07 2. 183 . 750 . 958 L 47h . 552 L3383 | oo . 841 2. 404 L9020 L. Lo

Spring 1949 _ _______ . __._____ . 107 L 037 4,371 1. 036 2. 144 1. 191 . 842 L3302 ... . B4 2. 828 1.060 | _______

Summer 1949 ________________ 0 0 2. 344 . 323 1. 023 . 008 L 412 L247 [ oo . 421 4. 150 LTE8 L.
3,000-3,999:

"Winter 1948___ .. ___________. L 113 . 068 7. 605 2. 610 3. 399 1. 596 L. 544 1222 (... . 182 3, 201 L3300 _.______

Spring 1948 ________________._ |1 o 0 5. 400 1. 526 2. 388 1. 486 1. 188 610 (L. ____ . 385 2. 408 L O (o o____.

Fall 1948 __ o _.__. , 054 . 054 3. 828 i. 105 1. 103 1. 620 1. 014 5 T R ., 036 2. 846 1096 - ___ _

Spring 1949_ ________________ - . 050 . 025 6. 196 1. 145 2. 467 2. 584 779 30 [ ____ . 354 2, 839 LO33 ... _

Summer 1949 _ _____._ . . 107 . 053 3. 812 856 1. 034 1. 922 . 526 146 |- .o .- . 231 6. 020 B € 30 DU
4,000 and over:

"Winter 1948 ... . 597 . 478 6. 287 2. 074 2. 178 2. 040 L 911 14 T A O . 025 3. 6584 1.019 | ________

Spring 1948 _ . _ . _ . ___.____.. . 398 . 348 6. 0290 1,972 2. 349 1. 708 .371 133 |- . 225 3. 549 812 | o

Fall 1948 _ ____ . ____ . 322 L 274 3. 491 1.011 . 677 1. 803 , 424 200 [ . . 167 2. 803 ) v A

Spring 1949__ _____._.________ - . 105 . 073 5 644 1. 184 3. 059 1401 1. 054 AT oo - 035 3. 243 138566 - - . e

Summer 1949 _________________ . 300 .081 | 3.068 . 609 .814 | 1 645 . 645 411 (... ] L0997 | 5 224 L9582 L

Hee footnotes at end of table.




used at home in ¢ week, by income—Continued

[Heousekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or aver and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 2-15 years, in 4 cities, separate seasons)

Z TaBLE 77 —PURCHASED PROCESSED FRUITS, VEGETABLES, AND OTHER FOODS, BEVERAGES, MISCELLANEOUS: Quantity and expense for foods

Frogz!glettr;%}gaand Canned fruits, vegetables, and juices Pr;g:ﬁﬁ;le, artially Beverages
City, income Grollars), and O e e e e — lﬂp;f.ﬁmlf;‘;
Total Vegelables "T'otal Pruits | Vegetables | Juiees Totul | Soups Total 1 | Aleoholie 2| Hoft drinks |  Coffee
[£0] @ &) ) (6 (6) (" ®) | L] (10) am 1) (18 (14)
BIRMINGHAM —continued Expense per household (dollars)
All incomes:
Winter 1948____.__. ___________| 0.051 0. 037 0. 691 0. 260 0. 329 0. 102 0. 303 0. 195 1. 041 0. 288 0. 237 0. 454 0. 313
Spring 1948 ____._ . ... ____ . 023 . 020 . 5560 . 210 . 255 . 085 . 188 . 087 1. 200 . 455 . 271 390 . 230
Fall 3948 ____ ______ . ___. . 025 . 023 . 358 . 154 . 122 . 082 . 138 . 063 i. 030 . 269 . 265 411 . 205
Spring 1949. . ____________ - . 031 .012 . 706 . 204 . 358 . 144 . 252 . 061 1. 259 . 345 . 285 5317 . 345
Summer 1949 ___________.___ . . 033 . 012 . 387 . 103 . 125 . 159 . 130 . 049 1. 311 . 374 . 411 388 . 205
Under 2.000:
Winter 1948.____ . ______________ 0 0 . 373 . 162 . 183 . 028 . 147 . 118 . 744 . 2689 . 133 334 . 151
Spring 1048 ___________________ . 007 . 007 . 302 .124 . 135 . 043 . 064 . 045 . 799 . 243 . 203 314 - 1562
Fal 1948 ___________ N 0] . 135 . 048 . 056 . 031 012 . 006 . 848 . 237 . 266 304 . 160
Spring 1949_____________. . . 013 . 005 . 325 . 110 175 . 040 093 . 033 . 685 . 099 . 147 . 382 . 253
Bummer 1949_______.___ . . . 007 0 . 150 . 041 . 044 . 065 . 048 . 040 . 882 . 252 . 268 .301 . 137
2,000--2,909:
Winter 1948 . .. . __ . _____ . 015 .015 . 694 . 167 . 383 . 144 . 468 . 258 1. 045 . 262 . 224 . 486 . 391
Spring 1948 ... ________. 0 0 619 . 227 . 308 . 084 . 180G . 680 i, 523 . 730 . 258 443 . 250
Fall 1948____ . _. . . ________ . 007 . 007 . 331 . 147 . 138 . 048 . 181 . 072 i. 168 . 386 . 241 . 444 - 185
Spring 1949_________.. [ . 051 . D05 . 675 . 198 . 348 . 129 . 257 . 0569 1. 245 .333 | - . 277 . 525 . 341
Summer 1949 ________ 40 0 400 . 086 . 173 . 141 . 116 . 0564 1. 452 . 481 . 413 . 392 . 387
3,000-3,999:
Winter 1948 _________.. .. . 055 .03 I.232 . 513 . 590 . 129 - 360 . 268 1. 383 239 . 336 . 667 . 465
Spring 148 . ______________| 0 0 L 799 . 296 L 372 . 13¢ -314 . 153 1179 283 . 259 . 512 . 842
Fall 1948________. . __________ . 020 . 020 . 621 . 291 . 181 . 149 . 264 . 136 . 986 071 . 279 . 518 . 303
Spring 1940_._..____ . . 026 . 010 042 . 248 . 407 . 287 . 287 . 054 1. 189 198 . 308 . 5637 . 347
Summer 1949 ____ .. | . 039 . 018 598 . 186 . 171 . 241 . 208 . 026 1. 424 273 . 563 . 438 . 336
4,000 and over:
Winter 1948 _ ___________ _ . __ . 259 . 190 952 . 478 . 310 . 164 . 233 . 134 1. 026 062 . 368 . 514 . 376
Spring 1948_________________ - . 170 . 146 864 . 382 . 341 . 141 . 134 . 031 . 934 . 075 . 344 . 404 . 255
Fall 3048, ___________.. . 133 . 116 578 . 229 . 158 .11 . 131 . 066 L 173 363 . 275 . 442 . 234
Bpring 1949 ___ . ________. : . 046 . 031 . 890 . 252 . 495 . 143 . 342 . 114 1. 513 369 . 348 . 669 . 363
Summer 1949 ________________. . 116 . 041 . 484 . 130 . 150 . 204 . 227 . 090 I. 823 654 . 512 . 465 . 359

See footnotes at end of table.




RUFFALL

All incomes:
Winter 1948%_

Hpring 1948 ____

Fall 1948, _. .
Under 2,000:
Winter 1948

Spring 1948 __ . __ _. __ ..

Fall 1948 _ .. __
2,000--2,999
Wintler 1948

3,000-3,990-
Winter 1948

4,000 and over:

Winter 1948 __ __
Spring 1048 _.

Fall 1948

All incomes:
Winter 1048 .

Spring 1948, _ _

Fall 1948
Under 2,000;

Winter 1948 .

Spring 1948 _ _.

Fall 1948_____ ..

2,000-2,999:

Winter 1948 ___
Spring 1948 ___ .

Fall 1948 ___
3,000-3,099;

Winter 1948 __ .

Spring 1948
Fall 1948 __ _.
4,000 and over;

Winter 1948

Fall 1948 _ _

Bpring 1948_. _._
Fall 1948_______

Spring 1948 _

Spring 1948 ____
Fall 1948 . ______

Sec foolnotes at cud of table.

!

0.230 | 0. 145 | 7.820
331 L216 | 6. 542

. 237 J217 | 4 441
. 249 244 | 4. 365
259 _148 | 6. 355

. 153 J153 | 3. 637
222 L1658 | 8 302
183 L1010 | 7056
172 J157 ] 40415

. 240 .21 18 854
. 435 L2761 6,753
. 289 c257 |4, 950
J124 1 o9l j 8. 536
625 L46Y | 6. 839
513 (467 | 4,954

o 2 -
e
0.080 [ 0077 1. 072
J108 1. DGY 806
088 | . 079 633
T
007 | .097 | .7
083 ; 046 | . 868
044 | . 049 . 484
083 1 . 069 | 1 070
064 | . 032 . 048
064 [ 037 . 644
004 } L078 |1 203
142 | . 097 A4
J107 ] .00l 68
048 { L0387 | 1,259
223, 163 | 1. 08h
206 | . 185 728
I

2.073 |
1683 |

. 767

1.317
1119
- 399

2.200
1. 836
LT

2.201
2. 050
. 759

Quantity per household {pounds)

1 ! ; i L
| i -
5878 | LS8 L 1a20 | L8l L3150 ’ 2. 266 | n.ﬂn.‘ —
3. 308 1,851 ) 1.207 M2 1 2,928 | & 105 | 0841
2. 055 1. 619 1. 344 1038 . - 2. 635 j 2. 672 \I B 15 S
2. 320 L U28 U1t .7H3 l__. - ___| 2 112 ‘ LB4AB | 80
3. 7h4 1. 482 1. 486 942 ) o0 L 1, 222 L766 | L8T5 (... ...
1. 8947 1. 341 L. b6 J920 [ ) 1740 L8169l -
4, 01 2,101 1194 LOWT . .. | 2580 2, 638 : 977 ! ..........
3710 1. 510 1. 217 1 15 R ,\ 3.313 20803 ¢ L9801
2. 423 1. 215 1. 153 CBBS oo 1 2. BTG 2. 761 ; L0962 5 .
4, 546 2,109 1. 304 1188 Lo _ | 3. 542 2,325 [ o026l ____ ___
3. 060 1. 637 1. 461 1.063 | ... ] 2643 3846 | 1,013 [ .
L. 908 2. 283 1,891 L5312 | .. 2. 84h { 3. 300 [ L9806 | oo
3. 765 2. 260 1. 630 1370 - 4. 883 ‘, 2. 787 ; L7 g - o
3. 142 1. 604 L9914 it = B 4,180, 4227 ¢ L.316 | ...
1.378 | 2264 . 830 4151 U R 3.202 ] 2,375 1.077 |
L S PSS
Lixpense per household (dollars)
e - e
0. 530 0. 176 0305 | 0,255 1. 391 0, 600 i 0182 | 0. 402 0. 324
.47 . 145 . 305 197 1. 617 LTAG 244 506 275
322 . 152 . 365 . 239 L 306 S48 203 { 00 277
203 . 130 . 225 183 1. 015 . 354 074 . 520 .13
523 . 143 387 . 199 . D48 . 186 . 138 . 464 171
312 L 112 L4411 . 217 089 L2067 145 . 489 . 152
522 . 185 L2497 . 246 1. 249 . 464 . 195 489 344
516 | . 148 . 208 . 208 1. 565 . 709 . 241 . 509 , 204
366 5 . 113 L 201 . 200 1317 . 541 197 483 . 288
636 JL L2006 . 302 . 262 1. 407 . 550 . 209 477 451
A0y 148 345 . 238 1.475 1 . 608 271 a01 . 209
285 . 215 L4949 ; L3462 1. 352 ‘f L 494 L 273 . 501 . 332
538 184 439 0 . 270 2,104 | 1.255 203 av7 . 269
528 126 245 167 4174 ( 2. 074 . 288 . 689 . 305
225 . 222 L 239 . 159 1.739 ’ L T43 188 564 310




<]

TaBLE 77.—PURCHASED PROCESSED FRUITS, VEGETABLES, AND OTHER FOODS, BEVERAGES, MISCELLANEOUS: Quantity and expense for foods
used at home in a week, by ineome—Continued

[Housekeeping families of 2 persons 18 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 2-15 years, in 4 cities, separate seasons]

F”@gég“,j}ﬁ;“ Canned frults, vegetables, and juices Pr;;e’fmd- roo“;ém' Bovernges Miscar.
City, Income (doliars}, snd . e | . el
Total Vegolables Total Fraits | Vegetables Jutoes Total Soups Totull Alcoholte ¥ | Soft drinks |  Coffea
1) {2 3} ) £5) {6 [} [E)) ) (403} (11) 12 (i) {14)
MINNEAPOLIE-ST. PATL Quantity per household {pounds)
All ingomes:
Winter 1948 __ _________.______. 0. 358 (. 255 7. 464 2, 655 3.513 1. 296 1.047 1 0.804 . _______ 1.447 i. 837 0,867 |ocooo.o
Spring 1948 .o . 259 . 181 6047 | 2.051 2, 486 1. 510 . 937 800 1. 393 2. 183 N 4 I
Fall 1948 _ __ _ _ . ___ ___.__._.__._ . 148 . 109 4. 471 1. 087 1. 827 1. 557 1. 215 {1 3 1.475 2. 150 885 | ...
Spring 1046____________________ . 365 . 164 6. 418 | 2,040 | 2.422 i. 956 . 920 L8859 | __ 2.011 2. 012 899 ...
Summer 1949, _ . ___ . _________. . 269 L0824 4,271 1. 015 1. 669 i. 587 . 713 386 . ___..._ 2. 650 3. 349 T80 oo
Under 2,000:
Winter 1948 _ . ___.___._ 174 .14 5 565 | 2 268 | 2 651 . 346 . 553 853 |...____. 0 L 271 876 1 .
Spring 1948_________ _________.__ . 068 L0681 5.478 1 2. 080 1. 564 1,429 . 558 das | ..._ . 511 . 6584 632 |-
Fall 1948 ______.__.___ e . 068 068 | 3.021 . 611 1. 384 1. 028 . 525 289 [_.___.__ . 562 . 990 LTEB ...
Spring 1949 _ . _ ... . _-_ . 273 . 205 | 5. 963 1. 305 2.397 | 2 261 1.174 952 ¢ _______ . 159 1. 780 720 |- oo
Summer 1949_ . ________________ i 0 4, 303 . 859 . 942 2, 502 . 377 330 |_.o___._ 1. 812 1. 609 78E (e cecae
2,000-2,999:
Winter 1948 _ ___ .. . _._ . 3th L215 | 6.672 | 2.087 | 3. 644 . 941 i. 113 847 (... 1. 582 1. Q70 047 | _
Spring 1048____________________ . 222 .184 | 5 318 1.734 2.236 1, 348 . 905 B55 [oocneoon 2. 212 2. 280 .
Fall 1948 _ _ ____________________ . 075 045 | 4. 530 1. 064 1. 820 1. 646 1. 132 683 | _._ 2. 035 1. 950
Spring 1949 ... . 235 . 052 7.950 | 2. 476 2,812 ( 2 562 . 56§ 512 | _______ 1,516 | 1.541
Summer 1949 _ . . . ____..__._._ . 185 . 074 4. 914 1. 196 i. 535 2,183 . B34 2, 335
3,000-3,99%:
Winter 1648__ . _ __________.____ . 334 L2089 9369 | 3107 | 3.978 | 2 28B4 1. 079 3. 916
Spring 1948 _ i ._ 210 . 162 8.065 ) 2.058 2.614 1. 393 1. 026 2. 623
Fall 1948 __ __ 123 L1 4, 628 1,111 1. 990 1. B27 1. 304 2.917
Spring 1949, . _.._._. 282 J177 ] 6144 | 2.013 2. 289 1. 842 CG4] 2. 012
Summer 1949 118 L0568 | 4.270 1.218 1. 670 1.382 . 843 3. 925
4,000 and over:
Winter 1948 __ oo . . 608 . 442 8279 | 3.378 | 3. 360 1. B4l 1. 166G 1. 025
Spring 1648 __ _________________ 519 . 307 7. 806 2. 800 3. 056 1. 954 L. 002 2 016
Fall 1948 . e . 200 .183 | 5.312 1. 600 1,924 1. 788 1.432 2. 332
Spring 1949_ . _ .. . 588 .226 | 6.576 ! 2,875 | 2377 | 1.824 . 990 2 718
Summer 1949 . oo . 535 L1566 1 4,130 .38 1. B37 1. 375 . 747 4, 445
Al incomes: Expense per household {dollars)
Winter 1048 _ . _________________ 0. 124 G (83 1.101 0. 423 0. 539 0. 139 0288 6174 i.212 {. 481 (147 | 0.478 Q. 281
Spring 1948 _ .. _._ . 091 . 064 . 846 . 330 . 378 . 138 . 308 . 137 1. 056 . 386 . 190 . 423 . 213
Fall 19048 __ ___ . ___.____. . 064 . 048 . 676 L 227 . 308 . 143 . 409 . 159 1. 136 391 . 198 473 284
Spring 1949 ________________... . 137 . 055 . 960 . 358 . 389 . 213 . 293 . 155 1. 244 521 L1706 488 . 272
Sumrmer 1049 .. . _._______ . 134 . 038 . 639 . 189 . 269 . 181 . 327 . 080 1. 545 . 726 . 323 . 432 . 203
Under 2,600:
Winfer 1948 .. ____.___ . 080 . 060 . 718 . 311 . 377 L0381 . 110 . 110 634 i . 026 . 480 112
Spring 1048_________ . ___.____. .03t . 031 . 614 . 282 . 226 . 166 . 121 . 078 . 594 . 091 . 085 . 344 158
Fall 1948 . ... .24 . 024 . 413 . 120 . 213 . 180 . 144 . 065 . 834 087 . D89 396 L1706
Spring 1949____..___________ .. __ . 106 . 071 . 868 . 239 . 393 . 236 . 305 . 269 . 693 . 112 . 140 . 384 . 262
Summer 1949 _ ___ .. _________ Q G . 585 . 138 . 181 . 266 . 123 . 085 . BG4 . 285 . 166 . 428 . 211
2,000-2,999:
Winter 1048 _ . _ . _______.__. .16 . 068 . 991 . 341 . B&T . 093 . 337 . 181 1,234 . 503 . 058 . 562 . 25{}
Spring 1948, __ .. ____.__ . G768 . 058 . 749 . 280 . 349 . 120 . 297 . 148 1. 379 651 . 204 483 . 126
Fall 1648 ___ . o ... . 039 L 020 . 675 . 220 . 299 . 156 . 340 . 1580 1. 215 410 L 177 . 563 . 226




GL—0F0C08

Z1

—
-]
o3

Spring 1949 . ___ e e
Sammer 1949 .. _____
3,000~3,999:
Winter 1948 . L ___
Spring 1948 ________ ___________
Fall 1948 ________ e emmmmamn
Spring 1049____________________
Summer 1949 . _______________
4,000 and over:
Winter 1948__ __ . __ ___.________
Bpring 1048 ___________________
Fall 1948 _ _____________________
Spring 1949_____ I
Summer 1940 _________________
AN FRANCISCO
All incormes:
Winter 1948____ __ . ____. . .___.
Bpring 1948 _ _ ______________
Fall 1948 _________ _________.
Under 2,000:
Winter 1048 __________________
Bering 1948 ___________________
Fall 1948_ ___ ___. .
2,000-2,999:
Winter 1948 . _ . _____ el
Bpring 1948____. .. ____.

Fall 1948____ . R

3,000-3,9499:
Winter 1948____ ______ ___ _____

Spring 1948 __________ . ______ ;

Fall 1048 . __ .
4 000 and over:
Winter 1948, _ . _____ ________
Spring 1948___________________.
Fall 1948 _____________________

All incomes:

Wintver 1948_ . _ . ___ ... ____._

Spring 1948 . _ ___ ___

Yall 1948 . _____ e
Under 2,000:

Winter 1048___________________

Spring 1948 ________ e .

Fall 1948 __ ____ __ . __
2,000-2,999:

Winter 1948_ _ . _ ______________.

Spring 1948_____ __

Fall 1948.___ _ _ _ _ _ _______
3,000-3,999:

Winter 1948_________________._

Spring 1948 ___________________

Fall 1948__ _______ . ___
4,000 and over:

Winter 1048 _ . _.__.___

Spring 1948 _________ . ________

Fall1948_._ __ __ __ __ _ ___ . _..___

! Inchuldes expense for tea, cocoa, choeolate, not shown scparately.
refers to purchases rather than use in week.
2 Quantity and expense for alcoholic beverages were probably underreported.

. 096 .07 | 1. 110 . 419 . 413 L 278 . 147 . 120 . 928 . 165 . 132 . 641 . 271
L0891 L035 . .T7I8 . 233 . 237 . 248 . 215 . 074 . 997 ., 801 . 223 . 448 . 167
. 109 ; . 075 1, 394 L5021 . 6563 . 239 . 281 . 1587 1. 729 . 953 . 271 . 301 . 306
. 068 [ . 061 ‘ .10 .358 | 408 . 144 . 337 . 154 . 788 . 161 . 193 . 380 265
. 0586 044 L TLT .238 | 341 . 138 . 484 . 213 1.019 . 274 . 241 L 412 307
1t l Joes | L 8TT 307 ) .3h4 . 216 . 282 . 145 1.124 . 372 . 181 . 489 238
. 049 . 022 . 597 . 149 i . 236 . 162 . 441 . 076 1. 588 . 678 . 365 . 468 238
. 195 . 136 1. 239 . 529 . 524 . 186 . 335 . 216 1. 023 . 280 . 105 . 496 303
. 192 . 109 1. 089 f . 433 475 0 181 . 429 . 134 1.179 . 501 . 204 . 433 289
. 073 067 . 803 L 311 . 325 J . 167 . 556 . 192 1. 504 . 619 . 274 . 520 422
. 212 . 070 1. 053 r . 447 408 ] . 198 . 377 . 160 1. BG7 1. 643 . 218 . 535 327
. 276 . 061 . 657 . 184 L3150 L1681 314 . 106 2. 030 1. 047 -440) L4447 206
Quantity per household (pounds) 1
. 613 , 543 | 6, 827 | 2004 2. 743 1. 990 1. 198 0893 |________ 2, 787 1. 497 1.099 | _.____.
. 365 . 295 6. 017 1. 557 2. 189 2 271 1. 153 CIB3 2. 435 1, 927 1.090 |________
. 283 . 258 5 775 1. 112 2.111 2, 552 1. 317 OO L. 2. 528 1. 320 973
. 429 . 429 4, 285 1. 775 1. 689 . R21 . 689 ¥ 2 . 625 . 537 L7888 |
. 920 L9773 5, 600 1. 493 1. 123 2, U84 . 979 i I P . 651 1. 827 4 1 0 P
. 115 . 115 2, 608 . 365 1. 00¢ 1. 247 1. 227 1,083\ _____ . 432 . 589 L834 (L .
. 386 . 357 6, 3588 2. 101 3. 063 1. 224 . 785 089 . 1. 624 . 349 1,078 (.. _._
. 266 . 210 5. 928 1. 598 2, 421 1. 909 1. 085 634 |_______. L. 449 . 933 1.166 (_______
. 267 . 192 5, 458 1.074J‘ 2, 455 1. H29 1. 344 L7400 4. 065 1. 341 1.009 |________
. 733 . 619 7. 228 1.923J 2. 970 2. 335 1. 306 1,377 | ... __ 5. 067 2, 487 1137 |- .
. 219 L 219 6. 367 1.486‘ 2, 684 2,197 1. 486 1.234 |___ . __._ 2,763 1. Y8 1,149 | _______
. 256 . 234 6. 145 1.206 | 2. 353 2, 586 1. 461 1.074 | __._ 2. 213 1, 362 1L.062 |_____.__
. 745 . 645 7.864 | 2391 2. 874 2, 596 1. 054 TRO . 2, 787 1, 891 1.263 - . _.
. 363 . 325 6.376 | 1. 850 1. 915 2, 611 1, 112 692 (________ 3. 585 2, 873 1165 (o _____
. 468 . 468 6.633 | 1. 467 1. 862 3.304 1 1.505 11161 _______ 2. 531 1. 611 1,063 . _____
Expense per household (dollars)
. 215 191 0.996 | 0.346 | 0. 449 0. 200 0343 0. 230 1. 930 1. 108 0. 163 0. 580 0.263
. 141 L 120 . 825 '270J . 330 . 225 . 326 . 196 1, 975 1. 100 . 187 . 575 . 268
. 119 . 105 . 854 . 205 . 369 . 280 . 361 . 228 1. 958 1. 220 . 122 . 516 . 277
. 157 . 157 . 572 . 234 . 251 . 087 . 184 . 093 LTl . 159 . 057 . 448 . 073
. 314 . 250 . 740 L2120 181 . 347 . 298 . 199 . 940 . 271 . 206 . 377 . 197
| .04 . 044 . 391 49 ) L1656 177 . 361 . 276 . 674 . 112 . 062 . 442 . 039
{ . 135 119 . 890 . 334 J . 520 . 136 . 225 . 156 1. 511 . 816 ., 032 . b7 . 238
. 109 . 087 . 817 .293 1 | 844 . 180 . 329 . 168 1. 186 . 326 . 167 . 622 . 204
. 124 . 082 . 818 . 204 L 411 . 203 . 371 191 1. 631 . 914 113 . 547 . 324
. 253 . 215 1. 073 . 334 . 498 241 . 542 . 353 2. 055 1. 160 . 215 . 585 . 331
097 . 087 . B76 . 252 . 394 . 230 . 397 L8312 1. 895 . 969 177 . 605 . 367
103 . 096 . 874 L2111 . 306 . 267 . 388 . 247 2. 130 1. 300 . 126 . 552 . 300
. 264 . 232 1. 071 . 381 . 439 L 251 . 292 . 200 2777 1. 810 . 261 . 655 . 298
. 148 . 132 . 866 .321 . 301 . 244 . 311 . 157 3. 334 2. 354 . 262 . 617 . 251
. 183 . 183 1. 028 . 267 . 376 L3851 4241 302 | 2890 2. 090 . 154 . 554 . 254
Expense ? lneludes leavening agents, cat.sup, chili sauce, Fprcpa.red desserts, plam

gelatin, pickles, olives, salt, vinegar, spices, extracts.

T leavening agents, salt,
vinegar, spices, and ext.ra-cts expense refers to purchases rather than use io week



TanLy 78— 00D OBTAINED WITHOUT DIRECT EXPENSE (16 GROUD TOTALS): Quantity and money value of foods used at home in a week

[Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 2-15 years, in 4 cities, separate seasons)

————— ! { l
Fresh Bl .
Milk Fais and }gog]r, Rakery pzr\’ruéiglj’f Buga i Fresh 'y b 3:111‘13:3 Fr‘roq'.'e . (1} nnznd ‘ 0:‘5);;']#?;1%
ifar il a . . yalery, 1gar, resh . 'S <
Oity and season  f Altfoods ! | oo uiafont | oilg ? coronls, | products Fges fish ¢ sweets | fmits | Potatoes, and veges snd vege- ‘Pger}!tlﬂb]ﬂa pé?&;fd
pastes sweal- Other t ’ tables and juiees sﬂups,
potatoes nuts
n (2) (3) ) 8 (8) &) 8 %) (tm 1) ] (12) (13) (14) (3 (16
Quantity per household
BIRMINGHAM T _
Gunrts Pounds Pounds Pounds Dozens Pounds Pawnds Pounds 1ounds Pounds Pounds Pownds l anida Ponwnds
Winter 19048____ ). - 0.34 0. 05 0. 06 0.03 0.13 0. 58 0.21 0. 31 0. 02 0.01 0. 05 0 0. 0. 02
Spring 1948__  __ - . 38 .08 .04 .01 .22 . 32 .15 . 20 .03 . 52 .01 0 | . 57 .02
Fall 1048 _ . I .31 .06 .04 .02 .11 .78 .40 - 10 .18 . 84 .01, 0 | . 85 0
Spring 1949__ 1 _______ .20 .06 . 06 0 .22 .47 18 .07 0 .42 .01 0 I . 38 (4
Summer 1949__ | ______. . 26 .04 .03 . 04 .24 . 46 .23 1.19 .24 2. 29 1) o | .08 .01
A
Money value per household (dollars)
e i S |
Winter 1948___ _ 0.75 0. 07 0. 04 | 0. 01 0. 01 0. 09 . 33 0.04 0. 03 (*} ‘l 9 0.03) 0 0. 09 Q)
Spring 19458_____ . 66 .07 .04 Q] (%) .12 .18 .08 . 02 ) o007 oLl 0O .08 (*)
Fall 1048_______ . 89 .07 .04 0] 0! .07 . 41 .08 .01 oot .12 W 10 .08 ()
Spring 1949_____ . 63 .02 .05 .01 0 .12 .24 .04 .02 0 ‘ .06 .01 @ . 06 )
Summer 1949___ .94 .06 .02 ) .01 14 .25 i .05 | .12 .02 .23 ) 0 .01 | ™
. i o
Quantity per household
BUFFATLQ | e e — ——
B Quarts _ Pounds Paunds Pounds Dozene Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Founds Pounds ’ £aenda
Winter 1948_____ e _’ . 0 0 0 0. 01 0. 02 0. 28 0. 08 0. 18 0.08 0. 02 0. 01 0 0. 25 0.
Spring 1948 _____ I .08 .01 .01 . 06 .01 .13 .08 .19 0 .18 01 0 . 16 ’ 0
Fall 1948 _ | ____.___ .07 .02 0 l .08 .01 [ .16 . 06 .24 .05 ’ 1. 49 .01 0 . 08 | 0
Money value per household (dollars)
!
Winter 1048_____ 0. 43 0. 01 0 I 0 I ) 0. 01 ' 0.17 0. 04 I 0. 0! O] o 01 0] [ 0 | 003 ' 0. 05
Spring 1048_____ .27 .03 CO N, 0. 02 .0t o8 L0402 0 .02 0.01 1 0 021 o0
Fall 1948____.__. . a7 .02 .01 l 0 .03 .01 . 08 .02 i .02 l ] Lz .01 0 aT1 ‘ 0




MINNEAPOLIS-
ST. PAUL | | T : T o \ : . T
. Quarls 1 Pounds 1 Pounds | Pounds Domns | Pounds Pounds | Pounds | Pouds 1‘ fends | Poueds  Pounds I Pounds Prunds
Winter 1948_____ - _) 014 003 0.01 02 0.04 1 039 0. 25 ‘ 0.40 ; Q.53 0.1¢ 1 0,02 ! ‘ 0. 03 1. 02 0, 02
Spring 1948____ ) .. ___ ; .04 .02 0 | . 09 .06 ) . 68 L19 .od 12 .42 .01 .02 . 63 . 08
Fall 1948 __ ___._ el .04, .03 - 02 .11 .08 | .62 31 .97 | .52 473 .02 .02 . 55 .03
Spring 1940 __ | _____. R 01 .03 ® 7 .10 04 .94 gl 64 .21 .23 it i .ol .52 .04
Surmer 1949___| . _____ [ .06 | .01 021 .08 .05 .79 { 1. 45 1\ o 2. 49 B .02 .38 .02
Money valuc per houschold (dollars)
S — L T . : |
Winter 1945_°__| 0.67 | 0.03 | oo M | o0e1| 002 02 009 003 I oozl oo2| oo oo 01 L 1
%pll"lmlgg “%348 _____ .8 .02 i ) n\ I o3 .03 S I T 04 .01 ’ . 06 # .01 ) 0. 05
A 4 ; . 5 v 3
Sprin 1038 0 | gk | 02l a5 0oedl 02| | oloel Corl o) am| o] @ A
Summer 1949 _; 1. 44 1 02 } H S [ .03 .03 Ii .27 19 1) i .34 (1) .01 .04 L 02
. . | 1
[ . L . —— - L N
! Quantity per household
SAN FRANCESCO ‘—-——_1—_“ T T l-- - = _I__ I
‘ uarts | Pounds Founds \ Poynds Dozens Pannds Pounds Poinds Pm.' nrh I Poawnds l o ads Pounds 1 Pownids Pounds
Winter 1048 __ _ . | "0.08 | 0.01 ¢y | 004 0. 01 018 | 017 0. 47 1] o022 0. 06 | i
Spring 1948 . l._.-__._\ .05 i Q) 0 ; .03 .05 .22 15 .09 ) .24 ' .03 | .06 | . 30 *
Fall 1948.,‘,,,,| o .08 : ) .02 : . 06 .01 - 81 | .13i 1. 16 6 i 116 | L0400 ' .08I 0. o
[N SNV I i_,,,_‘___r_,_.n,# L S S S O A
! Money value per houschold (dollars)
T Ty Ty T T - ! u N T
Winter 1948_____ 0,42 0. 03 0.01 ¢4y 4 002 0. 01 0.11| 0.06 0. 04 8] f 0. 01 ; 0. 06 l 0 'o002 } )]
Spring 1948_____ ‘ . 56 .02 Q] 0 [ .02 .03 L .07 .02 1] ‘ .0l .02 04l (Y
Fall 1948_______ .71 .03 ® ) .03 .01 .20 l .04 15 .01 1‘; I .03 0 .02 [ 0, 01
i R _ i o } DS

! Includcs value for beverages a.nd nmcella.noous foods nr)t shown -,eparatel\

? Excludes bacon and salt pork.

3 Ineludes hacon and =alt pork.
t (0,005 or loss,




TapLe 79.—F00D FROM ALL SOURCES (16 GROUP TOTALS): Quantity and money value of foods used at home in o week

{Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 9, 1, or 2 children, aged 2-15 years, in 4 cities, separate seasons]

Fresh vegetables Dried Prepared
. Flour, Meat {ruits Frozen Canmed | partially
M F Buk , by fruits frudts,
City and season All foods ! |, qu.iw%ﬁut “‘Esﬁnd c’é'i}za}g' pr:dlil(.:{s Eggs pc;iqslg.ry, SS;E;‘"{; ﬂ.{‘:ﬁg Patatoes, a!gdbxlvega- anl;u:'(-)ge- vege%atf]es Péi]?ef:ﬂ
pastes sweet- Other :uf;' tables | and juices | L IRR%
Dbotatoes
n {2) 3 4 {5} (6 n (8) (9) 1) (1) 12} (13) (19 (13) (16}
Quantity per household

BIRMINCHAM )

. Quarts Pounds Pounds Pounds Dozena Poynds | Pounds | Founds | Poun Pounds Pounds Pounde Pounds Pounds
Winter 1948____ | _____._ 12,08 3. 24 7.74 523 1. 65 9. 37 4, 80 8 61 4, 85 6. 89 1. 47 0.11 b. 26 1.29
Spring 1948 ___ | .__.._ 10. 96 3. 06 7. 04 4. 89 1. 78 8 74 3. 95 8. 30 3. 72 6. 42 1. 07 .05 4, 27 . 59
Fall 1945 ______[___.____ 11. 21 3. 15 6. 48 5. 40 1. 69 9. 32 4. 50 7. 80 4,76 | 10.28 .79 . 06 2. 60 . 46
Spring 1949, ____|__.___.__ I1. 54 3. 87 6. 71 - 6. 14 1. 84 9. 91 4. 22 7.70 4, 32 9.01 140 .07 4. 93 .78
Summer 1949____|________ 10. 05 3. 07 6. 32 571 1. 48 4. 02 4. 18 24 42 3. 62 16. 98 . 83 .08 2. 53 . 40

Money value per household (dollars)
Winter 1948___._ 17. 88 2 48 1. 40 0. 90 1.00 1. 08 5. 30 0.75 0. 74 0. 34 0. 95 0. 43 0. 05 0.78 0. 30
Spring 1948 ___ 16. 48 2.38 1. 30 . 82 . 87 .99 4. 91 . 60 .81 .28 .94 .31 L2 .63 .16
Fall 1948__ _____ 17. 27 2. 55 1. 35 .73 . 956 L1 5. 53 . 64 i .33 1. 26 .22 .02 .42 .14
Spring 1949_____ 18. 38 2,43 1. 13 .77 1.12 1. 05 h. 66 . 68 .95 .31 1. 27 . 36 .03 . 76 .25
Summer 1949____i 16.75 2,12 .92 . 66 . 99 .89 4. 91 . 58 1.43 .25 1. 58 .23 .03 .40 .13
Quantity per household
BUFFALO

. \ Quarts Pounds Pounds Poynds Dozens Pounds Pounds | Pounds Pounds Pounde Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds
Winter 1048_____|________ 14. 01 2. 48 2,93 7. 22 1. 49 10. 44 3. 89 10. 23 7.22 7.24 0. 60 0.23 8 08 1. 42
Spring 1948 __ . __ R R A - 2. 46 2. 69 6. 99 1. 58 9. 74 3. 30 10. 96 6. 66 8. 04 . 52 .33 6. 70 1. 21
Fall 1048, . __| ______. 12, 70 2. 41 2. 82 7.52 1.31 9. 87 3. 51 10. 80 7.00 13. 43 .44 .24 4. 52 1, 39

Money value per household (dollars)
Winter 1948_____ 20. 38 3 24 1. 34 Q. 49 1. 50 0. 95 6. 13 0. 81 0. 96 0. 35 1. 02 0. 23 0. 09 1. 10 0. 36
Spring 1948_____ 20. 49 3. 04 1. 37 . 46 1. 48 . 98 6. 27 . 64 1. 05 . 37 1. 37 . 22 .11 .92 . 30
Fall 1948.______ 20, 20 3. 17 1.27 .48 1. 60 .99 6. 56 .62 1. 19 . 33 1.12 .18 .09 . 64 .36




Quantity per household

MINNEAPOLIS- i
BT. PAUL
Quars Pounds Pounds Pounds Dozens Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Poynds Pounds Pounds Founds
Winter 1948____ _(______.. 13. 80 2. 33 2, 85 5 78 1, 63 8 66 3.48 | 11.28 6, 46 576 0. 8t 0. 38 8 48 1. 07
Spring 1948_____)_ _______ 1362 211 2,17 5. 51 1. k6 8 54 2. 89 10. 08 5. 65 7.01 . 58 .28 6. 68 1. 02
Fal 1048___ ____| . _____ 11. 96 2.24 2.09 6. 14 1. 35 & 41 3. 16 12.78 5. 08 12. 17 . 50 .17 502, 1. 24
Spring 1949_____|._______ 12 34 2. 23 214 | 562 1,42 8 67 2. 84 8. 60 5. 36 7.42 .69 . 37 6. 94 . 95
Suminer 1940 _ [ _______ 11. 90 2,20 1.73) 578 1.27 8. 36 3.72 12 58 4, 96 10. 88 .42 | 29 4. 65 .74
Money value per household (dollars)
Winter 1948_____ 18. 20 3. 11 1. 43 0. 44 1. 19 0. 81 4. 87 0. 69 Q. 95 0. 37 078 0. 33 013 1.23 0. 29
Spring 1948 . _ __ 17. 72 3. 04 1. 34 .37 1. 13 .78 514 .49 1. 06 . 36 1. 12 .21 .10 .92 . 36
Fall 1948 __ _ 17. 63 2. 79 1. 27 . 39 1. 27 .74 5 27 . 60 1. 16 .20 . 89 .2 .07 .75 .43
Bpring 1049__ ___ 17. 85 2. 77 1. 14 .37 1. 23 . 69 5. 33 .57 1.13 . 82 1. 11 .25 14 103 . 30
Bummer 1949___] 17 98 2. 62 L. 08 .31 1. 27 . 67 4. 93 .72 1. 70 .27 1. 30 .16 14 . 69 .34
Quantity per household
8AN FRANCIBCO
Quaris Pounds Pounds Pounds Dozens Founds Founds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounnds Pounds Pounds
Winter 1948_____|._____ - 1272 207 2. 35 5. 49 1. 31 9, 52 2,55 1 10.65 419 9. 12 0.72 0. 61 6. 07 1. 20
Spring 1948 ____( ___..___ 13. 80 2. 27 2 36 5. 56 1.58 | 10,27 2.57 1 11.23 424 | 1226 . 65 .42 6. 32 1. 16
Fall 1948 _ ____ (. .__._ 14 07 223 2,90 5. 81 1. 56 9 52 2. 54 14. 34 3 99 14. 04 72 .28 5. 86 1. 33
Money value per household {(dollars)
Winter 1948_____ 20. 60 2. 90 1. 24 0. 42 1. 37 0 88 6. 27 0. 61 1. 07 0. 30 1. 45 0 28 0. 22 1. 02 0. 34
Spring 1948 ____. 22, 14 313 1.3 .47 i. 42 1,04 6. 71 .70 1. 34 .29 .77 .25 .16 . 87 .33
Fall 1948__ _._._ 22. 05 3. 24 1. 21 . 55 1. 40 1. 25 6. 74 . 58 1. 42 .24 1. 50 . 30 .12 . 87 37

1 In¢ludes value for beverages and miscellaneous foods, not shown separately.

¢ Excludes bacon and salt pork,

3 Includes bacon and salt pork,



TasLE 80.—F00D FROM ALL SOURCES (11 FOOD GROUPS): Quaniity and money value of foods used at home in o week, by income
1 y WY

[Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 ehildren, aged 2-15 years, in 4 cities, separate seasons]

Leaty, Citrus | Potatoes Other . Meat Dry hean
ST, . House- . | green, and : °% . Mill 4 ¥ OPAIS | Grgm Fats and Sugar,
Ciky, incore {dollars), snd scasen holds Al foods vcf;‘t’ ;&cs : fo]lg éttcsfe - g&eﬁgis . ;?53;21?11_:2 eqaivalent, pg:slll]t:y, Fggs m}]du?:%s. prodacts 8 oils 7 sweets
) [&] @) €3} (& (6) (&3] i {8) ) Lo an (12) {13} {14}
Quantity per household
i e —-
BIRMINGHAM
All ineomes; Number Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Chearls Tounds Dozens Founds Pounds Pounds Pounds
Winter 1948__ _ ... . ____.. 139 |__._..._ o, . 22 4. 4, 93 12, 08 7. 01 1. 65 1. 34 10. 89 4. 96 513
Spring 1948__ __ __ . _________ 163 | __.__. 4. 98 7.21 3. 74 4 00 10. 96 7. 24 78 .98 9. 92 4. 77 4. 31
Fall 1948 __ ________ . _ . ____.__._ 46 1. .. 6 94 4, 97 4.78 977 11, 21 7. 53 1. 69 .70 9. 67 a. 06 4. 86
Spring 1949 __ ol 140 o __ . ... 6. 45 7. 60 4 40 9. 20 11. 54 8. 44 1. 84 1. 30 10, 31 5 13 4, 64
Summer 1949_ __ . 159 .. _. 7. 04 £ 03 3. 67 29. 16 10. 05 7. 11 1. 48 .74 9. 71 5. 03 4. 74
Under 2,000:
Winter 1948___ ___ . ________ .. 46 | _______ 3. 84 4. 35 4 08 & 14 8 90 5. 53 .11 1. 09 10. 12 4. hh 4. 31
Spring 1948__________________. 59 .. __.. 3. 60 4, 87 3. 05 5. 45 9. 05 5. 92 1. 33 .98 9 04 4. 62 4 01
Fall 1948 ____ . _ .. ___. 47 ... 5. 67 3.04 4. 26 6. 01 9, 08 7. 37 1. 14 . 63 8 98 4. 65 4. 42
Spring 1949_____ . _____. ... ] 36 ... ___ 4. 8O 5 37 3. 88 5. 86 9. 56 6. 01 1. 34 1. 17 0,79 4. 75 3. 62
Summer 1949_________ __ s 47 | 6. 75 4. 56 3. 39 23. 79 8. 05 5 72 a8 .72 0. 66 4 91 3. 87
2,000-2,999:
Winter 19458__ . _____ .. __ ... 43 | 6 14 8 77 & 30 9. 63 13. 79 8. 68 1. 8B4 1. 66 12, 25 5. 45 6. 17
Bpring 1948 ___ . _____. . ________ 46 [_____. __ 5. b1 7. 66 4. 30 9. 63 13. 78 7.78 2. 08 1. 17 10. 98 5. 41 4. 96
Fall 1948__________ . e 44 [0 . 7. 36 & 11 5. 82 10. 96 12. 256 7.90 1. 95 94 11. 03 5. 67 5. 57
Spring 1949 ... [ 2 N G 48 8 08 4, 77 9. 56 11. 14 9 31 2. 08 1. 40 11. 26 5. 44 5. 00
Summer 1949 .. ____ . __.__ 38 ... 8 06 8. 54 4. 01 37. 42 9, 39 7. 24 1. 59 68 9. 47 4. 93 4. .73
3,000-3,999:
Winter 1048 . _ ____ ___ .. ______ 22 .. & 86 12. 53 5 97 12. 62 16. 08 5. 82 217 1. 55 12. 33 5. 78 5 B2
Spring 1948__ . __  _____. - 26 |______ 597 10. 47 3. 77 10. 18 13. 22 873 2. 35 1. 07 10. 04 4. 85 4. 66
Fall 1948______ .. .. ... 28 .. . 7.04 573 5. 24 13. 25 11. 93 7. 12 1. 95 82 10. 26 5. 41 5, b7
Spring 1949_________ [ 30 . & 24 9. 06 4 65 10. 25 12. 05 9. 23 2.22 1, 20 10. 84 5 10 5. 06
Summer 1949 L 33 i .. . 9. 81 10. 76 3. 72 29, 44 12. 26 7. 89 1. 92 82 10, 40 5. 36 5 77
4,000 and over:
Winter 1948_. . . . R 20 ... .. 9. 06 13. 01 b 61 14. 04 13. 27 11. 27 1. 99 1. 15 9, 51 4. 26 4. 85
Spring 1048 . e - 20 ... 6. 26 8 84 4, 08 1120 11, 02 7. 83 1. 94 .42 6. 82 3. 35 3. 41
Fall 1948 _______ . _ _ .. ..._._. 21 ... 8 21 8. 00 4, 09 11, 99 14. 09 8. 47 2 24 .29 7. 94 4 62 3. 76
Spring 1949___________ e 31 | 6. 77 7. 08 4, 68 11, 18 14, 41 9. 07 1. 90 1. 37 9. 62 5 05 4 34
Summer 1949 . ____ . ... ____ 31 ... .. 7.92 10. 60 3. 47 28. 98 11. 50 7. 98 1. 66 70 9. 20 4. 79 4. 84
Not classified:
Winter 1948 _ __ _____ . ________ 2 4. 02 3. 60 2.19 4.08 7.15 6. 60 1. 37 1. 06 7. 55 4. 08 3. 13
Spring 1948__ _______ . ____ 12 | .. 5. 50 7. 26 4 41 4. 26 8 47 7. 64 1. 42 1. 01 10. 69 b 22 4 12
Fall 1948 _ R oo 6. .. 500 5. 00 3. 67 6. 63 6. 91 4. 64 . 98 .49 8. 49 3. 62 3. 70
Spring 1949__ .. __ - 9. & 80 8 63 5. 30 19. 98 9. 45 10. 05 1. 36 1. 57 9, 43 5. 90 5. 25
Summer 1949, . _______ e 10 |. . 7. 04 5. 35 4. 10 23. 58 10. 17 7. 89 1. 32 .96 10. 09 5. b4 5 12




Al incomes:
Winter 1948__ . _ ... ____. ..
Spring 1948 _.__ __ _ . __
Fall 1948 _ .. . _ . _. ..
Spring 1949 ___ . _______ \
Summer 1949 . _ . .

Puder 2,000: !
Winter 1948 .

Spring T948__ . ___.__._ |
Fall 1948_______. R
Spring 1049 _
Suminer 1949
2,000-2,009;
Winter 1948 _ __ . __ . _______
Spring 1948 ___ . _ .. _______._.
Fall 1948 __ __ . __________.___. _.
Spring 1949 ___ _______ ... _._.._.
Surmmer 1949 _
3,000-3,999:
Winter 1948__ . . [
Spring 1948 _ . _.____.
Fall 1948 _ .. ... _.
Spring 1849 __ ________________.
Sunnner 1949 . . . !
4,000 aud over:
Winter 1948 _ _ ________________
Spring 1948_ . ___ ... _._.__
Fall 1948 __ __ . ____ . _______ i
Spring 1949___ _________________
Summer 1949

Not classified:
Winter 1948 __ . . o
Spring 1948 . . . __.__._ o
Fall 1948 . ___ ____.___.
Spring 1949, ___ . !
Summer 1049__ __ _

S

Bee footnotes al end of table.

17. 88 |

16. 4§
17. 27

16. 75

12, 12
138, 07
13.75

1L 96

19, 46
18 32
18. 25
16, 22
17. 64

22, 43
20. 03
18. 98

20. 16

23, 96
17, 62
2L 79
L a6
19. 61

16, 50
13. 70
22,08
146. 02

—

et

07

. B3

.72

Money value per household (dollars)

o 36 1,29 2. 45 148
.30 {24 2 38 4 07 |
.34 1.14 2. 55 4 54
.36 1. 42 2. 43 4 .94
.20 1. 82 i 2.12 4. 09
. 30 . 69 1,62 2. 74 |
.24 .81 1. 90 3,19
.32 . 58 2. 03 3. 87
.25 L8 1. 81 3.25
.24 1. 22 1, 49 2. 79
. 40 1. 38 2. 74 4, 85
.32 i 37 2.70 4, 31
.57 115 2. 59 4. 61
. 40 i 42 2. 33 5. 51
. 30 2 18 2. 11 4. 27
.42 1. 78 3. 48 5
.27 1. 6B 306 5 14
. 4% 1. 54 2. 76 4. 40
.30 1. G4 2, 57 5.42
. 33 2. 18 2. 66 4. 92
.39 2. 17 3, 24 7. 35
. 36 1. 83 2,71 4. 92
. 28 1. 85 3. 62 6. 82
.41 1. &4 3. 26 5, 63
.31 204) 248 1 93

|
.17 . B0 1. 44 3. 39
. 40 .71 t. 64 3.70
.38 1. 18 1. 70 313
.43 1. 90 2. 26 5. 70
.32 1. 48 l 219 4.

33
-3

— s e

[

0. 43 196 |
.31 173
.20 L 70

36 i.95
22 1. 69
.34 1. 46
.29 1. 49
18 134
.23 1. b
14 1,35
.40 217
C86 ] L.92
.27 187
. 34 200
21 1. 61
. 53 2. 53
.33 2 06
.24 203
. 36 2.30
.30 i.92
.45 2.19
.13 1. 43
.11 177
.45 2. 00
L2410 2.05
I

.35 152
.88, n97
L6 166
LA 1 2,10
.29 1,68
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= TapLE 80.—F00Db FROM ALL SOURCES (11 FOOD GROUPS): Quantify and money value of foods used at home in a week, by income—Continued

[Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 vears or over and 0, 1, or 2 children, ared 2-15 years, in 4 cities, separate seasons]

Lealy, Citrus | Potatoes Other ] Meat. Dry beans
i . : Houge- preen, and ; g ik ’ ain Fatsand | Sugar,
City, income (dotlars), and sesson holds All foods 1 . J{z‘fégﬁ‘{es ¢ Di:nu;%s;e s | p ;s;;?é; . :L(: (}I'f?ggs* oquivalent sz]lﬂtr"y. Eggs auélu{J:?s, prodects ® oils sweets
(L b @ “ (s {6 (7 (8) ] () (b az ( a9
Quantity per household
BUFFALO
All incomes: Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Quaris Pounds Dozens Pounds Pounds Pounds
Winter 1948 __ . _ __________ __._ 100 (.. .._ 6. 16 10. 66 7. 33 10, 74 14. 01 9. 94 .4 0. 63 7. 11 3. 10 4. 36
Spring 1948 . __ ... .. . 165 | ____ 6.03( 1035 6.77 | 10.88 | 12.83 9. 28 1. 58 . 61 6. 70 2. 99 3. 80
Fall 1948 ______ e 147 .. 5. 850 Q. 06 7.18 15. 28 12. 70 9 31 1. 31 .53 7. 06 3. 08 3. 98
Under 2,000:
Winter 1948__ _ ________________ ) T ' P 3. 47 5 99 8 11 6. hi 11. 68 7.76 1. 41 .42 5 80 2, 28 3. 86
Spring 1948 ___________________ 27 | e 5 84 7. 34 7. 59 9, 50 9. 40 7. 92 1. 51 .57 6, 64 2, 84 2. 92
all 1948 _ __ L _.__ 26 | .. 511 9. 48 6. 68 12, 56 11, 07 8, 97 1, 33 .47 6. 08 2 88 3.75
2,000-2,999;
Winter 1948 ____ . __ .. ____... 37 . 6. 62 10. 10 7. 79 11. 77 13. 21 10. 09 1. 55 . 64 7.09 3 40 4. 56
Spring 1948 . ______________.__ 6l . 6. 30 2. 56 6. 85 11.93 13. 00 4. 79 1. 47 . 83 7. 58 3. 16 4. 39
Fall 1948__ .. _.__ 89 | ______. 6, 46 8 21 7. 57 16. 30 12. 40 9. 55 1.24 . 65 7. 52 321 4 28
3,000-3,999:
Winter, 1048___ _________.______ 30 .. 7.20 13. 59 7. 60 12. 18 18. 79 11, 47 1. 50 T8 8. 15 3.02 4. 80
Spring 1948_______ . _________ 37 |- 6. 15 12, 19 7. 00 10, 92 15. 75 9. 05 1. 62 . 50 6. 78 2. 89 3.7
Fall 1948 . _. . _ . . __ _ . _ . ____ S 3 I 5. 60 10. 13 7. 82 15. 83 4. 77 9. 98 1. 55 .44 7.32 3. 03 4. 10
4,000 and over:
Winter 1948 __ ________ ... ___. 15 [ ... 5. 63 11, 01 5. 81 10. 68 13. 50 9. 03 1. 48 . 66 6. 85 3. 29 3. 93
Spring 1948 ___________________ 20 | _______ 5. 90 12. 23 5 87 12. 29 11. 80 9. 69 1. 61 .46 5. 60 3.42 4. 02
Fall 1948 _ L .__. 19 ) .. 4. 90 9. 55 5. 08 15. 82 11. 63 9. 11 1. 20 .44 5. 54 2, 92 3.23
Not classified:
Winter 1948 _ _ _ _______________ 4 4, L. 4. 70 8 82 4,12 5. 28 10. 35 & 06 1,14 .09 515 3. 10 2. 55
Spring 1948 __ . _ . _ . __.___._ 20 L 5. 84 11. 51 5. B7 B. OB 10, 90 9, 53 1. 88 .32 4. 75 2. 45 3. 07
Fal 1948 _.._ ___ . e |2 30 T 6. 11 804 5. 05 12. 79 13. 76 6, 21 1. 02 .45 6. 46 3. 41 3. 62
Monpey value per household (doliars )
All ineomes: -
Winter 1948__ .. __...__ 100 | 20. 38 0. 83 1.03 0, 41 1. 64 3.24 579 0. 95 0. 26 212 1. 72 1. 08
Spring 1948 . _______.__ 165 20. 49 .95 1.08 .43 1. 66 3.04 5. 96 .98 .27 2. 03 1.72 .95
Fall Y48 __ . . o . ..__ 147 20. 20 .73 . 85 .40 1. 69 317 6. 19 . 99 .22 2. 20 1.71 .90
Under 2,000;
Winter 1948 . .. _ . . . ... _.. i4 14. 89 .49 . B0 .39 1. 02 2. 49 4. 38 . 89 . 14 1. 54 1.22 .77
Spring 1948 ... _.... 27 16. 26 . 83 . 85 .47 1. 25 2,02 4. 87 . D3 .20 1. 68 1. 85 . b4
Fall 1048 ... 26 17. 77 . 66 .71 . 35 1.27 2. 74 5. 61 1. 00 .18 1. 97 1. 61 .73
2,000--2,999:
Winter 1048 . __ . __..__. 37| 20.20 .82 1.01 .43 1. 68 3.09 5. 96 1. 02 . 26 1. 97 1. 80 1. 00
Spring 1048 .. _____. ... 61 21.29 . a7 1. 04 .42 1. 79 3.20 §, 22 .92 .33 2. 24 1. 7% 1. 06
Fall 1948 _ .. . ___. 59 20. 30 .77 . 84 .40 1. 77 307 6. 31 .92 .25 2.20 1.71 .90
3,000-3,999:
Winter 1948 . ___ .. e 30 23. 04 .98 1. 26 . 50 1. 85 379 6. 64 .04 . a6 2. 45 1. 79 1. 28
Spring 1048 __ . _ ... . _.__. 37 21. 18 .95 1. 20 .44 1, 70 3.74 5 76 . 99 .20 2. 29 1. 72 . 98
Fall 1048 .. . .. 35| 22 06 .73 .97 .45 | 1.84 3. 62 6. 71 1. 16 .18 2. 46 1.72 1. 09




4,000 and over:
Winter 1948 ______________.____
Spring 1948 __ _________________.
Fall 1948 __ ...
Not classified:
Winter 1048 _ _____
Spring 1948
Fall 1948

MINNEAPOLIS—ST. PAUL

All incomes:
Winter 1948 _ _ __ _________._____
Spring 1948 ______________.____
Fall 1948__ _ _ _________ ... ______
Spring 1949__ ... ___. e
Summer 1949__ ____
Under 2,000:
Winter 1948____
Spring 1948
Fall 1948 ___________________
Spring 1949_______ . __________
Summer 1949 __ ______________.
2,000-2,000:
Winter 19048___ ______ . _____
Spring 1948 ________________.___
Fall 1948 _. _______ . _____
Spring 1040_ __________________
Summer 1949__ .
3,000-3,999:
Winter 1048 _____
Spring 1948__
Fall 1948__  _______ __________
Spring 1949____________________
Summer 1949
4,000 and over:
Winter 1948 . _______________
Spring 1948__ . ___ e
Fall 1648 ________
Spring 1949 __________________
Summer 1949
Not classified:
Winter 1948 ________________._
Spring 1948__._ ... _________.__
Fall 1948 ___ _________________
Spring 1949____________________
Summer 19049 ________________.

See footnotes at end of table.

21. 42 . 89 1. 03 .29 1. 86 3. 29 5. 14 .92 .25 2,42 1. 86 1. 27

24. 04 1. 15 1. 32 .38 1. 95 3. 16 6. 72 1. 02 .40 1. 95 1. 92 1.12

20. 60 Ny . BG .34 1. 82 3. 15 6. 34 .92 . 25 1. 97 1. 73 . 83

17. 26 . 88 .94 .22 1. 06 2.93 5 12 .70 . 04 1. 91 1. 62 .73

19, 05 . 89 1. 06 .42 1, 44 2. 52 6. 28 1. 19 B ¥:) 1. 52 1. 52 . 88

18 54 .73 .81 .41 1. 58 3. 34 4, 54 .78 .22 2,44 1. 92 . 86

Quantity per household
Pounds Pounds Pounda Pounds Duarts Pounds Dozens Pounds Poundas Pounds Pounds

,,,,,, o 5. 62 10. 79 6. 53 11. 56 13. 80 8 17 1. 63 0.72 6. 22 2. 90 3. B84
________ 5, 40 g. 09 5. 80 11. ¢1 13. 02 8. 16 1. 56 . b1 5. 34 2. 63 327
________ 5. 75 10. 26 6. 00 15. 53 11. 96 8 08 1. 35 .49 5 58 2. 83 3. 43
________ 5. 41 8. 76 5. 47 11, 42 12, 34 8 25 | 1. 42 48 5. 32 297 3. 10
________ 437 7.26| 5.12] 1810 1.9 | 78| 127 A7 4.96| 277 4.23
,,,,,,,, 3. 63 9. 28 5. 53 9. 24 8 47 6. 07 1. 26 52 5. 38 2,04 272
_____ [ 4. 62 5. 02 5. 37 8. 95 8.72 5. 46 1. 16 .30 4. 64 1. 85 2. 38
________ 3. 94 7. 98 4. 96 9. 66 7. 91 5. 63 1. 38 .23 3. 84 2. 13 2. 45
________ 4, 85 9. 24 5. 094 1128 10. 82 4. 06 1. 78 .28 5. 60 2. 42 3. 28
________ 5. 12 7. 13 4. 91 18. 36 11. 49 6. 67 1. 24 . 66 4. 37 2. 54 2. 92
________ 5 84 10. 06 7. 96 10. 62 14. 04 7. 74 1. 65 .70 6. 76 3. 22 3. 62
________ 4. 77 8, &4 6. 26 10. 30 12. 71 7.92 1. 53 . 52 5, 42 2. 68 3. 11
,,,,,,,, 5. 85 10. 53 7. 58 15. 81 12. 48 8. 29 1. 40 . 58 5. 97 3. 11 3. 64
________ 5. 80 9. 70 6. 68 12, 42 14. 52 8 46 1. 75 .54 6. 58 2. 77 3. 74
________ 4. 02 6. 94 5. 10 17. 45 11. 88 8. 11 1. 24 .24 5. 01 2, 35 3.27
________ 6. 87 12. 11 6. 45 14, 04 16. 04 9. 76 1. 87 . 52 6. 79 3. 06 4, 84
,,,,,,,, 5 B2 9. 66 5 72 11. 45 14. 09 3 47 1. 62 . 49 5. 71 2 65 371
________ 6. 95 11.72 5. B8 17. 69 14, 00 9, 33 1. 48 . 5h 6. 56 2. 97 4. 34
_________ 5. 20 7.08 5. 91 12,23 12. 36 8. 63 1. 25 .44 6. 00 2,76 3. 28
________ 4. 32 6. 05 5. 60 17. 71 11. 72 8 23 1. 36 46 b 74 3. 14 3. 84
________ 5. 63 11, 42 5. 89 11. b5 14, 80 7. 86 1. b0 T 5. 83 2,92 3. 82
________ 6. 57 11,27 5. 69 13. 95 15. 54 9. 56 1. 82 .87 5. 51 3. 16 3. 45
________ 6. 86 11, 90 5. 80 20. 93 13. 28 9. 06 1. 40 . 8b 5 83 3. 26 3. 60
,,,,, S 5.9 (. 22 5 .01 11. 38 12. 81 8 32 1. 41 . 56 4,72 3.12 3. 36
________ 5. 05 4. 07 5. 04 20. 26 12. 83 8 29 ( 1. 32 . 53 4. 77 2. 44 3.95
________ 4. 43 9. 85 5. 02 1. 47 12. 81 9,37 1.80 . 82 4. 67 2. 76 3. 17
________ 4. 66 7.77 5. 24 8 08 11. 39 9.07 | 1. 46 .78 4. 32 2. 30 3.41
________ 4. 95 6. 54 4, 02 8 60 9. 39 6. 47 | . B4 .37 4. 30 1. g1 2. 90
________ 4, 07 8. 25 3.47 8 20 8 14 6. 35 1. 03 . 37 3. 23 2,02 1. 53
________ 2. 32 5. 11 4. 35 12. 89 5. . 97 .81 3. 94 2. 14 2. 12




Tante 80 --Foop FROM ALL S8OURCES (11 FOOD GROUPS): Quantity and money value of foods used at home in a week, by income—Continued

[Housekeepmg families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 2-15 veats, in 4 cities, separate seasonsf

| R mef”; Crtras Patatoos, [ Other \ ATk C Meat, Ly beans train IFats and Sogar
City, invome (dGollars), and season | Ii%lfg; Ali toods ! gr;%l},o‘;:ld : ofrlcxlilxﬂ:ms u(:’g:t‘:?-s . ‘ \é‘gef'rt?'l;’! (-tllliivl:‘a.lfelzt. "g';t]f‘f-‘" Eges m}&?s?‘s' pr(ot{f;gbs L ‘:)ils 7 swe%tsls
| vegetables
(1 l @ &) “w (5 (8 (\ " (8) ) (10} (1 az | s (1)
t Money vaiue per houselhold (dollars)
MINNEAPOLIS=ST, PAUL—continued ° i —
. | 1 1 {

All incotnes: Nwmber Founds Faundy Pounds | Pounds Quuris  + Ponnds Dozens Fuiads Pounds | Pownda |‘ Hounds
Winter 1948 _ . L 113 18 20 0. 78 0. 89 0. 40 .81 ' 311 4 52 0. 81 0 35 1. 72 1. 81 | 0. 80
Spring 1048_._ . _ .. ___ _. o 166 17. 72 .84 . 86 .44 .82 3.04 0 1. 84 75 .23 1. 57 1. 70 .74
Fall 1948 . .. . . _ . 159 17. 63 . 61 . 76 . 35 .8, 279 5. 00 74 .25 1. 74 1. 67 -85
Spring 1949____ __ . _ .. ____.__.... 145 17. 95 .81 1. 02 . 38 1. 93 2. 77 4. 05 69 .22 1. 68 1. 46 . 81
Summer 1949 _____ . __ __ . __ 147 17. 98 . 61 1. 08 .37 2. 42 ‘ 2. 62 4. 61 67 .21 1. 64 1.43 1. 09

Under 2,000: : |
Winter 1948 _ _ _ ______________. | 18 11. 99 . 53 . h9 .29 1. 16 ‘ 1. 83 3.04 . 64 28 1. 22 1. 33 .45
Spring 1948 _ . _ .. ._______ ___ 22 il. 81 . 63 . 60 .33 1. 42 J 2. 06 2 90 .52 12 1. 13 1. 10 .46
Fall 1948 __ .. .. ___._.._. . 24 11. 84 .42 . Bd L 24 116 | {. 88 3. 38 .72 10 1. 10 1. 18 . 50
Spring 1949______ el e 11 1G. 36 | 72 .92 38 1.75 2. 58 3. 09 . 87 13 1. 54 1. 19 . 62
Summer 1949 .. e 12 14. 55 l 68 .97 31! 2.02 2, 50 | 3. 31 . 65 24 1. 19 124 . 62

2,000-2,999: ( . (

Winter 1948_. __  __ . ____ __ 32 17. 83 | . .81 .49 1. 685 | 3. 16 1. 20 , 88 29 1. 72 1. 97 .73
Spring 1948 ____. S o 52 17. 30 .76 . Bd .41 1. 59 3. 86 4. 74 97 20 1. 49 i 1. 76 . 66
Fall 1948____ . ___ _____. __.__. 51 18. 02 .56 J 80 42 .68 | 295 5 03 .76 27 1. 78 1. 85 | 81
Bpring 1949______ . ___ ________ 31 18. 16 i 1. 03 42 209! 279 5 11 .85 20 1. 92 1. 35 78
Bummer 19490 . _ _ __ __ __ 27 16. 38 .56 ! 1.00 32 2,231 264 4. 54 . 66 10 1. 64 1. 16 71
3,000-3,990: [ [
Winter 1948 __ . _. . _ .. _ 32 2205 it L 03 } 43 2 35 3. 68 5. 68 . 87 42 2. 08 1. 88 1. 30
Spring 1948 ____ .. _._ . . 47 | 18 91 . BY 94 . he 1. 96 3. 36 a 27 .78 24 1. 78 1. 68 . B8
Fall 1048___________ ___.__ _. 36 ! 20. 10 .70 .70 \\ .33 2. 41 3. 18 5. B9 . 80 35 2. 11 1. 78 1. 00
Spring 1949__________________. . 38 | 17 43 .77 .89 5 .37 1. 98 2. 69 5 02 . 59 20 1. 88 1. 40 .79
Summer 1949_ . _____  ______ __. 40 18. 2R 1 L84 . 38 1 2 58 2 48 4. 81 .70 20 1. 86 1. 57 | . 98

4,000 and over: | | i
Winter 1948 _ _ . ______ __. e 24 18. 63 . 80 1. 06 .37 1. 88 3. 31 4. 5% .76 38 1. 68 i. 90 .9
Spring 1948__ . _______.__.._._. 33 20. 77 1. 07 104 .45 2 53 3. 67 5. 39 . R4 27 1. 62 2138 | .78
Fall 1948 ______ S 31 20. 41 .75 .92 L350 212 3. 17 5 70 84 26 1. 83 1. 95 1 1. 01
Spring 1949 __ .. . _____.__.._._. 51 20. 13 .97 1. 21 .40 2. 04 3. 16 5. 35 69 29 1. 57 1.75 | i. ¢l
Summer 1949 _ _ .. ________._ 52 20 32 - .74 1. 35 .39 2, 66 297 5. 33 , 69 25 1. 67 | 1. 59 b0y

Not elassified: ! i
Winter 1948 _ . _ . _____._ e L 7 17. 35 .59 . 90 .27 1. 74 2.93 4, 86 . K8 44 1. 49 l I 68 ! .98
Spring 1948 ____ . __ e al 12 17.33 .72 . 82 .39 .28 | 272 5. 46 L 76 36 1. 31 % 1. 38 L 94
Fail 1D48__ T 1T e 17 14. 26 \ . B8 .54 .32 1. 60 l 214 4, 04 .43 23 1. 38 1. 06 .90
Spring 1949________ [ i8 13. 25 .62 83 ! .28 1. 38 1. 95 4. 04 . 53 19 1. 23 } 1.12 .46
Summer 1949 ______________ __ 16 13. 24 38 | 92 | . 38 2. 00 { 1. 86 | 2. 90 } . 51 .20 | 1. 30 | 1. 14 | .ol

: | i I
‘ Cuantity poer household
S5AN FRANCISUO _ —
|

All incomes: Pounds [ Pounds | Pounds Pounds [ Quarls Pounds ( Dozens Pounds | Pounds . Iaundx Pou nids
Winter 1948_ . _______ .__ ___. ‘ 158 ‘ ________ 7.16 ‘ 10. 48 4. 29 11.23 7 12.72 9 16 ! 1. 31 0. 62 | 5. 48 2.62 | 3.90
Spring 1948__ __________________ 167 ... ._. 8. 58 11. 13 4. 39 13. 80 9. 74 j 1. 58 - 50 5. b2 3.00 3. 0
Fall 1948__ ____ . ___.______. . 157 . ... 7. 97 \ 9. 39 415 1R 58 1407 0. 08 i 1. 56 .70 6. 22, 2. 90 | 2 86



Under 2,000

Wincer 1948_ .. _____ . __.__. :
Spring 1948 _________.___.. .. .
Fall 1948 __ . ____._. . ._... . _.

2,000-2,999.
Winter 1948__ . ______ . ___ B
Spring 1948 __ .. ____..__
Fall 1948 . __ . . __ .
3,000-3,999;
Winter 1948__ ______._.
Spring L948 ___ .. _.__..

Fall 1048 . .

4,000 and over:
Winter 1948 ____ .. ___ _. ._
Spring MW48___ _____________ .
Fall 1948
Not classified:

Winter 1048 __ . ____._____.__.

Spring 1948 .. _____ .
Fall 1048___ . ._ . .

All incomes:

Winter 1048_ __ ___._ e

Spring 1948____ . o

Fall 1948 = _ _ _ .
Under 2,000:

Winter 1948 .

Spring 1048__ . __ S

Fall 1948 ___ __ __ ..
2,000-2,999:

Winter 1948 _ _ __ . __ . __._.__.

Spring 1M48___ . _.___.
3,000-3,999:

Winter 1048 __ ____ .. __ _. I

Spring 1048 . ____ e U

Fall 1948 .. -
4,000 and over:

Winter 1948, . .. __ .

Spring 1948 _________ . __._. .

all 1948 ___ . .

Not clagsified:

Winter 1948_ . __.___ i

Spring 1948 . ... . . .. __

Fall 1948 ______ .. o R

158
167
157

14
15
13

34
36
40

44
49
45

50
46
38

16
21
21

F1ml

e

gy ey

=

. hd
. 96
5. 68
41
. 32

.42
. 02
.03
. 93
. 80
12

53

FIENI e QOO

b
=]
-1

20,
22.
22,

15.

17

16
18,

20.
2%

22,
22,
23

23.
25.

24d.

14

19

15,

t Ineiudes expense for alcoholic beverages, coffee,

vinegat, spices, cxtraels, not shown separately.

60
14
45

o7

91
12

94
13
60

09
73
4

a7

59
65

49
69
99

tea, leavening agents,

? Ineludes eanned potatoes, potato chips and sticks,

1 Includes prepared or partially prepared dishes and soups, chiefly vegetable,

and fresh cquivalent of dried fruits.
4 Excludes bacon and salt pork.
dishes, chiefly meat.

o4
.37
70

. DG

_RH
L03

L1
23
.40

32
.42
.09

R
.04
B3

Includes prepared or partially prepared

[

Lo Oo L

[ R S

‘
J
[

!
sf 7.00 ] 1082 7. 54 1. 19 63 m1>zw! 1. 69
05 1 1427 ( 12 R0 7. 76 1. 51 .52 540 | 2.36 2. 53
79 } 16.30 | 1116 | 687 1. 46 .57 5421 2.20 ) 1. 90
67 | 10,91 | 1270 9. 04 1. 33 .48 474 2.501 2. 67
G 1116 { 13,46 K 80 1, 58 . 50 479 201, 2, 69
200 21,35, 1331 8.68 | 161 .88 | 661 304! 2. 70
o2l 10210} 14 48 9.63 | 1,44 . B4 7. 00 2 02 8. 27
361 10821 1502 1010 1. 67 . 50 6. 93 335 3.36
26 ¢ 1918 ; 16.01 | 10 03 {. %0 RO 787 315 3 42
11 2820 1260 1040 1. 34 .74 5 96 ! 2. 83 3. 25
86 1 12,22 | 13.33 ( 10.99 1. 63 . 48 5.28 1 305 3.7
56 | 17.40 1 15.15 9 16 | 1. 44 . 49 488 279 2,72
58] 0.94! 9. 04 561§ 1.99 .47 3. 04 1.70 2. 32
17| 1t.83 ' 13 30 900 | 1 54 . 54 4. 11 2. 71 77
{ 15.55| 11.16 9.04 | 121 .58 & 27 272 2RO
] | R B S o
Muoney vatue per houschold (doilars)

- 1 e TS .
1821 280 | 5 95 0.88 | 025 1,90 167 0. 86
34 2 03 3. 13 6. 28 1. 04 .22 .97 | 1.8% .99
20 2 97 3. 24 6.36 | 125 . 28 2 04 171 .78
27 1. 24 2. 56 4. 31 * LT5 .19 1. 93 L. 46 .36
.31 1. 81 2, 88 471 .04 . 29 1. 69 1. 47 . R4
.22 1. 81 2, 86 4. 49 1. 18 . 29 1. 66 1. 27 .43

I

.33 1.76 1 2.58 5. BY .91 17 1. 64 1. 57 . 69
.37 106 | 2,93 5, 82 1. 03 .21 1. 80 1. 80 .78
.30 2. 28 3.00 6. 03 1. 27 .34 2 24 1, 89 . 69
.38 1. 87 3. 18 6 18 .97 .26 2 32 1. 80 .91
. 39 E 1. B8 3. 42 6. 24 1. 11 L 20 2, 26 L 97 .92
” 2, 29 3. 67 ﬁ%i]AI .24 2, 37 L. 76 . 80
3 ‘ 201 312 7. 06 89 .30 1. 99 1. 88 114
2] 226 3,12 7. 25 1. 0% .23 215 Lol 1. 32
5. 250 3. 36 6. 72 1.2t .26 1. 76 1. 70 .9l
25 73 2. 13 3.83 1 .66 .37 1. 02 1. 14 .62
f 2, 16 2. 99 6. 02 .89 .23 1. 41 1. 70 . R7
3| 208| 256 [ 6. 49 .98 27| 1e6! 156 . 86

¢ Includes chocolate and cocoa; dry equivalent of cooked beaus and peas
and shelled equivalent of nuts, .

@ Includes the weight of flour, meal, cereals, pastes, added to the dry equiva-
lent of prepared or partially prepare(i dishes and soups chiefly grain produets,
and approximately 60 percent of the weight of the bakery products.

7 Includes hacon and salt pork, .

8 Includes the sugar equivalent of soft drinks and eanned purddings.




APPENDIX B. METHODS USED IN COLLECTING THE DATA

Sample Design

1948 Survey of Urban Families in the United States

Coverage and size of sample.—The 1948 urban survey was
designed to be representative of all housekeeping families
of two or more persons living in urban eommunities in the
United States. Housekeeping families were defined as
thosc in which at least 2 persons each ate 10 or more meals
from the family food supply in the week preceding the inter-
view., Boarders and household help counted as members
of the household.

The zample was planned to provide classification of fami-
lies by income only. In determining the size of the sample,
an examination was made of such measures of variability
as were available from the food consumption data of pre-
vicus surveys that included national urban coverage—the
Consumer Purchases Study and Family Spending and Sav-
ing in Wartime, 8uch considerations, together with
the amount of funds available, led to plans for & sample
designed to yield at least 1,500 schedules scattered as widely
as administratively feasible.

Selection of cities.—The mechanies of selection within the
sample design, together with cost and other administrative
factors, vielded ﬁg urban places. The cities were selected
from all urhan places (population of 2,500 or more) strati-
fied by geographiec locality and size. Ineome was not used
as a stratifying factor because estimates of average in-
eome were not available for all cities. However, average
rent may serve &s an indicator of income, and was examined
along with other data to check on the representativeness
of the cities actually selected as the sample.

The five geographic localities % introduced as strata were
census divisions or combinations of census divisions as fol-
lows: (1) New England and Middle Ailantie, (2) North
Central, (3) South Atlantic, (4} South Central, (5) West-
ern. Within each geographic stratum, urban places were
ranked according to size, the size strata were delineated
in such & way as to have approximately the same number
of persons in each, and within each geographic-size stratum
places were selected with probability proportionate to
gize. it

The preferred measure of size for the purpose of definin
these strata would have been the number of oecupi
dwelling units in each urban place at the time of the survey,

——
# Before these geographic strata were used, investigation
was made of the location of such population groups as
Negro, Chinese, Italian, etc., that are believed to maintain
distinet patierns of food consumption. The distribution
by Btate of white persons from 10 countries having the
eatest number of natives in the United States in 1940
%-;ver 70 percent of all foreign born) was examined in rela-
tion to the geographic strata zelected. Nonwhife groups
were similarly examined. It was decided that the geo-
graphie localities selected were adequate to take these
factors into account. . .

# The camples described in this publication were designed
so that ratios rather than quotas were used. This proeed-
ure tended to compensate for errors in estimates of popula-
tion in blocks, cities, and so forth.

174

since the dwelling unit is the concept closest to the survey
definition of a household for which there are census data.
No such data were available. Ag of 1947, however, the
number of oceupied dwelling units was available for geo-
graphic regions, but not for urban places. The desired
number of schedules was therefore distributed among the
regions in proportion to the number of oceupied dwelling
units reported for each, but within each region the sched-
ules were distributed to the size strata according to the
estimated 1947 population

. In all, 70 cells were thus set up to form the regional and
sige-of-city strata, each of which contained on the average
an estimated 340,500 oceupied dwelling umits or about 1.2
million persons, Becanuse cells could not be exactly equal
in size, the desired number of schedules was allocated to
each cell in proportion to its estimated population. Seven
of these cells were further divided into two approximately
equal subeells, These were cells made up predominately
of places with less than 10,000 estimated 1947 population.
This device was introduced to take into account greater
between-city variation in marketing practices of these small
places. Of the 77 cells or subcells thus formed, 17 were
filled by 8 cities large enough to fill 1 or more cells: Now
York, 6; Chicago, 3; Los Angeles and Philadelphia, 2 each;
Baltimore, 8t. Louis, Cleveland, and Detroit, 1 each.
From the remaining 60 cells, selection was made at random,
with each urban place having a probability of selection
proportionate to its estimated population, thus providin
for the selection of 68 urban places. The number o
schedules expected from each urban place was the number
allocated to the corresponding cell or cells.

The method of selection thug described insures the
desired regional-gize distribution of the urban places to be
included in the samples. One further restriction, however,
was set on the sample of eities, After selection was made
from each eell in a geographic stratum, the number of
selections from each State was compared with the number
expected on the basis of 1947 population, If the distribu-
tion of cities actually drawn in each stratum differed from
the expected State distribution by more than one city, a
new drawing of cities for that stratum was made. The
greatest number of drawings required for any one stratum
wasg 50; the least number was 4. A list of the 68 cities thus
gelacted follows.

# There was better basis for estimating the size of urhan
places in 1947, for which data were not directly available,
in terms of population than of dwelling units. Population
and number of dwelling units are highly correlated, es-
pecially within geographic regions. 1947 population fig-
ures were available for 34 metropolitan distriets and for all
States. The population changes from 1940 to 1947 in
these areas were applied to the 1940 population figures of
the appropriate urhan places to provide the estimated
population by which they were ranked and grouped
into the size-strata. Regional urban totals which were
available for 1947 provided a check on the reasonableness
of the estimates for the smaller units,



Norty AND WEST

California: New Jersey:
Chico. Jersey City.
Gilroy. Pennsauken.
Inglewood. Woodhbridge,
Los Angeles. New York:
BSan Franeiseo. Albany.

Colorada: Buffalo.
Alamosza. New York.

Conneeticut: Searsdale.
Hartford. Sencea Falls,

Illinois: North Dakota:
Berwyn_ Williston.
Champaign. Ohia:

Chicago. Bexley.
South Beloit. Canton,

Indiana: Cleveland.
Bluffton. Jackson,
Indianapolis. Toledo.
Rensselaer. Oregon:

Towa: Portland.
Towa City. Pennsylvania:

Kansas: Brockway.
Parsons, Glassport.

Maine: Hamburg.
Gardiner. Philadelphia.

Massachusetts: Pottsville.
Boston, Wilkes Barre.
Lowell. Rhode Island:
Pittsfield. Cranston.,

Michigan: Ttah:

Detroit. Salt Lake City.
Lansing. Washington:

Minnesota: Yakima.
Minneapolis. Wisconsin:

Missouri: Milwaukee.
8t. Louis. Superior.
Springfield.

SouTs

Arkansas: North Carolina;
Fort Smith, High Point.

Delaware: Oklahoma:
Beaford. Oklahoma City.

Florida: Tennessee:
Haines City. Memphis.
Miami. Texas:

Georgia: Austin,
Atlanta. Huntaville,
Dalton. Marshall,

Louisiana: Virginia:

New Orleans, Roanoke.

Maryland:

Baltimore.

Mississippi:
Forest,
Kosciusko,

As stated above, data were pot available to permit the
use of income as a basis for stratification. It was felt that

larger differences in the various pgeographic strata com-
pensating for each other, as is shown in the following data:

rental values in 1947, beecause of rent controls and gen-
erally unsettled conditions of the postwar economy, could
not be nsed as a substitute. However, since the relation-
ship between income and rental value was probably closer
in 1040 than in 1947, the average urban rental values in
1940 as reported in the census for all urban places was
compured with those for the sample as an indication of
the represectativeness of the sample with respeet to
income. For the urban United States as a whole, the two
averages are less than a dollar apart, with the slightly

Average rents] value of urban
dwelling units, 1940 !
(eograpbie stratum

Based on all |Based on sam-

urban places | ple places$
All United States_______________ 827 328
New Iingland-Middle Atlantic__. 32 38
North Centrad.____ .. __________ 26 29
Wesb.. . ______ 26 24
South Atlantic__._____________. 21 20
South Central_____________.___. 17 18

1 United States Bureau of the Census, United States
Cengus of Housing: 1940. Vol. 2, pt. 1, table 68, 1943,

2 Average for each sample place az reported in the census
Wlfig?tgd by the reciproeal of its probability of being
selected.

Selection of blocks within sample cities.— With the sample
cities and the expected number of schedules determined,
the next step was to select the bloeks in those eities from
which the dwelling units to be visited would be selected.
The sampling plan adopted called for one visit per bloek,
on the average. The number of blocks to be selected,
then, was to equal the expected number of visits. The
number of visits in each city, in turn, was estimated from
the number of schedules desired. It was recognized that
some of the households that would be visited would be
ineligible, either because they were nonhousekeeping or
were 1-person households, and some of the eligible house-
holds would be unwilling or unable to provide the requested
information. An allowance was made for these factors.
Similar studies in the past suggested that it would be
reasonable to expect 80 percent of the households visited
to be eligible and 85 percent of those eligible to partici-
pate¥® The allowance was made for each sample urban
place. Thus, if a city was expected to yield 21 schedules
(as, for example, was the case for Pennsauken, N, J., with
an estimated 1947 population of 20,655 representing a
population group of 1,214,000 in the fifth smallest size-cell
of the New England and Middle Atlantic geographic
stratum), 31 wvisits would be required, which, in turn,
would require the selection of 31 hlocks.

Blocks were numbered on maps of the cities. A number
between 1 and n—the denominator of the sample rate
determined by dividing the totsl number of blocks in the
eity by the number required for the sample—was selected
at random, and the block with that number was the first
sample block. Successive sample blocls were those indi-
cated by successively adding n to the random number.

Additional precedures were introduced in the 32 largest
eities, for which additional information was available from
1940 Census Block Statistics, supplement to the first series,
housing bulletins. In these cities the average number of
dwelling units and the average rental value were computed
for sample blocks and for all blocks that had dwellings in
1940, If the discrepancy between the sample and the city
as & whole was more than 2 dwelling units or more than $2
in average rental value, the sample of blocks was dscarded
and a new one drawn, using the same » value but a different
random starting number, (Between 1 and 6 such drawings
were reguired in the various cities to meet these conditions,)

# No substitutions were to be made in the field for
vacaneies, ineligible households, or eligible nonresponding
households.
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Clensus Bloek Siatistics also provided information which
was uged to assure adequate representation of those blocks
on which there were no dwellings (“‘zero blocks") in 1940,
but on which construction might have occurred in the
meantime.

In all 68 cities, inierviewers were instructed to eheck
to discover any boundary changes that might have oe-
curred between the times when available maps were made
and the time of the survey.# Any of the original sample
blocks that fell outside ihe corrected boundaries were not
used in the survey. If blocks had been added, the inter-
viewer was to revise the map, number the new blocks, and
select a sample of these additions at the original sam-
pling rate. In 20 of the urban places extra blocks were
found and in 18 of these there were enough sueh blocks
so that one or more were included in the sample,

Selection of sample dwelling unils and Ahouseholds.—In
each urban place dwelling units in all sample blocks werc
listed by interviewers in specified order and then numbered
eonsecutively from block to block. A within-block sample
ratio of dwelling untts was given to the interviewer to-
gether with a randomly chosen starting number for each
list, To provide for an average of one visit per block, the
denominator of the sampling rate of dwelling units was
equal to the average number of dwelling units per block,
computed by dividing the estimated total number of
dwelling units % as of 1947 by the total number of blocks.

Some deseriptive information was requested of -the
household or households occupying each dwelling unit
drawn for the sample. Such informaticn, entered on &
record card (p. 194}, provides the hasis for appraising the
representati veness of the sample (see pp. 179 to 182}, The
households that were found to be eligible—those with 2
or more members who ate at least 10 meals at home the
preceding week—were agked to provide the information
on their food consumption during the 7 days preceding
the interview and on their income and ezpenditures on
food during 1847.

History of visits—Tn all, 2,053 households were visited
in 2,084 dwelling units. Two percent of the dwelling
nits were vacant; fewer than 1 percent contained more
than one household. Fourteen pereent of the households
were ineligible to be interviewed because they were non-
housekeeping (4 percent) or were one-person hotsekeeping
units (10 percent). Eligibility could not be determined
for about 1 percent. f the households known to be
elizibte, 1,568 (89 percent) provided acceptable 7-day
food lists, 2 pereent could not be reached in three visits,
and 9 percent were unwilling or unable to participate in
the study. These results are summarized as follows:

Status of dwelling units and households visited Number Percent

Total dwelling units_. . _._. - I 2,084 100
Vaesnt. __ .. 50 2
Qceupled _______________________. 2,034 08
Households 1. _ .- _ . _______ 2, 053 100
Eligibility undetermined. _________. 30 1
Ineligible_____ . e mmmmemeee 280 14
Single-housekeeping.___._.______ 200 10
Nonhousekeeping- - ... _.__ 79 4

Nonresident_ - _ ... _._.___._. 1 (2
Eligible . . . _ 1, 743 100
Not contaeted __________________ 31 2
Not willing or able to participate._ 154 9

Participated, providing aceept-

able 7-day food lists______.____ 1, 558 89

! There were 10 dwelling units with more than I house-
hold.
* 0.5 pereent or less.

4 This was done by checking the eity limits through the
surveyor’s office, tax collector’s office, Chamber of Com-
meree, mayor's office, or other relinble source.

4 Estimated by dividing the estimated 1947 populatien
by the 1940 average household size.
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Surveys of Families in Four Cities, Separate Seasons

Coverage and size of samples.—The four-city seasonal
surveys were planned to provide data that would permit
corparisonsg of family food consumption in eities in differ-
ent regions and in different seagons. In the first season,
all housekeeping families of two or more persons were to be
covered in each city. Housekeeping families were defined
as in the urban survey as those in which at least 2 persons
each ate 10 or more meals & week from the family food
supply. By restricting the subsequent seagonal surveys to
& more homogeneous group of housekeeping families,
those consisting of 2 adults, no more than 2 children
between 2 and 15 years of age and no others, it was thought
that smaller sampies could be uged.

Administrative considerations, funds available, and san
examination of the variability in the consumption of cer-
tain food items in previous studies led to the decision to
plan a collection of 250 schedules in each of 4 citieg in the
winter of 1948, and of 150 schedules to cover the more
restricted group of families in subsequent seasonal surveys.

Selection of cities and seasons.—The eriteria used in se-
lecting the four cities were size—at least one-fourth million
population in 1940, geographically wide separation, and
the loeation of previous dietary surveys. These consider-
ations led to the choice of the following:

9 é.DBérmingham, Alg., in the South; 1940 population,
68,000.

2. Buffalo, N. Y., in the Northeast; 1940 population
576,000,

3. Minneapolis and St. Pau!, Minn., considered as one
unit, in the central part of the United States; 1940
combined population, 780,000.

4. Sgn Franecisco, Calif., in the West; 1940 population
635,000,

Each of these cities was included in the Bureau of Labor
Statistics studies of Money Disbursements of Wage
Earners and Clerieal Workers, 1934-36 and Cost of Living
in the United States, 1918-19. In addition, in Birming-
ham, a food consumption study had been made by the
Bureau of Labor Statistics in 1946 using similar collection
procedures. Funds were available to provide for the
collection of schedules from the restricted group of families
in the spring and fall of 1948 in these 4 cities, following
a winter collection from all 2-person housekeeping families,
and from the restricted group in 2 cities in the spring
and summer of 1949, The cities selected for the 1949
collections were Birmingham and Minneapoclis-St. Paul,

Selection of blocks within the four cities.—Ta provide for the
collection of 250 schedules in the winter 1948 sample, it was
eatimated that 339 visits would have 10 be made in gach
city. This estimate was based upon an allowance of 18
percent for ineligible families (about 16 percent aingle
consuiners and 2 percent nonhousekeeping 2-or-more-per-
gon families) and an allowance of 10 percent for nonpar-
ticipation of eligible families. These allowances are some-
what less than those used in the urbansurvey (see p. 175),
In that survey, procedures involving collection by inter-
viewers who frequently covered more than one city were
such that revisions of these estimates on the basiz of pre-
Yminary collection results would have been very expensive.
Hence the best presurvey estimates available were used
although theg might lead either to overcolleetion or under-
collection. On the other hand, in the four-city surveys
& sampling plan was feasible that was specifically designed
to avoid any overcollection during initial visits and to pro-
vide supplements if necessary for the desired number of
schedules.

In drawing the blocks from which the sample dwelling
units to be visited were selected, representation of all the
blocks in each city was imposed with respect to (1) loca-
tion, (2) average renfal value per dwelling unit, and (3)
population density, through stratification by these eriteria.

The latest data available for use in defining these strata
were from the 1940 census. Several devices and proce-
dures were introduced to take account of the population
increases and changes in the cities between 1940 and the
survey period, but the basic assumption was made that a



sample of blocka representative in 1940 would also be
representative in 1948 and 1949.

"The boundaries of the geographic strata were determined
by the map parts of Census Block Statistics. One map
part or several adjacent ones were considered a geographic
stratum. Thus, Birmingham was divided gecgraphically
intoe 12 units, Buffalo into 3, Minneapolis and St. Paul
into 19 (10 in Minneapolis and 9 in St. Paul), and San
Franeiseo into 9. .

The categories of rental value were defined in such a
way as to have one-third of the dwelling units in each,
The data were provided in the Houging Series of the 1040
Census, volume 2, table 18. The following shows the
rental values which differentiated low, middle, and high
rental:

- Maximum renzal of | Minimnm rental of

City lowest third highest third
Bimlingh&m___-_,--_,-j $10. 00 £32 00
Buffalo_..___.____.____ : 22, 50 34. 00
Minneapolis-5t. Paul____ 24. 50 37. 50
San Franeisco. .o -.._ 26, 50 40. 50

Population density was defined as the number of dwell-
ing units per block ag given in Census Biock Btatistics, In
Birmingham, four strata were used, defined as those blocks
with number of dwelling units falling in the following
ranges: 1-10, 11-25, 26-50, 51 and over. In Buffalo and
San Francisco the ranges of the strata were 1-19, 20-59,
60-99, 100 and over; and in Minneapolis-St. Paul, 1-9,
10-19, 20-29, 30-39, 40-59, 60-99, 100 and over.

Blocks were drawn at random with replacement after
selection of cach block so that a block could be drawn more
than onee and cach had an equal chanee for selection.
Blocks were drawn until the requirements for each stratum
of the three categories were satisfied.

Blocks that had no dwelling units in 1940, “zero blocks””
were ineinded so that the sample would also represent
areas built up since the 1940 census. They were selected
with regard to geographic distribution only.

Care was taken to examine the ¢ity boundaries to deter-
mine whether any changes had taken place between the
eensus and survey periods. Such changes had occurred
only in Birmingham, and the blocks that had been added
were given their proportionate chance to be included in the
sample.

As indicated previously, in order to prevent possibie
overcolleetion the lowest reasonable limit was used for
each approximation that had to be made in designing the
sample, To allow for the possibility that the sample of
blocks drawn as described above might not provide the
required 250 schedules, supplementary sets of blocks, about
10 percent of the size of the oripinal and selected in the
same way, were 10 be used if needed. I any part of a
supplementary set was needed, the entire set was used,

upplementary sets of blocks drawn by the same procedures
were also used In the seasonal surveys in each of the four
cities. Families meeting the restricted eligibility require-
ments interviewed in the 1948 winter survey were visited
in the epring. Those participating in the spring were
revisited in the fall. In each season additional sets of
blocks were needed in order to obtain the required number
of schedules. New samples in spring 1949 in Birmingham
and Minneapolis-8t. Paul were made up of the same
blocks as in the winter 1948 sample plus some of spring
1948 supplementary sets in the same order.

Selection of dwelling unsts,—The selection of a block for
the sample automatically determined the rate (%) of

sampling dwelling units on that block.®® A rapdom
starting number between 1 and n was provided for each
block that had dwelling units in 1940, and every ath
dwelling unit (starting st & specified point and following a
}}rescribed route pattern) was selected for the sample,

he blocks that had no dwellings in 1940 were considered
as & continuum with the blocks in specified order. The
sampling rate for these was 1/12 in Buffalo and 1/6 in the
other cities, In the 1949 surveys, in which, as has been
said, the same blocks were used as in the 1948 samples,
random starting numbers different from those uged in the
1948 surveys were chosen,

History of wisits.—In the 1948 winter survey in the 4
eities, the number of dwelling units visited ranged from 355
in Birmingham to 508 in San Francizco. The numher of
households visited, and the number found eligible, both
those mecting the broader size and housekeeping require-
ments and the more restrieted size group upon which
geasonal comparisons were baged, together with the
number participating, are shown in table 81,

In the seazonal surveys, as has been explained above,
families that partieipated in the winter 1948 survey and
that met the size requirement were asked to participate in
the spring and fall collections. In only 1 of the cities,
San Francisco, were as many as 150 of those participating
in the winter survey found to be of the selected family
type. Moreover, ag was to be expected, some of these
families moved away, changed in size, or refused to cooper-
ate a sccond or a third time. Hence, supplementary
samples were drawn in each season in all cities.  Similarly
in 1949, when new samples were drawn in 2 cities in the
spring, some families repeated in the summer collection,
but supplementary samples were needed, The number of
vigits to Tepeat families and to newly visited families is
shown in table 81 for each city and each season. The
extent to which the more stringent eligibility conditions
restricted the group in the seasonal samples may be seen
in this table. Whereas only 16 percent of all houssholds
visited were ineligible, because they were nonhouse-
keeping or 1-person households, from about one-half to
two-thirds of the households visited failed to meet the size
and housekeeping requirements for inclusion in the
seasonal samples,

It iz of some interest to note the response rate in succes-
sive scasons in the different cities and also the extent to
which a group of families fails to maintain certain eligi-
bility eonditions over time, Table 82 shows, for each of
the seasonal surveys, the percent of families in each of the
original and supplementary samples that either moved
away, became ineligible, or refused to participate in
succeeding seasons, In gencral, first collection response
improved with suecessive seasons when the same super-
vigor was in charge. In San Franeiseo, a new supervisor
began with the spring eollectior, and in Buffalo, & new one
began in the fall. The overall survival, however, was low
even though nonresponse dropped off sharply in successive
interviews, The mobility of the population and the fact
that many houssholds no longer met the rather stringent
eligibility requirements aceounted for the difference.

# Tt waz that value of% equal to I, 1/3, 1/6 . . . 1/96
that would provide 5 to 10 visits on the basis of 1940 Census

Block Statistics. The block density classes are deseribed
ahove,
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Tanwe 81.—History of visits by season of collection, 4 cities

Seasonal survey, 1948 1 Beasonal survey, 1949 2
D . . . ' Winter Spring Fall Summer
Qity and bﬁﬁﬂ;ﬁﬁ&;ﬁﬂlﬁgg units and 51115;33)]:, . o o .
Winter Repeal Repeat Repeat Spring Repeat
(2d eollec- New All (3d collee- | (2d collee- Neaw All (2d collec- New All
tiomn} tlon) tlon) tion)
RIRMINGHAM Nurher Number Number Number Number Number Nuember Number Number Number Number Number Number
Dwelling units . _ _ . _______________ 355 1% N I 102 457 | 42 409 407 [_-oo.-- 72 79
Vacant. .. ______ 3 i 2 1 " I I 0 4 13 | .. 0 13
Oceupted . - ________._______.___ 352 \ 352 ... 101 483 .. 42 405 394 {..______ 72 466
Households. - ___________._______ 3567 357 140 101 458 124 39 42 500 415 140 79 494
Bligibility undetermined_____ . __ 15 \ 15 G 4 25 0 0 2 27 0 0 0 0
Moved away between seasons. .| __.____|_______. k2 I 3 3 4| - 15 |- 13 | ... 13
Ineligible . ___ . _______ .. .__ 43 | 184 5 56 245 15 G 18 284 267 0 32 308
Eligible __ _ ______ . _______ 299 158 126 4] 185 101 29 22 174 148 118 47 173
’\Ionpartlmpatmg _____________ 32 18 2 2 22 5 1 0 28 8 5 1
Participating - __________._ 267 140 124 39 163 96 28 22 146 140 113 46 159
BUFFALQ
Dwelling units - - _____..__ .. ____ 457 457 \_____. . 332 789 (o). 112 £11¢) S IR USSR PPN SO
Vaeantb_. . ______._ .. ______ 5 73 4 ¢ I D 2 ) O VU ISR RPRN PP .
Oeeupled . ..o 452 452 | _.. 328 T8O . 110 23414 2 VS NN IR I
Households_ ____________ ________ 456 456 160 328 784 66 99 112 896 || oo
FEiigibility undetermined__.______ 28 28 2 2 32 0 0 3 35 | e
Moved away belween Seasons_ . |. .| _-- 2. 2 2 A PR | 13 USRS [RUUISPORPRUE) (RPIPpUPRIPIRN (SRR
Ineligible . __ L. __ i 38 271 9 192 472 7 7 62 548 | |eeaoo
Eligible . . .o . 370 157 87 134 278 57 85 47 302 |\ _ .
Nonparticipating_ ____________ 112 &7 21 35 113 3 22 17 155 |- mmcm [ m e
Participating_____ .. _________ 258 100 66 99 165 54 63 30 147 || e
MINNEAPGLIS-ST, PAUL
Dwelling unite . - - _____________.__ 367 367 | ______ 247 614 [ ___{__ e 91 705 490 [ ____._ 93 583
Vacant_ oo .. 4 4 . 3 [ S B 1 8 6 |- 0 6
Oecupied_ - _______ .. ______ 363 963 .. 244 607 | ___ 90 607 484 (. _._____ 93 577
Households_ . ___.____. _.___._ - 364 364 113 245 609 88 78 90 699 499 149 96 595
Eligibility undetermined__ . _ o 2 2 ] 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0
Moved away between seasons. __ \__.___ i I Bl ___. 5 3 4 0 12 __ . 6 __._ 3]
Ineligible . __ . ... ____.__ 51 219 14 157 390 10 14 57 471 334 18 58 410
Eligible__ .. __ . ___________ 311 143 o4 88 212 75 60 33 214 165 125 38 179
Nonparticipating_ - __.________ 58 30 6 10 46 2 4 3 55 16 12 4 32
Participating_____ . ___ . _______ 253 113 88 78 la6 73 56 30 159 149 113 34 147
BAN FRANCIECC
Dwelling units. - - _____.__ — 508 508 | ____ 218 726 || ____ ——- 183 009 || |eemme oL
Vaeant_________ R R— 11 11 J-mmems 7 1 DO 2 B0 ||l
Oceupied . __ . __ . ____ . __.__-__ 497 497 o __ 211 708 . |- 181 BRY || e
Households .. .- ... ... om0z | so2|TTTIESTl zar | 723 96 7il 13| eoe |oIITIII[IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIN
Eligibility undetermined___ . 12 12 3 7 22 0 0 4 26 || is
Moved away between seasons_ .. _(..__. N [ 11 oo - 11 5 Tl 28 e e
Tneligible . __ . ___ .. ___ .. ____. . 114 280 23 121 424 22 14 111 BT | e e
Eligible__________ .. ___._______ 376 210 121 93 266 69 50 68 286 | .. e |
Nonparticipating. ... .__..__. 88 52 25 22 ] 99 ) 7 18 129 | e C
Participating__________ I 288 158 96 71 l 167 64 43 50 187 ||| _

i Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons.

? Houzekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 2-15 years,



TasLe 82.—Survival rales of families eligible for participation on first visit and loss rates for specified
causes, 4 cities, by season of first collection

[Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 children, aged 2-15 years]

. s s Maved B ineligibl
City end season | Al eligi- Partieipants Tligible nonparticipants (bl S etweens
ol first eol- bles of first \ -
collection collection | 1o wiljac. | 24 collee- | 3d collee- | st colleo- | 24 collee- | 3d collee- | Ist and 2d | 2d and 3d | 18t and 24 | 2d und 3d
tion tion tion tion tion tion collectiong | colleetions | collections | collections
BIRMINGHAM |
Number Percent Percent Percent Percenf Percent Percent Percent Percent Pereent Percent

Winter 1948__ 158 BR.6 | 278 4O 60. 8 11. 1.3 1.9 3.
Spring 1948___ 41 95. 1 68. 8 |______.__ 4. 204 . __. QB |- - 146 |-

all 1948 __ 22 1000 | o . )ooooos [ 1 0 N UORDUPI FROUPIPIRERVIPE) (SPRPUpUpUPIRVE FEUDUPURUPEPRPE PIOUNRIPRRPRY (R -
Spring 1949___ 148 94 6 764l [ 5 34 ... 8 8 oo A
Summer 1049 47 97. 0 ( ________________ { 2ol | e I U

BUFFALQ i f ’
Winter 1948 __ 157 63.7 . 3420 34. 4 36, 13. 4 1.9 1.3 1.3 5.7 4 5
Spring 1048___ 134 73. 9 ] 470 . 26. 16. 4 j..__..._ 3.2 |o.____ 5.2 oo
Fall 1948__ ___ 47 63. 8 | ________ [— 36.2 |________ N DR AP (R I
MINNEAPOLIS- ’ l E
ST. PAUL l ]

Winter 1948__ 143 79.0 61.5 51.0 21, 4 2 1.4 3.5 2.1 Qj 8 7.0
Spring 1948___ 88 88. 6 63. 6 |______ 11 4.5 |- - 4. 5 | ____._ 159 |-
Fall 1048 ____ 33 90,9 | | aooeos L 70 A ORI (DUDEDEPUPINDN (NP OUURP DIV PR R
Spring 1949___ 165 90, 3 68. 5 [______ . 9. 73 [ccooooC 3.6 . _.__ 1009 |- __
Summer 1949 38 8.5 |- |ameeeeo 1005 | e e i e e

BAN FRAN- l

CISCO J
Winter 1048__ 210 75.2 | 4457 30,5 248 ‘ 11. 9 2 4 52 2.4 1.0 10. 5
Spring 1948___ 93 | T6.3| 4621 _______ 237 7B e O3 5.3 oo
Fall 1948 ____ 68 73,08 o o|eeeaaa ‘ 2600 e |t e e ———
\

1 Percentages have been computed from the data of table
81. Because each was rounded independently, combina-
tions may not add precisely,

? Excludes 3.8 percent (of 158) not shown separately for
whom eligibility could not he determined for the second
collection,

¥ Excludes 1.3 percent (of 157) not shown separately tor
whom eligibility could neot be determined for the second
collection,

+ Excludes 1.4 percent (of 210} not shown separately for
whom eligibility could not be determined for the second
collection,

Appraisal

In appraising the data presented in this report, several
approaches have been used. Tirst, the representativeness
OF the samples was examined through comparing informa-
tion on the characteristics of the households vigited with
information on similar characteristies of comparable popu-
lation groups from census data. If the sample of house-
holds visited was found to be representative it was assumed
that the eligible households were also. Some analysiz
was also made to determine the extent of bias, if any, in-
troduced by nonparticipation or by nonreporting of income.
Second, the reliability of some of the items from the surveys
has been measured in terms of the sampling errors involved
in the data. Third, the data on food consumption ob-
tained from the participating families were examined for
consistency and for conformity with patterns of eonsump-
tion that have become well-established in family surveys.
Finally, a rough comparison was made with the national
aggregative data on quantities of foods available for con-~
sumption in the United States.

Relatively little information is available on the response
error in food consumption survey data. The method and
schedule form (food list} used in eollecting the dats are
deseribed later (pp. 189 {o 200). The comparison of the
survey data with the national aggregative data offers
some evidence that the response error for groups of house-
holds was not large,

Representativeness of the Samples
1948 survey of urban families in the United States

Comparison of sample with census date,—Since the 68
sample eities were selected from all urban places in the
United States stratified according to geographical locality
and size, it is to be expected that the distribution by region
and by city size of dwelling units visited in the survey
should he in fair agreement with corresponding census
distributions, Table 83 shows that there i ciose agree-
ment with respect to both characteristics of stratification.

Census and survey data also show close agreement on
tenure and ¢olor, In 1850, 50.5 percent of the dwelling
units were owner occupied and 8.7 percent were occupied
by nonwhite households (17, table 3)." The survey results
were within three-fourths of a percentage point for both
items.

Other comparisons one is tempted to make must be
obgerved with eaution, for the data examined are not
strictly comparable. For exzample, the 3.8 percent of
dwellinge that were vacant as reported in the census of
1950 included structures whether habitable or not. For
the survey, only habitable structures were oconsidered
dwelling units, and 2.4 percent of them were vacant.
Another comparigson shows that there is a higher percent-
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age of college-trained women in the survey sample than
in the census figures, which iz to be expected from the
faet that census data refer to sll females 14 years and
older, wheress the survey data are for the homemakers
in the dwelling units visited,

TarLr 83.—COMPARISON OF URBAN SURVEY WITH
CENRSUS DATA: Dhsiribution of households by
geographic localily, size of urban place, and
Jamily income

Gteographic locality, size of urban place, and Census, { Survey,
ineome (1847 before taxes, dollars) 19471 ( 1948 ¢
Geographie locality: Percent ‘ Percent

Al .. 100. ¢ 100. 0
New England and Middle Atlantie.l 34.0 34, 8
North Central____________ e 31. 2 31.0
West_ ... ___ e 13. 5 12. 9
South______ e e 21.3 21. 3

Rize of urban place (population}:

Al U 100. 0 100. ¢
2 500-9,000_ . __ L } :38 9 { 14,7
10,000-49,999_ ___ .. ___.___. . 25 0
50,000-249,999_.____________ - 20, 3 20, 8
250,000-999.999____ __ e , 20, 3 18. 8
1,000,000 and over._____________| 20.5 20,7

Tncome:

ANl . 100. 0 100. 0
Under 1,000 _ _ . _______________ 6. 4 3.6
1000-1,999___________ . _____.___ 13,3 12. 6
2.000-2,990_ ________ " el 24, 2
3,000-3999__ _____ .. ___. 21,4 23. 4
4000-4,999 .. _._. 14. 0 14. 5
5,000-5,99% __ __ _____________ 9.0 7.7
6.000-9.999_ " TTTTTTTTTTC 10. 8 9.9
10,000 and over_ _._____________ 3.1 4.1

1 United States Bureau of the Census, Current Popula-
tion Reports. Population Characteristies. Ser. P-20,
No. 11, table 1, February 1948; and Consumer Income,
serieg P60, No. 5 (15).

? Places classified on the basis of their 1950 population.

# Breakdown not available in 1947, Distributing the
38.9 between the first and second elasses 1n proportion to
the 1950 population would result in 15.3 and 23.6, re-
spectively.

The comparison of the income distribution of the families
it the survey with the distribution from the census sample
survey of incomes in 1947 also must take into account the
lack of exact comparability in coverage and definition.
For the purpose of this comparison (table 83), s distribu-
tion of survey families was made using money income
before deduction of Federal income tax. The census data
refer to families of two or more persons regardless of house-
keeping status, whereas the food survey covered only
housekeeping families of two or more persons.f” In the
census survey, the term “family’” refers to “a group of two
or more persons related by blood, marriage, or adoption
and residing together,” (14, p. 6} whereas in the food sur-
vey, the ‘‘economic family’’ consisied of related or un-
related persons who pooled incomes or shared ia family
funds for their support. Sons and daughters who lived
with their parents but whose income and food expendi-
tures were not known to the parents were not considered
as family members. (See Glossary, Family, economic.)

So far as the income distribution is concerned, these two
differences, the one in coverage ard the other in definition,
probably tend to work in opposite directions The exclu-
gion in the food survey of nonhousekeeping families prob-
ably tended to decrease, relatively, the number of low -

7 Tt has been estimated from the survey data that more
than 96 percent of all the urban families in the United
States in 1947 were “hounsekeeping” families.
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income ifamilies, whereas the failure to include in the
economic family all sons and daughters living at home
probably increased, relatively, the number shown in the
lower income ranges. Ancther slight difference in the defi-
nition of income may be noted. The census definition
included gross receipts from roomers and boarders, whereas
the food survey definition included net receipts rrom
hogrders and gross receipts from roomers. About 13
percent of the food survey families received some income
from hoarders.

Considering these points of noncomparability, the two
distributions would seemn to be in substantial agreement.
The cengug distribution showa more families with very low
income {under $1,000) and more with relatively high income
{over $5,000) than the food survey. The median income
from the census study, $3,349, was slightly less than the
median from the food survey, 33,411,

Effect of nonparticipation of eligible families—Since in
this study B8 in most surveys of this type, a certain per-
centage of families were either not reached after three or
more visits or were unable or unwilling to participate in the
survey, it is desirable to review the characteristics of these
nonparticipating families and appraise, if neecssary, the
effect of their nonparticipation on the final survey resuits.
Cornparision of several characteristica of the participating
and nonparticipating families is provided by information
obtained on the record card from all households.

Of the 1,743 eligible households, 185, or 11 percent, did
rot provide the information for the foodlist. (Seep. 176.)
Of these nonparcicipating households, 17 percent were not
reached; 11 percent were out of town during the collection
period and 6 percent were not reached in 3 vigits. Another
3 percent were away during part of the survey period and
could not be interviewed. The largest group (V8 percent)
indicated that they preferred not to participate; illness in
the family was given as the reason by 18 percent and being
otherwise too busy by 19 percent, while 41 percent stated
unwillingness or falled to keep an appointment with the
interviewer. For another 2 percent the reason was not
reported.

The eomparisons of all eligible households, the partic~
ipating, and the nonparsicipating households with respect
te & number of characteristics are shown in tables 84
through 86. 8Some characteristics, such as tenure, the
rental value of the dwelling unit, and the age of the home-
maker, do not seem to he associated with participation.
However, with regard to other characteristics, the non-

TasrLe 84 —Tenure and rental value of dwelling
unils of participating and nonparticipating
eligible households, urban survey

‘; Partiol x Non]t{snrttci-
artiel- onpar- a’ s
Tenure AL eligibless “RORET | TN | Parcent of
\ eligibles
Percent distribution I
e .

All reported '______ 100.6 4 100.0 1 160.0 9.5
Qwned.__.__ .. 5.6 518 A2 9.7
Rented_________ 48. 4 48.4  47.5 9,4

\ ! :
Average rental value W

: (dollars}
All reported * .. P52 52 5.
Owned..__—. . 63, 62 66 1 . .
Rented_.._.____ |

41 l 40 42 |- . ____

1 Excludes dwelling units of 4 participating and 22 non-
participating households not reporting this item.

! Exeludes dwelling units of 40 participating and 41
nonparticipating households not reporting this item.



respondents were quite different from those that provided
schadnles (the probability is less than 5 percent that such
differences could occur by chance), Some of these differ-
ences are as follows:
WResponse was best in the South and poorest in the
est.
Regponse was better in places with less than 50,000
population than in larger cities.
Response was better among nonwhite than among
white households.
Larger families and those with children (probably the
same families) tended to respond better than smaller
ones.

articipating and

TasLe 85.—Characteristics of
{ds, urban survey

nonparticipating eligible house

| N
. | . | Partiel. |NOLPAL- ns;aan

Characteristie ‘:Hﬂeé}’ Ppan& ptani;s pereent

1}
' eligibles

f \ ¢

Percent distribution
Geographie loeation; ]
Al - .100. 0 1100. 01000 10.6
New England and Mid- i
dle Atlantie ________| 35.9 | 35.6 | 38. 4| 11.4
North Central____ .. ___ 30,81 20,9} 207 102
West______.____ . ____ 1.9 11.5 | 157 | 139
South Atlantie____ .. 10. 4, 10.8 9.2 23
South Central ... _ woolind| 70| 6z
Size of urban place, 1950 [
opulation !

AlE,I_)_-_,,,.___,_ oo --jL00. 0 [100. 0 [100. 0 ! 10.6
2,500-9999____ __ ___ 14.5 1147 1 13.0, 9.5
10,000-49,009 " 7 26.0!26.3 | 243 9.9
50,000-249999___ ___._1 2006 | 20.4 2L 1 12. 7
250,000-999,999 _.__ .. 18,7 [ 18,5 | 20.5 | 11.7

¢ 1,000,000 and over | 20.2 ] 20.1 [ 21,1 1L1
‘olor:

All reporting 1. __________ 100. 0 1100. 0 100, 0 E 10. 6
White___ . _________.._ 00,2 | 80.4 | 97. 8 11, 2
Nonwhite_ __ . . ______.__ 0.8 1 10.6 2.2 l 24

Age of persons eating at !
home: ‘

All reporcing 2. .. _--{100. 0 (100, 0 1100, 0 ‘_ -
16 yearsormore_. ____| 73.0 | 72.4 | 79.3 .-
2-1H vears_ .. . ____ o] 2281233 108 |- __
TUnder 2 years__ - .| 4.2 4.3 28 ..

Number of persons eating at |
home (count of house- |

N hold members): 00,0 1000 J 0.6

Al oo 100 100, 100, ¢ ,
2 o _..____| 3019 | 20,3 | 44. 1 15 .2
2 S 27.5 ) 27.5 | 27,4 106
4 .. DU 208 | 21.0 | 14.5 7.6
B e el 11,0714 7.3 7.3
6 ormore.._.________ 103} 10.3 6. 3 6.7

Average number of
household members
|
All reporting®_ _________.__ 3. 51 , 3.5712.08 | ._.__
White_.. - _ . . . 3.50 35531308 |__._..
Nonwhite_____._ . _.____.._} 3.66 J 3.66 | 3.68 |_____ .
I

! Excludes 6 participating and 6 nonparticipating house-
holdsg not reporting this item,
2 Exeludes 39 persons in § participating households and
2 personz in 1 nonpsariicipating household that did not
regort this item.
The 12 households not reporting color are ineluded
with white households.

Households with homemakers employed away from
home were less likely to respond than others.

Households whose homemakers had more formal
education were less likely to respond than others.

Response was better from households whose heads
were laborers, operatives, and craftsmen than from
professional, clerical, or entrepreneurial households.

In spite of such differences between the participating
snd nonparticipating households, the latter form such a
smsll proportion of all eligibles that the averages and dis-
tributiona shown in these tables for all eligibles and for
those participating are subatantially the same. What-
ever differences exist are astributable to bias and not to
sampling error, but they are no larger than might be
expected from sampling error alone. It may be inferred
that since nonresponse does not materially distort data
dealing with these factors that may affect econsumption, it
will not introduce bias into the consumption data. There-

TaBLE 86.—Characteristics of homemakers and
household heads of participating and nonpartici-
pating eligible households, urban survey

o
Nonpar-;Hioiban
. Allell- | Partlol-, asa
Charncteristic HL tlol.
gibles { pants | pants peroc[ent
| I eligibles
Percent distribution 5
Fmployment of homemaker: ‘
All reporting 12, _______ L1000 1100. 0 §100, 6 | 10,1
Employed away from
home____. _.__._.__. 22,3 21.5 | 29.9 13. 5
Wot employed away
fromhome_.____.___| 77.7 | 78 5| 70.1 9.1
Formal education of home- 1
maker (years of school
completed):
All reporting 15___ o100, ¢ 100, 0 100, 0 7.4
Flementary: 0—4 vears_| 6.9 6.9 6.5 8.0
58 years | 28. 0| 28.1 | 26. 8 7.1
High sehool___________ 46.8 | 47.0 ! 45. 6 7.2
College ormore. . _._.; 183! 180 21. 1 5.6
Age of homemaker: )

All reporting 4. ______ 100. 0 100, 0 100. 0 8. %
Under 20 years... ... .9 .9 1.3 12.5
20-20 years____ ... . __| 19.5 [ 20,0 | 14 6 8.6
3039 years_. .._._..._| 26,41 26,5 25 2 8.5
40-49 years____ . _____| 22. 4 [ 22,0 | 26.5 10,5
50 or more years_.. ___. 30.8 ] 30.6 32. 4 9.4

Occupation of head of houge-
hold:

All reporting 5___________[100. 0 {100.0 [100.0 | 8.4
Craft___. . ____ 24, 0 24. 41 19. 8 6.9
Entrepreneurial. . __._.| 142 13.9 | 171 101
Operative.________ ... 12.83 1281 7.7 5.3
Clerieal..___.___._______ 11,51 10.8 | 18. 4 13. 5
Professional__._ __ . __ .. 10,5 10. 47 121 9.6
Labor {exfarm)________ % 3 88 2, 9 2,4
Other. . ____.___.______ 7.7 7.4 9.2 7.9
Retired____ ___________ 4, 4 4,3 6. 4 12. 0
Unemployed._ .- ... _._ 7.1 7.2 6.4 7.5

1 Exeludes § participating and 2 nonparticipating hotse-
holds whose homemakers were not family membera.

? Exeludes 9 nonparticipating homemakers for whom this
item was pot reported.

31 Excludes 14 participating and 60 nonparticipating
homemakers for whom this item was not reported.

4 Excludes 8 participating and 32 nonparticipating home-
makers for whom this item was not reported.

& Excludes 15 participating and 44 nonpartieipating
heads of household for whom this item was not reported.
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fore it has not been considered necessary to appraise the
effect of nonparticipation on the food data or to suggest
any adjustments to the data to allow for hias in these
respects., ‘

Effect of nonreporting of 1847 incomes.—As part of the
problem of bias, another group of households may he
considered. These are the 147 households that provided
food consumption data but did not report on 1247 ineome.,
It is only when the food daia are classified by income that
their omission could distort the results; in the sections of
the tables referring to all households the cata from these
sehedules are included, and no bias is introduced.

Of the 147 households not reporting their 1947 income,
95 had not been asked for their income, rince they had not
been in existenee in 1947 or had not pooled their incomes
(see p. 203). As might be expescted, these households
showed eharacteristics of recent establishment. They had
fewer members, more than half being 2-member house-
halds, and a preponderance of tenants (77 pereent); their
homemakers were younger (62 percent under 30 vears of
age); and there were proportionately fewer older children.
More of the heads were engaged in clerical and fewer in
eutrepreneurial occupations and fewer were retired than
among all eligible houscholds.

The remaining 52 of the 147 households not reporting
their 1947 income were unanle or unwilling to provide in-
come information. These households were more like the
nonrespondent eligibles than like the other participanta.
They were in the larger urban plaees, and relatively more
of them were in the West. The household members had a
larger proportion of adults; their homemakers had more
formal education, and more of them were employed away
from home than thosge in the other partieipating house-
holds., They were similar to poth participating and non-
participating eligibles with regard to tenure, but the aver-
age rental value of their dwellings was higher. They had a
larger proportion of nonwhite households than the non-
respondent eligibles, Their houzeholds were larger than
those of both the nonrespondents and other participants,
and their homemakers were older; almost half were entre-
preneurial households.

In spite of these differences, there were too few house-
holds net reporting income—Iless than 10 pereent of all
households providing schedules—to influence materially
the data on characteristies used as indicators of consump-
tion. Thus with the exclusion of those households not
reporting income, the data for participants in tables 84 to
86 are changed relatively little. A Further check on this
point is pravided by the similarity of averages and dis-
trinutions for income for a week of those reporting and not
reporting annual income, Income for the week in 1948
was avaganle for 60 percent of those not reporting annual
ineome. ‘

The inference from the above analysis is that no material
distortion was introduced into the food data classified by
income through the omiscion of those households not
reporting income. Comparison of eonsumption guan-
tities (foods and nutrients) for all participants with quan-
tities for those reporting their 1947 income indicates only
insignificant differences. However, when the food data
for those participants reporting ineome were compared
with the data for those not reporting income, some sig-
nificant differences were found. Significantly smaller
quantities of leafy, green, and vellow vegetables, potatoes
and sweetpotatoes, milk, grain products, fats and oils, and
sugars and sweets were consumed by those not reporting
than by those who did report 1947 ingome. When food
quantities were summed in terms of nufrients, on the
other hand, differcnces were slight.

Surveys of Families in Four Cities, Separate Seasons

Comparison of sample with census data—In order to
appraise the representativeness of the samples of dwelling
unitez and households visited in each of the four cides in
the various seasons, survey and census data for five char-
acteristics were compared. The characteiiscics compared
are vacancies, ownership, color, rent (for winter 1948 only),
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and household size (table 87). The comparisons cannot
be precise since census figures are based on 1940 data,
adjusted (except for Buffalo) to 1947, and on 1950 data,
whereas the survey data relate to 1948 and 1949. More-
over, definitions of the characteristics are not always
exactly the same. For example, as indicated above,
vacancy rates are not strietfly comparable because of
differences in the definition of a dwelling unit, The percent
of dwelling units oecupied by nonwhite households aceora-
ing to the census was compared with the percent of non-
white households in the survey samples, and the census
data for average number of persons living in the ocoupied
dwelling units were compared with the survey data for the
average number of persons eating from the household food
supply.*® The rental figures were limited to tenants
becatse owners’ estimates of rental values tend to be
particularly unreliable in or follewing periods of rent
canfrol.

Comparisons were made also between census and survey
data with respect to two of the stratifying factors used in
drawing the blocks in each city from which the sample
dwelling units were selected—Ilocation in the city and the
population density of the blocks drawn. The sample
design, it will be reealled, imposed representation of all
blocks in the city with respect to location and population
density through stratification by these factors on the basis
of 1940 census data. Representation of sampie dwelling
units with respeet to these factors in 1948 and 1949 could
not he assured directly but could be approximated by
allowing for population growth through the device of
applying = sampling ratio for the seleetion of dwelling units
from each bloek drawn, whieh would yield a given number
of visits on the basis of 1940 Census Block Btatisties and,
in total, the desired number in the survey period (see p.
177). The extent to whick the resulting samples of dwel-
ling units appear to be consistent with trends in eity
population shifts as indicated by the 1940 and 1950 census
data has been checked.

These eomparisons revesl some differences between the
census and sample data, but the differences are not so
great as to suggest extensive or serious biag in any of the
city samples. A summary of the points of difference
lfaeﬁ;ween the samples in each city and the censzus data
cllows:

Birmingham.—In general, there is fairly close agree-
ment between the census and survey data as shown in
table 87 except for the vacancy and ownership rates in
the 1048 samples. The survey vacancy rates are low
and ownership rates high in the three 1948 samples as
compared with census data. Perhaps associated with
thege differences is the fact that in the 1948 samples
there were relatively more iouseholds from lower den-
gity blocks—50 or fewer dwelling units—than in the
1940 census.  (Becanse of the changing city boundariea
comparison was not made with the 1950 census data.}
Also, the geographic distribution of dwelling units in
the samples shows a heavier concentration of dwellings
in the strip through the center of the ecity between the
western and eastern boundaries. About 40 percent of
the dwelling units were in this area according to the
1940 census, and an average of about 48 percent in the
survey sampies,

Buffalo—No significant differences were found be-
tween the census and the survey data in Buffalo. Tt
may be pointed out that there was an increase in the
propertion of nonwhite households from the winter
season (2.9 percent) to the spring (3.7 pereent) andfto
the fall (5.3 percent), a trend also indicated by the
census data.

Minneapolis-St. Paul.—The proportion of nonwhites
in the gurvey samples in this city was s little higher
than in the census, but this is of minor importanee, for
the percentage of nonwhites was small, The proportion
of owner-oceupied dwelling units was higher in all the

% A tabulation of the spring 1949 survey data indicates
that about 3 pereent more persons lived in & dwelling unit
than ate from the household food supply.



TasLE 87 —(OMPARISON OF DATA FROM CITY SURVEYS WITH CENSUS DATA: Characteristics of dwelling

unifs and households

seasonal samples than in the census,  Asin Birmingham,
there was also some divergence between the distribution
of dwelling unita by block population density in the
samples and the 1940 census, proportionately more
sample dwelling units in blocks having 20 or fewer
dwelling units per block, Associated with this over-
representation of blocks of low dwelling unit demsity
is the overrepresentation of blocks with dwelling units
in 1940 as compared with “zero” blocks. The sample
design, it will be remembered, provided a somewhat
different proeedure for the sample selection of zero
blocks than those with dwelling units (see p. 177)., Some
of the geographic differences, significant only for the
1949 samples, appeared to be explained by an over-
representation of Minneapolis in the sample as compared
with the 1940 eensus, and by a real population shift,
a3 evidenced by the greater similarity of the samples
to the 1950 than to the 1940 census distribution.

Ban Francisco—In San Francisco, as in the other
eities there was some evidence that the ownership rate
in the sample was a little higher than in the census, but
the data for other household eharacteristics were similar
to the ecnsus data. The geographic distribution of
dwelling units, while differing significantly from the
1940 census, was similar to the 1950 census figures,

Nonwhite Reat Persons (mean)
Owner an
Vacant occupied (median}
Source of data dwelling | 4uelling % House- paid by | Livingin | Eating in
unlts units Dg‘ﬂtxgng e tenanta dﬁ;:lilti_;'tg lggisg
Dallars
Pereant Percent (bosed on | Number
Percent (based on | (hesed on Percent dwelling | (bused om | Number
{based on oecypied oceupied {based on | uwmils occu- | occupled (hased on
all dwell- dwelling dwelling all house- med by durelling all houge
BIRMINGHAM ing wnits) units) uniLs) holds) tenants) unita) folds)
Census 1947 L o o e 2.3 44. 4 3.6 ... -_ T .
Census 1080 2. . e 3.0 48. 8 35.0 _______ 22 34 |
Burvey:
V\\ffi!{lter 1048 e .8 54,9 | _____ 35. 4 16 jowoooooo 32
Spring 1048 oo .9 82.6 1. ... 30.6 |________ ... 3.2
Pall 1048 o e m e s .8 52.8 | __ . __ P 1 M A P IR 3.2
Spring 1949 oo 3.2 495 414 | 3.2
Summer 1049, e 2.7 48,9 |- 4001 | 3.2
BUFFALO
Cenzus 1940 oo mmmmmeeememo 3.7 32.2 3.2 .. __._ 25 3.8 ______..
Census 1950 . oo 1.2 43. 6 51 |- _.__ 32 3.2 ..
Burvey:
W’ir{rter 1048 e 1.1 41,9 .- 2 9 30 oo _.__ 3.3
Bpring 1948 . e 1.1 41,5 ... F 7 (R S S 33
Fall 1948 o oo cmm e —mmm—am 1.2 41. 3 jooaoon B8 i 3.3
MINNEAPOLI&S=ST, PAUL
Census 1947 M e 2.5 54 3 V2 oo 34 34 _______
Census 1950 2. e 15 53.7 1.6 oo .- 39 3.1 ..
Survey:
Wv'?gter 1048 e 1.1 59.7 |ocoovaas 2.8 35 |- 3.2
Spring 1048 _ _ 1.1 87.8 ... 2.8 || 3.2
Fall 1048 _________. e 1.1 56.8 .- P (N TR FESR I 3.2
Spring 1949 Lz 585 | ..o 2.2 | 3.1
Summer 1949 Lo 59.9 ... _. 2.2 .. 3.1
S8AN FRANCISCO
Census 1947 1 e 2.3 36.7 4,9 .. a8 3.0 |_______
Census 1950 2 e 30 367 84 | . 40 200 | aas
Survey:
Winter 1848 _ _ _ . - 2.2 41, 2 (oo 6. 4 35 | 2.8
Spring 1948 e 2.5 40.4 |- B0 _o__C 2.7
Fall 1948 e 2.2 385 |-o--_ 86 o _|eooooo 2.7
1 1940 city data adjusted by the ratio of 1947 to 1940 metropolitan distriet data.
2 United States Censzus of Housing: 1950, vol. 1, pts. 1 and 4, tables 17 and 21. 1953.

indicating that a real population shift had cccurred,
As in Minneapolis-5t. Paul, there was some underrep-
resentation of “‘zere’ hlocks in the sample. While the
digtribution of blocks with dwelling units aceording to
population density classifications used in the sample
design was similar to the census, the average density
within these classes showed significant differences be-
tween the census and the sample data. This sugpests
that in setting up the classes for stratification, finer
groupings might have been used.

Effect of nonparticipation of eligible families —With the
reagonableness of the sample of households as represent-
ative of all households in the city cstablished, the assump-
tion has been made that those eligible for inelusion in the
various seasonal samples were also representative of all
aligible households in each city. As in the urban study
there ia then the further question, Were those houssholds
that actually provided schedules representative of all
eligible houscholds? If nonparticipating households were
significantly different from those participating, and also
very numerous, some bias may have been introduced
through such nonparticipation.

In the urban sample, it will be remembered, there were
gome differences in the characteristies of the participating
and nonparticipating families, but the latter were too
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TABLL 88 —( izamctamstzcs of parmcapatmq and nonpa,rtwepatm 5l eb,mble Iwusefwlds 4~cn! J sur Uﬂ_?j.s

Survey and season of collection

Winter survey 2__
Seasonal survey: s
Winter 1948_
Spring 1948
Fall 1948 ____
Spring 1949
Summer 1949

Winter survey 2.
Seasonal survey:
Winter 1048.
Spring 1948
Fall 1948 ______ . _____.__ S,
Spring 1949
Summer 1949

Winter survey 2 . o eceoas

Seasonal survey:
Winter 1948. ___ e e .
Spring 1948_ ,
Fall 1948 _ _
Spring 1949 .
Summer 1949 _ .. ...

Winter survey ?
Seasonal survey:3
Winter 1948 _
Spring 1948
Fall 1948_. B
Spring 1949 . ...
Summer 1949, ___

Birmingham Buffalo Minneapolis-81, Paul San Franeiseo
SR (RN _,.U..,ﬁv - . e e
Al eligible | Priicipat- E N PMEiEe L AT ellgible | Farfielpat-) Nonpartle:) ) grigiple ‘ Paridipat- : Nonpartic-| Al eligibe | FaTHcipat-) Nonpartic:
Owners !

Percent FPercent l Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent l‘ Percent ! Percent I Percent Percent i Percend
57. 2 a7. 4 55. 6 42,9 40,1 56. 6 | 62. 4 61. 9 64. 8 | 46. 0 446. 5 44.
513 H2. 2 42. 6 33. 9 31. 3 440 &6 1 55. 8 57.1 l 43. 1 449 i 37. 0
52.8- 54. 0 41 2 35.2 30. 8 45. 6 \ 55. 2 H3. 6 61.4 | 43. 8§ 41. 9 47. 2
87. 7 G0.7; 391 36. 2 32.2 411 54. 2 51. 6 62. 3 41. 9 34. 5 15. 2
1] o4xa| o osnt| .. CUTA T 581 BES| 8T .| -
42, 8 4.-1.8[ 53. 8 |- .o - ___ . 54. 8 57. 5 714 .- ____. - [

- Nonwhite honseholds

Percent Percent Pereent Pereend Percent Pereent Percent Percent Pereent Lereent Percent Peroent
34. 4 36. 7 15. 6 3. 3.1 2.8 2.3 2.8 5 6 6.6 3
39.0 42. | 22.2 3.9 . 0 1.8 1.4 i.8 O 4.8 6. 3 ]
46. 2 49.1 23. 8 4.0 5.4 1.8 2.8 3.0 2.2 5.3 7.8 1.0
42. 8 44. 5 33. 3 5.7 6. 8 4. 6 2.3 1.9 3.6 5.9 9. 86 1. 6
35.8 36. 4 A3 B PRI U P 3.0 3.4 L SN SRR DO R
39. 3 41. 5 B4 8 o |emceaca oo 2.2 2.0 b 7 S PR PR S,

T _Fd’;r;)nq_e:;aﬁg at home per honsehold 4

Number Number Number Number Number Number Number Number 1 Number Number Number Number

3.4 3.5 k 36 38 3.1 3.8 3.7 l 2.4 3.1 3.2 3.
2.6 2.6 2 4 2. 6 2.7 2.4 25 26 2 2 2.3 24 2.2
2.5 2.6 2.3 2.5 2.6 2.3 2.5 2.6 2.3 2.4 2.5 2.3
2.6 2.6 2.3 2.5 27 2.3 2.4 2.6 2.3 2.4 2.5 2.3

2.6 2.6 2.2 ____ - [N 2.4 2.4 204 ... - [
2.6 2.8 2.4 . T 2 4 25 204 .. R
B I S S

Households with employed homemakers §

Pereent FPercent Pereent Percent Percent Percent Pereent Percent Percent Hrereent Percent Pereent
14. 0 12. 7 23,0 1.9 1.7 12. 5 22.2 17. 4 46. 9 27.7 26.0 33. 3
17. 3 15.1 45. 5 12. 8 12,1 140 21.8 18. 8 33. 3 30,5 31.0 28. 1
16.3 12. 3 53. 8 17. 6 17.7 17. 4 24.2 22.9 28. 9 31.4 317 30. 8
18. 8 15.1 47. 4 M1 16. 4 21.8 30.5 30.2 31.5 31.3 31.2 315
28. 4 274 K+ S [ 30.3 30. 9 25.0 |o e m e -
25. 4 25. 2 RG] 31.8 32.7 . T O

1 Percentage based on all occupied dwelling units.

2 Hmlsekmpmg families of 2 or more persons,

1 Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over and 0, 1, or 2 children

aged 215 years.

4 At Ieast 10 meals in a week.

§ Pereentage based on only those honseholds that ineluded a homemaker.



few—about 10 percent of all those eligible—to cause any
significant differences between all eligible households and
participating households. However, as has been shown
in the section on the history of vigits, there was a greater
logs through nonparticipation in the scasonal samples than
in the urban sample. In all four cities combined, about
20 percent of nonrespondent eligibles were never reached
by the interviewer (their eligibility was determined through
information given by neighbors); others indicated that
they did not want to answer personal questions, or were

too busy, or that there was illness in the family. In any
event, the nonrespons» ratss were as fullows:
~ Range of Cumulative,
City  first eollee- | all seasons,
' tlons ! 1648
. Percend ‘ Percent
Birmingham____ ... _.... ! 0-11 . 16
Buffalo_ _____.. e - ool 26-36 a1
Minneapolis-St. Paul____..._ _. 2 _ 9-21 28
24-26 45

San Prancisco_____ . .. .._.__ i

1 Bource: Table 82,
t Rource: Table 81.

Henece, differences in characteristies between those par-
ticipating and nonparticipating, if appreciable, become of
more importance than in the urban sample. Such differ-
ences, for certain household characteristies—ownership of
dwelling unit, proportion nonwhite, size of household, and
employment status of the homemaker—are shown in
table 88. A summary of the comparisons for each city
fellows:

Birmingham.—There were differences between the
eligible participating and nonparticipating families
with respeet to the proportion nonwhite (the proportion
was smaller for the nonparticipating), with respect to
household size (the nonparticipating households tended

- 1o be the smaller), and with respect to the households
with employved homemakers (there were more among
the nonparticipsting than among the participsting
householgs) But when the secheduled families are
compared with all those eligible, it would appear that
no appreciable differences have been introduced. Tt
will be remembered that the nonresponse rate was
relatively low in Birmingham.

Buffalo—The nonresponse rates in Buffale, on the
other hand, were relatively high so that, aside from
those who became ineligible between eollections or
moved away, only from about one-half to two-thirds of
the eligibles participated in the three seasonal samples,
Nevertheless, when the scheduled families are compared
with all eligibles, although the seheduled families had
somewhat smaller proportion of owners, relatively more
nonwhites, and larger households, these differences are
not great enough to indieate serious bias in the sample,

Minneapolis-St. Paul,—The same directional differ-
ences cited above for Buffalo appeared in Minneapalis-
St Paul—fewer owners, more nonwhites, larger house-
holds, and more households with employed home:makers,
relatively, among the participants than among the non-
participants. Again, however, with the possible excep-
tion of households with employed homemakers, the dii-
ferences were not so great nor the nenparticipants so
numerouts as te eause any verv large differences to ap-
pear beftween the rcheduled and all eligible famnilies
with respect to these characteristics.

San Franetsco.— Nonparticipation in San Franeisco,
while not so great proportionately as in Buffalo, was
greater than in Birmingham or Minneapolis-St, Paul,
However, this fact, in conjunction with such differences
as appeared between participants and nonparticipants-—
there were relatively more nonwhites and slightly larger
households among the former than the latter—-did not
cause serious divergence between the averages for all
eligibles and for the participating households,

No serious bias is evident from these comparisons be-
tween all participating and all eligible families. However,
with the relatively low survival rates and the differences
exigting in the characteristics of households available for
these comparisons, it is possible that when households are
distributed by family income, some eell averages may be
biased, It has not been feasible to check on this, aside
from noting the general congistency in the income-con-
sumption relationships appearing in this and eartier foed
congumption surveys.

Samypling Reliability

A description of the variation in food consumption of
different groups and subgroups of familiea has been given
in the text of this report. Variation, or the extent of dis-
persion about the means, in conjunetion with the size of
the samples involved, is a factor in the measurement of the
reliability of the sample means as estimates of means for
the total population eovered (all housekeeping families,
two or more persons in urban places, or such families in the
winter in the specified cities, or families of specified type in
the separate seasons). It is with this aspect of variation
that this section is concerned.

The formulas used for measures of variation should take
into aceount the design of the sample. Certain features of
the design of the survey of urban families, such az stratifi-
eation (for region and city size), systematic selection (of
blocks within a city), and clustering (of dwelling units on
a bloek), preclude an accurate and inexpensive method of
measuring variation. An approximation can be made,
however, if the sample is assumed to be random. It can-
not be determined whether the approximation is an over-
estimate or underestimate because stratification and
systemstic selection tend to make a sample more reliable,
and clustering tends to make it less reliable than a purely
random sample of the same size. In interpreting the re-
sults, the further assumption must be made that the net
effect of making these approximations is in the same direc-
tion and of the same order of Tagnitude for all foods and
for each food for families in cach income class.

The formula used for the cstimate of the standard

deviation of the population is Ezwfgf;—ﬁ(%g_—)—%

where X is the quantity of the food consumed by each
household and N is the number of households. The for-

mula used for the standard error of the mean is gf=—o_

The standard error of a mean indicates the reliability of
that mean. The mean computed from the sample, plus or
minus a standard error, is expected to include the *‘true'
population mean 2 times out of 3, and the sample mean
plus or minus 2 standard errors is expected to include the
population mean 95 percent of the time. The standard
error of the mean varies directly with the standard devia-
tion and inversely with (the square root of) the number of
households in the cell. Tables 80 and 90 show 2 times the
standard error expressed a3 a percentage of the mean for
all food groups and a few food items,

The mean quantities of the major categories of food
uged by all families in each of the 4 eities (winter 1948) are
not as reliable (from a sampling point of view) as for all
urban families (gpring 1248}, The variability of the mean
gquantity of a given category for families in any 1 of the 4
citieg is, in general, 2 or 3 times as great as for urban
families in the nationwide survey. Thus, the figure for
milk equivalent, 3.0 for all urbar families (table 89}, indi-
cates that in 95 times out of 100 the true mean is expected
to be within 3.0 percent of the sample mean; for Birming-
ham the corresponding figure is 7.4 percent, for Buffalo 6.4
percent, for Minneapolis-3t. Paul 6.9 perccnt, and for San
Franeisceo 7.7 percent.  Whereas the range for the 11 food
groups iz from 2.9 to 6.7 pereent for all urban families, it is
from 6.1 to 15.0 percent for the 4 cities. This diifference
is chiefly a result of the size of the samples. The urban
sample was about 6 times as large as the samples in any
of the cities.
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TaBLe 88 —Sumpling reliability! for urban survey of

in @ week,

guantmes of selected foods used ot home per household

Y income

{Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States, spring (April-June) 1048]

Income
Food nd | R

nder 1,000~ $2,000- 000~ $4,000- 5, $7, -

Al $1,000 l 1,999 G | o %000 | B | andover | e

| SRV
]

Leafy, green, and yellow vege- | Percent Percent I Percent Percent | Percent t Percent Percent Percent Percent
tables .. ... ____._____..._ 3.3 24.3 | 9.7 6.7 : LT . 5 8.7 10. 7 11. 5
Citrus fruits, tomatoes___.______ } 521 3281 207 12. 6 821 1L6| 118 1.7 17.8
Oranges, fresh________.__. . | 7.9 46. 1 33. 6 18. 6 12. 0 19. 5 1. 5 18. 5 28 8
Lemons and limes, fresh.______ 13. 5 63.77 B7T.7 18. 0 24,7 25. 9 21.2 29. 4 59, 6
Potatoes, sweetpotatoes _________ 3.9 2311 1L2 7.5 8 1 } 1.7 10. 2 i4 9 13. 3
Other vegetables and fruita____ __ 3.9 22. 4 E 11.9 86 81 89 88 i4. 9 12. 2
ik equivalent. ... __..________ 3.0 i7. ¢ | 9 1 58 5.5 7.9 89 13. 2 10. ¢
Meat, poultry, fish______._. .. 2.9 21. 8 7.9 55 6.2 7.7 7.3 10. 2 10. 2
Beef, fotal ... .____ - 4.0 L8 13. 0 7.7 7.2 10. 8§ 11. 4 18. &6 13. 7
Ground___.._._ . __________ 6.7 58 8 20.8 12,1 12. 9 20. 0 22.8 32,4 24, 8
Ribroast___________._. _._ 232 ... 68, 4 47. 5 46. 2 69, 9 65. 3 80. 0 V7.9
Baga .. . 3.4 19. 0 9.0 6.7 7.1 10. © 9.3 3.0 12. 5
Dry beans and peas, nmuts_ . ____ 6.7 356 21. 8 1.7 144 17.0 217 26. 4 19. 9
Grain produets___.__.________.__ 3.6 25 9 10. 0 6.9 7.0 102 10. 5 159 12. 2
Baked goods__ _____ mmmemmoas 3.7 20. 0 10. 3 7.6 70 10. 4 10. 9 15. 8 12. 7
Bread, white enriched ___..__ 5.0 30,0 12. 8 10. 1 9.6 1585 14. 9 24 4 18. 5
Cake_ .. 10. 2 60. 5 27. 6 20. 1 19910 351 29.7 50. 4 31. 4
Fatsandoils._ . _______ _______ 3.0 21.1 8 6 5 8 6. 2 } 7.8 8 6 147 10. 5
Sugar, sweels_ .. ____ e 3.4 235 9.0 6.3 7.0 [ 10. 0 0.1 16.1 12. 0

1 The chances are 95 out of 100 that the true mean js not farther away from the sample mean than the specified percent,

Tanue 90.—Sampling reliability’ for 4-city surveys of quantities of food groups used at home per household
wn @ weekt all families and selected family types, winter 1943

1
. Birmingham Buflale | Minneapolis-3t, Paul Ean Franciseo
Food group T :
All Felected All ! Selected | All Selented All Selected
families 3 | families 4 | Iarjlies # & fumilies ¢ | familias? | familiest | families* | familtles 4
!
Percent Percent Pereent | Percent ‘ Percent Percent Pgreent Percent
Leafy, green, snd yellow vegetables_______ 7.9 11.3 7.1 11. 1, 7.2 11.9 7.5 9.1
Citrus fruits, fomatoes_ _____________.___ 11. 2 15. 4 81 12. 0 7.0 1.5 11. 7 11.7
Patatoes, sweetpotatoes_ __ _____________. 87 10.7 88 f 13.0 ¢ 9.7 15. 7 8.6 10. 8
Other vegetables and fruits_.____________ 9.2 13. 4 7.3 10.2! 7.1 1.0 7.7 8. 9
Millc equivalent. ... _ .. _. 7.4 101 64y 107! &9 100 7.7 9.6
Meat, poultry, fish____.__ __ .. _ I f 6,7 9.2 6.6 ! 8.5 t 6 6 11. 3 8.3 85
Begs ... 9, 6 11, 5 6. 3 ! o, 7.8 14.3 7.8 9.3
Dry heans and peas, nuts_.___.__________. 11,5 16. 9 41 190 13.3 20.0 15. 0 20.3
Grain products. . ... ._____.____ 6. 1 6.8 710 9.8' 801 1L6 9.1 95
Fats and oils___________________________ I 6.8 8 4 65| 94, 701 109 6.9 8.3
Bugar, sweets___._.____ . ____.____._ E 7.6 1.7 7.0 ] 11.2 85 ‘l 15. 6 9.8 12.5

1 The chances are 95 out of 100 that the {rue mean is
not farther away from the sample mean {from appendix
tables 69 and 80 37 than the specified percent.

: Based on purchased quantities used per household.

The assumption that the selected family types were
more homogeneous in their food consumption than were
all family types was one of the congiderations leading to
the decision to colleet 150 schedules for the seasonal
surveys as compared with 250 for all families, winter 1948,
The standard deviations were indeed, smaller for the
selected families, but the average consumption figures were
also smaller. The resultant variability relative to the
mean is about the same for selected families as for all,

Whether variability is measured in terms of the absolute
value of the standard error of the mean or in terms of the
value relative to the mean depends upon its use. The
latter provides & more direct basis for evaluating the
reliability of the mean values published in the tables, and
the absolute method is the basis for testing significance of
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* Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons.
i Housekeeping families of 2 persons 16 years or over,
and 0, 1, or 2 children aged 2-15 years.

differences between means, for example, for families in
different cities or in different seasons.

In general to provide equally reliable averagea on an
absolute basis, about two-thirds as many schedules are
required from families of the types selected for the seasonal
surveys as would be reguired from familics of all types
(table 91). However, when cgual reliabjlity is on a
relative-to-mean basis about the same number of schedules
are required whether for all or the selected family types.
For example, if 300 schedules were used to determine
average milk consumption of all families in Birmingham,
210 (30070 percent) would be reguired to determine
the average for the selected types in order to have the
same standard error of the mean, but 282 (30094 per-
cent) would be required to have the same standard error
as B percent of its mean.



TaBLE 91.—8ize of sample of seleeted family types relative fo size of sample of all family fypes required
to provide equal sampling reliability, by food group

[Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in 4 cities, winter 1948]

!
N Equal standard error Equal ratios of standard error to mean
Food gronp ; Minne- : Minne-
Birm ; San Fran- | Birming- ; San Fran-
Pam® | Butslo | spole | Fs™ | PR | Bumslo | spale | ad
Pereent Percent Pereent Percent Percent Iercent Percent Percent
Leafy, green, and yellow vegetables___..__ 82 66 79 55 103 a3 118 85
Citrug fruits, tomatoes. .- __._- T2 45 91 58 100 85 119 81
Potatoes, sweetpotatoes_ . ___ .- R 57 42 &7 54 81 81 116 84
Other vegetables and fruits ... .. _.._._ 71 63 7% 52 111 75 107 77
Milk, equivalent. ... S 70 62 52 48 94 108 93 85
Meat, poultry, fish __ . .- 66 39 85 35 100 63 133 56
Eogs e 51 51 107 39 T2 85 154 68
Dry beans and peas, nuts_______._._..___ 75 53 58 62 108 G4 94 112
Grain produets___ . . oo _. 43 36 42 30 64 71 91 63
Fatsandoils__________ - - _. P 63 55 79 46 79 82 119 81
Bugar, sweets___.__ . ______.______._____. 88 63 84 49 120 100 162 88

For the seasonal comparisons, the more pertinent per-
centages are those based on the absolute values of the
standard error (table 91}, The results justify the assump-
tion that about 150 families of the selected types are the
equivalent, in sample religbility, of the approximately 250
families of all types. The 150 scheduler are more eco-
nomical in terms of filling schedules and processing them,
Against these gaing, however, must be charged the added
collection costa of visiting & larger total number of house-
holds to obtain the 150 selected than the 250 from all
family types, the waste of collecting some data merely for
determining eligibility, and the limitation in coverage of
the total population. The importance of the various
factors will determine in future studies whether the smalier
number of schedules from the selected family types is
preferable to the larger number from all housekeeping
families.

Consistency Within the Survey Data

Another method of appraising the survey data is to
observe the regularity in the consurmption or expenditures
of subgroups of families providing schedules and fo test
relationships between subgroups against patterns of con-
sumption known from previous family surveys., To
measure and analyze some of these relationships and
compare the results with earlier studies in order to discover
possible trends hag been one of the mejor purposes of the

study. These findings are in the text. It is merely pointed
out here that in conforming to the generalized patterns
established by other surveys, a ‘‘reasonableness eheek’” on
the representativeness of the sample is provided.

Total food erpense and comsumpiion of major foods by
income class—The general tendency for fomi expense to
increase with income while the proportion of income spent
for food decreases has been confirmed hy studies made at
many times and many places.® The relative smoothness
and regularity of the income-food expenditure relation-
ships found in the urban survey, whether in dollar or
percentage terms, are shown in table 92, The same
general tendency may be observed in the four-eity data
(a}K;endix tables 56 and 60).

“reasonableness check’ is also obtained from ohserving
the relationships between income and the consuraption of
major food groups which have hecome well established
from repeated surveys in the United States. In general,
consumption of fresh fruits and vegetables, meat, eggs, and
dairy products has been found to increase with income
while consumption of flour and cereals decreases. Quanti-
ties of potatoes, fats and oils, and sugar and sweets increase
little, if at all, with income. That these generalizations
are borne out in the present surveys is indieated for urban
families in part 11, pages 40 to 43 and for both urban and
oity samples by the tables in appendix A.

4 This has been formalized as “Engel’s law.”

TasLt 92—ToTAL FAMILY FOOD EXPENSE, BY INCOME: Hipenditures per family and percent of income
spent for food, year 1947 and 1 week, spring 1948

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the United States]

1947 annual Spring 1M8, 1 week

Family ineome, 1947, alter Federal tax {(dollars) Families Money | Proportion Money ‘ Proportion

Total food | ineome | of income | Total food | income of incoms

expense (aftes gpent for exporse (before spent for

taxes) food taxes) food

Number Dollars Dollars Percend Dollars Dollars Percent
AN elasses_ .o e __ 1,558 | 11,150 | 13, 606 31.9 25. 57 79. 72 3z 1
Under LOOO . . 53 592 610 97.0 13. 76 18. 60 74. 0
1,000-1,999 . ... 204 745 1,555 47.9| 17.12{ 3800 45, 1
2,000-2,999.___. e 410 1,027 2, 505 41. 0 22 35 54 94 40. 7
3,000-3,999______. e e 351 1, 208 3, 485 347 27. 06 77. 52 34. 9
4,000-4,999__________ e 167 1,371 4, 421 31.0 30. 07 94. 36 319
5,000-7,499__________ __ . _._._ [ 154 1, 442 5§, 861 24 6 3L 36 | 128 52 24 4
7,500 and over._ .__._ .. e 72 1, 997 | 11, 766 17. 0 44. 08 | 258. 93 17.0
Notelassified.___ .. ___. _.____.. e 147 | I D | 26. 80 79. 44 33.7

! Average based on the 1,411 families that could be classified by income.

305040—55——13
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On the whole, there is vonsidersble regularity in the
income-consumption relationships shown in these survey
data. The coefficients of determination for linear, loga-
rithmic functions for most of the major food £Toups were
found fo be high for grouped data (p. 43). With samples
of families of the size used in these studies, such regu-
larity in income-consumption relationships would not be
expected for many individual food items or for some
combinations of foods.

Total food expense of families of different sizes —Another
generalization from varicus earlier food studies is that
within a given inecome class, as family size increases, food
expenditures per person decrease, although expenditures
for the family increase and percentage of income spent
for food also increases (9). Tabulations of total food
expense by household size and income show that this gen-
eralization holds true for the urban survey. Table 93
presents data on this poeint for two income classes. The
samples in the separate city studies were too small fo
permit similar analysis by income and family size.

TABLE 93.—F00D EXPENDITURES FOR FAMILIES
OF DIFFERENT sIzEs: Irpenditures per family
and per family member and percent of income
spent for food, selected income classes

[Urban housekeeping families of 2 or more persons in the
TUnited States, spring 1948]

Total food expense In & week
Income (dollars) and Famils Per famiiy
honsehald slze amilica Par fa%‘eﬂy
‘member
Avemge | Frborion) ™
2,000-2,999: Number Dollara Percent Dollars
2 persons___.____ 120 17. 33. 4 8. 65
3 persons. . .___. 113 21. 59 30. 8 7. 63
4 persons_______ 20 25. 14 46. 2 6, 76
b or morepersons. 87 | 26,91 45. 7 5. 24
3,000-3,999:
2 persons___.____ 811 21,77 277 10. 13
3 persons.....__ 88 25. 83 az. 7 8. 52
4 persons__ .. 91 28. 04 38. 3 7.34
5 or more persons. 91 31. 95 40, 3 6. 53

Comparisons With National Food Supply

In addition to the eomparisons of data on characteristics
of survey families with eensus data, and of general patterns
of food consumption in this and previous studies, one other
check of the urban survey data with an outside source may
be made, although because of lack of exact comparability,
the cheek can be only & rough one. This eomparison
étable 94) is with annual estimates published by the United

tates Department of Agrieulture of the per eapita con-
sumption of all major food eommodities derived as resi-
duals from data on production, stocks, foreign trade, mili-
tary takings and nonfarm utilization, but adjusted fo
consumption at the retail level {(3). These estimates, too,
are subject t0 8 certain amount of error, but in apite of
this and the lack of strict comparability, & eomparison of
the quantities of broad food groups and of these quantities
summed in terms of nutrients might reveal any tendeney
on the part of survey families to greatly underreport or
overreport the quantities of foods used. Such a eompari-
son may thus serve as a rough test of the response error
in the survey data since the sampling ¢rror was not large,

Because the 1948 food survey covered only urban fami-
lies during the spring of the year, two sets of adjustinents
in the survey data must be made before comparability in
eoverage with the national supply estimates ean be even
appreached. The seasonal is the first such adjustment.
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TaBLE 94.-—CoOMPARISON OF SURVEY AND
NATIONAL FOOD SUPPLY DATA: Quantities of
11 food groups used per person per year and
amounts of & nutrients per person per day, 1948

Food
Food group and nutrient Unit Burveyt N?Eﬁm :;1 ELEgr—
supply 7| cent of
SUrvey
Food group:
Leafy, green, and | Pounds.__| 107 } 111 104
yellow vegetables.
Citrus fruits, tomatoes.|__ _do_____ 142 | 116 82
Potatoes, sweetpota- | . _do_____ 122 | 109 89
toes.
Other vegetables and |___do-____ 246 | 223 91
fruits.
Milk equivalent __ ___ Quarts_..; 272 ) 241 89
Meat, poultry, fish___} Pounds._.| 133 156 117
BEgs_ . Dozens___ 29 31 107
Dry beans and peas, | Pounds.___ 18 17 94
nuts.
Grain products______ __-do_____{ 182 169 93
Fats and ofla________ S {« PR 64 64 100
Sugar, sweets. .. ... _.-do___ . 04 108 115
Nutrient:
Food energy. ... Calories__|3, 250 [3, 210 99
Protein.__._..._.__. TATNS._ - - 98 94 96
Caleium_______.__.___ o-do.__.__ .09 102 04
Tronm . Milli-| 16.6( 16. 9 102
grams,
Vitamin A value____. Interna- (9, 100 [8, 200 90
tional
Unitas.
TFhiamine__________._ Milli-| 1.96 ] 1.89 96
grams.
Riboflavin_____ ____ eodo_c.o . 2,43 | 2. 30 95
Niagin. . ___________ co_do_-.._. 17.0] 19.1 112
Ascorbic acid___.____ codoooo ] 134 120 90

! Source: Table 53 (this report) and table 5, Seasonal
Patterns of Food Consumption, City Families, 1948 (21).
The estimates for the year for urban families in these
reports were adjusted to those for the total population by
means of ratios derived from Family Food Consumption
in the United States, Spring 1942 (18),

1 Bource: Consumption of Food in the United States,
190952 (13).

It was based on the indexes derived from the four-city sur-
veys (table 53). The second adjustment, that of estimat-
ing consumption for the fotal populaticn, iz far from
precise. For lack of other data, it was based on 1942
relationships between urban consumption and that of the
total population. With changes in rural income and
spending patterns, this relationship may have changed
appreciably. However, since the urban component iz the
largest part of the fotal (approximately 60 pereent}, an
error in the estimate of the rural segment will Ee relatively
less important in the estimate of the total.

An important difference in the two sets of data for which
no quantitative adjustment has been made has to do with
food eaten away from home, that is, in restaurants, at
fountains, at ball games, in hospitals, and so on. The
national food supply includes all food used by civilians in
the United States regardless of where eaten. The survey
data are estimates of food eaten by housekeeping families
at home per person with a person counted aa the equivalent
of 21 meals af home., This procedure thus impiies that
consumption per average meal at home is equal to eon-
sumption per average meal away from home. There is
some indieation, however, that for certain foods (especially
meat, poultry, fish, grain products, potatoes, and “other”
vegetables and fruits) consumption per meal away from
home may be greater than that at home and that for other



foods {especially eggs, citrus fruits and tomatoes, and leafy,
green, and yellow vegetables) the reverse may be true.
Furthermore, the waste of such foods as fats and bread in
restauranis may make the estimates of consumption away
from home slightly higher, although it can also be con-
jectured that restaurant managers and cooks may make
more complete use of fats than do many housewives.
Since between-meal snacks of ice cream, soft drinks, candy,
nuts, and so forth, eaten away from home, are not included
in the survey consumption data (except in estimales of
total food expense), it might be expected that for such
foods the national supply estimates would be higher than
the survey estimates.

Another important difference in the 2 sets of data has to
do with the form in which ihe foods are measured in the
2 estimates, The survey data are in the form reported by
families—ineluding such items as readymade bread, potato
chips, salad dressing, and the like. These and gther f.oods
on the market that are mixtures of 2 or more ingredients
arc usuelly reported under 1 food group. For example,
bread is reported under grain products and its flour equiva~
lent (60 percent} included in the food group total, but no
transfer gas been made of the milk, fat, or sugar in bread
to the milk, fats, or sugar groups, In the national supply
or disappearance estimates, the figures for milk and fatz
include amounts used for all purposes. FEstimates of sugar
copsumption in the national supply dats include the
amounts of sugar used in bakery products and jce cream,
boih of which appear in other food groups in the survey
data; but the national supply estimates for sugar exclude

gugar in condensed milk and in processed fruits and vege-
tables to avoid duplication.

Although no quantitative adjustments are possible, if
the probable ditection of adjustiments suggested ahove are
considered when the percentage differences between the 2
gets of data are examined it will be seen that the differences
are reduced for those 3 food groups in which the 2 esti-
mates are farthest apart—eitrus fruits and tomatoes, meat,
poultry, and fish, and sugar and swects, For some of the
other groups adjusted differences might be somewhat
greater than those shown in table 94,

When food consumption data from the two sources are
raduced to measurements of nutritive value, however,
there is remarkably close agreement between the supply
and survey estimates. In the nuiritive value calculations
differences in the form in which foods are reported are
automatically taken into account through the use of proper
composition values for individual foods. For example, the
nutritive value of bread takes into account not only its
flour content but also the smounts of sugar, fat, and milk
used in its preparation, Two of the nutrients in which
there is the least agreement between the two sets of esti-
mates are niacin and ascorbic acid—niacin because of the
differences in meat, poultry, and fish and ascorbic seid be-
cause of differences in ¢itrus fruits and tomatoes,

In view of the lack of exact comparability of the data,
however, and the errors to which both sets are subject,
none of the differences found seem sufficiently large to pro-
vide evidenee of gross underreporting or overreporting of
congumption by families in the urban survey,

Collection Procedures

Interview method wilh food list.—The information from
both the urban {68-city sample) survey and the 4-city
seagonal surveys was obtained though personal visits by
trained interviewers with household members, usually the
homemaker, The interviewer requested the homemaker
to recall the quantities of foods used during the week and
the amounts paid for purchased items. In requesting the
information the interviewer used a detailed food list and
made entrics on this schedule.® Certain supplementary
seetions provided informsation needed for analysis and in-
terpretation of the food consumption data, The basic
schedule used is reproduced in full on pages 185 to 20058

Selection and training of interviewers.—While differences
in the seope of the urban and the 4-city gurveys involved
certain differences in the administration of the field work,
the same standards with respect to the training of inter-
viewers were maintained. Since the suceess of surveys of
this nature depends in large part on the interviewers’
skill in drawing out the necessary information from the
person interviewed, considerable care was taken in the
selection of the interviewers and in their subsecuent train-
ing.

Training schools for the interviewcrs, lasting a week,
were conducted by the United States Department of
Agriculture staff members—in Buffalo, Minneapolis,
Birmingham, and San Francizco for the seasonal surveys,
and in scven selected cities throughout the country for
the urban survey. Instructions and practice were given
in the sampling phases of the survey, in inferviewing, and
in recording in correct form on the schedule, Manuals of
instructions for interviewers, prepared in the Washington

% For discussion of the food list (list-recall) as compared
with other survey techniques see WNutrition Surveys:
Their Techniques and Value {§); and Collection Methods
in Dietary Surveys {7).

5 Additional information was obtained in 2 of the
seagonal survevs of the 4 cities. In the winter survey the
homemaker was asked to reeall her food consumption for
1 day—the 24 hours preceding the interview, In the fall
survey the family menus for 1 day were obtained. Find-
ings from these gpecial sections are not included in this
report. Those for the homemaker’s food are published in
Nutritive Content of Homemaker's Mealz, Four Cities.
Winter 1048 {2).

office, were used in the training schools and served as
reference tools for interviewers during the collection
periods.

In the urban survey, supervision of the interviewers
was centralized in the Washington office, and more respon-
gibility was given to them than to the interviewers in
city surveys. The latter reported directly to supervisors
from the Department staff working in offices set up in
each of the cities. Accordingly, minimum requirements
with respeet to education and experience were somewhat
greater for the intervicwers in the urban than in the 4-

- city surveys.

Schedule collection.~—Except for the differences involved
in the individual administrative setups and in the sampling
designs of the 2 surveys, actual schedule collection pro-
ceeded in similar fashion in the nationwide urban study
and the 4-city seasonal studies.

In the naticnwide survey, the 24 selscted interviewers,
after their week’s training, were sent to 1 or more cities
in the general locality of their homes, Although in large
cities, such as New York, 1 or more interviewers worked
in the same city throughout the colleetion period, many of
the interviewers covered 3 or occasionally more of the
smaller communities.

The first steps in the fleldwork involved the selection
of the dwelling units according to the sampling plans
described above. These consisted of ehecking on changes
in the city boundaries and adding new hlocks to the sample
if necessary, prelisting the dwelling units in the sample
blocks, and drawing the sample units from thege lists
through the use of starting numbers and nth numbers
assigned in the Washington office.

After the dwelling units in the sample were determined,
the familics to be visited were sent a letter addressed to the
“homemaker in this residence’’ explaining the purpose of
the survey and asking for the family’s cooperation, The
assigned dwelling units were then visited and the informa-
tion obtajined at the first visit if possible. Freguently,
however, return visits were necessary, either to find
someone at home, to eomplele the first interview, or to
interpret conflieting data evidenced from later edit of the
schedule.  All sehiedules were reviewed by the interviewer
and an attempt made to obtain missing information,
cither by revisit or telephone eall, before sending the
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sclé;edule to 1 of the 4-city field offices for editing and
coding.

Although supervision of the interviewers in the urban
sample was centralized in the Washington office, several
staff members served as traveling “trouble-shooters” and
interviewers during field collection. Toward the end
of the collection period they assisted in making revisits
to those families that had been unwilling to give the neces-
sary information. For example some families who had
been willing to provide informmation on the week’s food
consumption had boen unwilling to give the requested
information on income. Through such special revisits,
many schedules, otherwise satisfactory, were completed.

In the 4-city seasonal surveys, usually 5 interviewers
were employved in each city. In the 3 cities that were
also included in the urban survey, these interviewers
collected schedules in both surveys. Since the sample
blocks were assigned by the supervisors, the duties of the
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interviewers with respect to sampling involved only the
Iisting of dwelling units in those blocks and the selection of
the nth dwelling unit for visit. A letter was sent to eligible
participating families, thanking them for their cooperation,
and requesting similar cooperation in the next seasonal
phase of the study. Review and editing of the schedules
were done in the offices by editors.

Period covered by the surveys.—For the urban survey,
schedule collection was planned for Apiil, May, and June
1948. A very few schedules were collected before and
after these months. The dates of collection are shown in
table 95. Further analysis of the colleetion dates of the
schedules indicates that collection proceeded at approxi-
mately the same pace in all parts of the country and at
all income levels.

The periods covercd by the 4-city seasonal surveys
are summarized in tahle 96,



TasLe 95— IJATES OF COLLECTION, URRAN sURYVEY: Thstribution of food bists by weel: of collection, by income

[Uirhan hovsekeeping familivs of 2 or more persons in Lhie Dnited Stales, speing 1948)

FI—020FHG0E

Weeir of food repart ¥
Ineare (lollars; \lleI:'\l"l T T '_]‘ﬁ ,._‘._,_. i__ _ __‘ o __ _;—"'_ _'_'"_i_' T 7’"7_\_"_ T o '[\ T ’ o Ty "“_Jl_m j2r )
MAa S | Avritas f W AL May iy Mags | May 1521 | ATy 32 ™ fl‘ir‘mﬁ* Jane 511 ane 12415 | June 1y Tul‘y af.
et Pet. Fet, IRV ' FEVR er, Per, \ Fef. I Ief, ! et [ s, RS ' 1f, er. . IR
All Incomoes . 100 2 4 6ol 8 8 i} LN 13 7 b i) | 10 (L}
Under 1,000 100 > 2 . L% 8 6 6, Q 6 | 8 2 R | 6|
1,000-1,999 10 2 3 i 7 7 6 T 12 9 7 9 | e 8, O
2,000- 2,994 106 4 # ! & 8 i 10 f2 % 9 o 0 4
3,000-3,5900 100 9 I T T 8 5! H) 13 | 6 ’ 7 (3] H 7
4,000--4,999 100 2 2 7 I 6 i 12| L8 | 8| 5 5 9 b
5,000-7,499 100 I 3 6 | G 8 0 | 12 L4 | # S 12 6 4
7,600 and over | 10¢6) {r 1 8 | B [§] 12 | 15 [IT 10 8 i 5 | f
Not elassified . 100 f 1 3 6 | 8 4 5 l 8 14 J 5 | i 0 l 8 9
| | I ‘ !

T A fowdd list was classified as covering & given week if 4 or more days fell within the dales spw'iﬁ('d ahove.
205 o less,

— s

AT — e



TABLE 96.—DATES OF COLLECTION, 4-CITY SURVEYS:! stribudion of food lists by clomnq date offood report !

Winter 1848, week ending- -
Family type and city A]I]i;?:d Sl e e S B —l- - — = s i nlt e el e S =y I“‘——
Jan. 23 Jan. 30 ‘ Feb. & I Feb. 13 | Feb.20 i Feb, 27 ‘ Mar, § ’ Mar, 12 ‘ Mar, 19 AMar. :\pr, 2y Apr.8 | Apr. [§
— ..|..,_,_.~ e e ) —_ o e e . — Il . e | — —
All families: 2 Pd, Py. P, ‘ pa. | P ! Pt | ora. | ra ‘ A Pet. | P E Py, | P
Birmingham___________ 104 6 10 | 14 § 12 15 | 17 12 1 1) b 3 N S - L SO
Buffalo. . . __. _.__.___ 100 |- o oo ool 9 13 b 11| 10 13 13 - 10 I Iy +
Minneapolis__ .________ 100 : G| 6 | 7 8§ 1 12 12 | 12! T g I
San Franecisco . .. ... 100 0] 8, 12 15 | i+ 140 12 12 ! 20 % B
Selected families: * : : ; : l' : i l '
Birmingham ._..__ ____. 100 0 10 | i 12 14 20 o1 14 i S T B -
Buffalo_ - 100 ... _ B 5 13 4 15 12 1o 18 A 14 i -+
Minneapolis. ___ ____ . 100 1 8 8 6 1 12t 1 i 1% 21 . R [P --
San Fravciseo .. .. . _. 100 8 8 | 11 | 4 10 14| 14l 12 6| | | I - -
R T  sorig i_siésa_,'\':.-_e_e'lc_éfl}i'i:';g-f T - - T
e I ks e - .- -
ADr.9 | A3 I Apr. 2 ]| Apa | May7 1 Mapls | May2t | Moy 2 | funcd | dunetl : Junels ; Juness | Juiy
| T T e e e o |‘ . T ' - = . _ _: - N

o e, Pl | ch. I om0 opd. 5 Pao o Pa. b Pa L pe. 0 Pt e 0 Pl | P
Birmingham. ______._ - 104} i8 0 '| 16 I F 9 8 6 3 | i | 14 i
Buffalo. _ .. <e—o oo 100 [l ] ) | 13 e 6! 8 15 13 19 | L .
Minneapolis_ __.___ | 100 1 7 N ; 8 ! 10 10 | 12 (5 | § | 10 | 5 3. ..
San Francisco. ____.___. 100 2 7 fi : 3 - 10 1 ® 15 | 1 N 7 [ 7 1 5

! ! | ! : ! ' : I | T _
- Fall 1943, 3, wook o cnr‘llng— T o
. - e I T T - e et P -
‘ Sept. 24 | Oct. 1 | Ocl.. % : Oct. 15 ! Got. 22 : Oct. 28 ] Nov. § ! Nav.12
USSP U AU
[ | ' ;

. P Pet. | Pt ! Pt ! Pet ! Pet, [ Pt Fa
Birmingham_ .. ______. 100 29 23 ! 14 B L M el - -
Buffalo . . ._ . _._ 100 15 ! 20 1 16 6 ; 17l K -
Minneapolis. ___._ ___. 100 21 20 ! 11 . 14 12 141 oy -
San Francisco. ... . _ 100 13 | 17 1 12 10 | 10 % 15 7 2

! - — — I_ - = [ I - _———— —_ — . I - —_—
- ) H]erg 1949, w—eek end Iu:r
e e B e
5 | Aprm | Apr.oe May 6 ) May 13 | May 20 ‘ May2r | June3 ! June W
Bl T e e e e
. P P £, : Pt . | Pt ]| Pe. ) Pu
Birmingham. _._____.__. 101} 9| i1 10 18 i 16 10 5 9 6. - -
Minneapolis - . _.___. 100 3 g ‘ 10 g | 7 10 | 11 % 15
| il ) o b 1
’ Summer 1949 week endi.ng -
______ e T e phul o S . o
July 8 | Ju]ylﬁ [ July 22 | Tuly 28 J Aup. b | ng 12
— e e — p— e —— - —_— - __;_ —_———— — = —_— - ___I —_— e n——
) P, i I, ‘ Fer, i Prt, | Fet | Pyt
Birmingham__________. i0o 15 . 19 | 14 25 18 !
Minneapolis. . ... . .. 100 8 18 . 19 23| 18 I
. f 1 -

"I 'Date of the last meal of the 2]—meaTreport penod
z Housekeeping families of 2 or more persons.
3 0.5 or less.

r HDusekeepmg families of 2 pvr-;tms 16 years or over and (] l “or 2 children
aged 2-15 yvears,



APPENDIX C. SCHEDULE FORMS

The schedule forms reproduced on the following pages are those used in
the nationwide urban survey. The schedules used in the four-city surveys
included some slight modifications.
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= 6% (3/5/48)

(NIPLD STATRS LEPARTMENT CF AGRICULIUER
Agricultural Ressarch Administraticn
Puresy of Human Sutrition and Home Economics

Schedule No.

0 XOr FIL,

Washington 25, D, Q. 1.

Budgoet Puresu No. 40-R 1776
Approval expires 12/31/4B

Food Habite of Urben Families 3.

2

|

4.

HECORD CARD » UHBAN SAWPIE

A, Identification:

1. Interviewer

2. Season: Winber

1. Do you prepars some meals ab home?

. Eligivility:

Yoz D Fo __

2. How many persons usually eat 2 or 3 meals a
Spring of at your family table? Encircls musber @m
Fall ___ C. Family Compositiom: ‘
3. City State Encirele the mugber of persont viw aret
1. 16 yoars or old@leeceisisaniinnaiirass 123456mra
4, Block No. 2. - . 5123455 mors
3. Under 2 yoawBeesccescanraasan [ ¢l23
5. Assignment Wo,
¢ oas D, Movemsnt of mhodules;
Flace amt tot Date Sent by
7+ Apartment number or other 1
identification for dwelling wmit *
2.
3.
. N
8. Date 5.

YOR ALL FAMILIES
E. Fconomic dabas

1. Bomsuslcar {if menbero’ family)

8, Employsd awsy from homs at present?

(1} Tes___ No___
(2) If Yes, full tine
pert tine

———

b. Highsst grede or years of school
cospleted: REacircls

Slsssntary school 1 23 4 5 6 7 Grad.

High school 1234

CUollege snd other 1 2 3 4 more
2, Home: Monthly remtal
) valus or reni
Ownad by fomily......o $
Hented, unfurnished... $
Bented, furnished..... §

3. ley headt -

8. Place employed (steel mill, bank,
shoo store, etc.)
b. Present gcoupabjon (mechenic, sales
clerk, doctor, stc.)

R NON PARTICIPATING RLIGIELE FAMILIZS
F. Homemakey:
1. If & relative, relationship to feaily head

2. If not a relative, person in charge of family food
(hired codk, neighbor, eto.)

3. Approximate age:
Under 20 years 20 - 29 yesrs____
P-Pyears___ 40 - 49 yeun___
S0 yesrs or older

. Bgmsan for not participatings
1. Kot reached!

a. Tasily out of town for durstion of
colisotion pexriod

b, Yo smewer at 3 visite

2. 1f resched, reason given by family for
not gooperating

|

3. &« From whom was informabion obbaineds
b, Approximate age of informent from cbservation
(1) Undar 10 years

(2) 10 = 15 yesrs
{3) 16 years or more

c. Comments of interviewer




e 634 (3f1/4B) UNITED STATIS DECARTMENT OF ACRICULTUE D0 FOT FILL
A. ITESTIFOGNG INTCRMATION Agricoliursl Bedeszch Administretion B. CLABSIFYING DATA
Purem of Hunen Butrition ani Home Ecopoaics 1. Schedule Bo...veui i cvrran

1. City, Yoabingiem, Be Ca 20 OGO v et -
2, Blogk no. 3. Urbenizetion...... . _—
3+ Assignment uo. Tood Eabits of Urben Famtlies 2 :mm;u B120errnennneie —
4. 7 dsys covered: 6. Income: 1947..cecviinsres :

&. Frems Date after M ¥ ¥ meal FQOD LIST 7+ Tomt weekei.oeaiiannss -

b Tor Date____ after NN Zmeel e e
A. Interviewer The informetion given will Ye stxdobly 9. '

confidenttsl and will be seen anly by —

6. Tastor sworn epployees of the Fedeval w.
7+ Computor govsroment., Budget Bureen No. 40-R 1777
8. Codor Approvel expires 121’3‘-[43

C. HEPCET OF WOOD USED BY FOUSEHOLD DUBING LAST 7 IWYS
Frosh {Guantity use Bought food _D0 ¥Or FI1L
frozen TUnits {Codet Codan Quanti by
canned |Bumber| Qf. B of Expensa
Food dried | of | b, | HP Frioe and unit  [Pource|Group | Food | food tor
oured |wolts | dsz. | O in bought
ready- cap pounds fTood
cookod etc.
(a) (o) | (e} | (&) | {s) (5 (g | (w) | {3} #1] (x}
MILK, CHEAM, ICE CHEAM, CHERSE
1, Milk: Whole: Plain Vit. D ___ Other I $ for 011004 [
2. Bubbermilk _ skia _ chocolsbe__ ........| = fox 01
3¢ Dry: Wnole  skim  other .3 for 01 .
4+ Eviporsted, uvnewegtened......coqceiioqeian| IX
5. Condensed, sweetoned.......ccoociiariins o xx
6. Cream; Light  heevy  atber
Bweeb _ sour__.....cvieienenniiienannae | XX 31. Leamb, mutten: Ohops, Steek: Bope in_ boned
;. Ice cresm.,.....0.s P - 32, Roasts B B Baned_eecereeniennns s
. so; Cobt: With ve e
Q;: :‘ ( ag“) GTeMR_mo cTem e | KX 33. Stewing, soup, grinding: Bonel Dboned ..
1:. cl_‘ 08 L8807e) - revearereee Tt e 34. Ground  patties with bacon _sve.unsivennss
. e (”It' ibe) e Tttt I 5. Porks Chops..... tasessassrEnrsennnns R nE L
11, Blea__ grated  Swise _ other =< )
- 36, Ham Hone in__ boned 3skinem  skinned ..
Tags, 0118 3/. Loin rossti Bone in _ hemed .........- e
12, Butter...-.... prmerens sieiarerinanases e IX
a— 38, SauBEEG.. arssensrr st et asnistinreiiare
13. Margaringe-s.vries, abeadpEvesacaNaNasanna X 39. Shauld.m.-__ham hoch__ Censdien -bacw—
e Lord, . i cieearnrianes trrdtenseaciaane saeann X spareriba other
4 Dot 1o 0OMEA_ eeeeenreserieenes cevenes .
15. Other shortening.... sscsrecinnncans Craerns IX -
40. Veriety meats; Liveri...... traasarrannae .
16. Salad, cooking 04)..ecesorinsseissanesianne |_2X
A%, Kidney TDreins  hesrt  chitterlings
17. Saled drefsing French _ mayonnaise ..... x= : tongue__ sweetbresds  tripe
14, Bacon: Rind on_rlndd!___...............r xx other .ee
» Other meats: Rabbit  other gome
v SBLEPOTK. L. cisrnnsernersrrsnsenrannirns & —
13- Salb e = Live  dressed drewm_ Selected
19m Cracklings  pork sking ...vvvecronnnens parts ven
IGGS, MEAT, POULTRY, FISH 43. Wieners _ bologpa  salsal _ swoked saisage
20, Eggs: Woclei Spall ot erage X large spiced ham  veal loaf  deviled ham
ellows___ whites —........ R eras other T e
21, Beaf: Steak.. roundi Bons in  boned .....s 44+ Poultryl Chicken; Live  dressed _ dram
22. Stesic, other: Bons in  homad_ ..... ceavna boned  selected perts .s
23. Roast, rib: Done in boned ........ PR 45+ Turkey éunck guinea
24. Roast, other: Bone in__ boned’ +eev... ... other ..
— e live _ dresssd  drewn _ boned
25. Poiling, stewing, soup: selected parts e
Bone in _bomed  .....corrasiiiaas renaar 46. Fish: Saluon fish _ sardines
26, Corned beef _ chipped beef_s.cissisias-s mackersl  herring
. Live  drawn  dressed  steak sliced
2. Grounds..-..... A e peraeeees o FEILOE areienrninnrnnnns ermrveaannaeae,
28, Veal: Roausty Bone in _ bonsd _..ssvse...--. 47. Other fish .
29. Outlets,chops: Bone in__ bomed .......... Live  drewn__ dressed  steak sliced
0. Stewing, soup, grinding Bome in__ boned . .2 118 T T T T T
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Yool

Faad,

{a)

BGGE, WIAT, POULTEY, FISE (Contd.)

48, Shellfish: Clems  crabs__ lobster
oysters _ scallops  sheimp  clem juice
other 1
In shell sbelled ..oveveercenssceioniins

49. Mixtures, cilefly meat, poultry, fish:
Beenz with franks “chicken noodle dinner_
chicken ale king  chili con care
codfish cakes_ qorned beaf hash
deviled crab  mest stew ravieli
spaghetti with meat balls  tamales
plate meal other .

|

THY MATURE PEAS AND BEANS, WIS

50. Besnsy Newy  lina _ kidoey
other #

51, Pens: English, green yellow: Whele  split |
cow, field “blackeys other ;
leablls __ vavscnrinaravamnanarsnscnivaraans

52, SoyheanBecssrs-rriis
£3e Postitt Bubteleces . voecannaonns
54. Peermtar In shell  shelled v.......

e anaart

abdarn

55. Nutss Almonds  coconul _ pecsns  waloubs

other mts : In shell shelled _
FOTATOES

« Irish retatoes  : chips  sticks
— PR

57+ Swestpotatoes, yans: Pale yellow _ orenge .
TGMATOES, CITRUS FRUIT

58. Tomaboss  Julee ... oo
5. ‘
&0,
61.

Purge _ paste smuce
Catsup __ chili Sauce
Oraztges;____ Julce
tangerines  kumquats
é2. Grapefruit _ juice ...
63. I.ems__ juice ; limes  ......
SHEEN AND YELLOW VEGETABLES

&4,
£5. Kele: Trimmed not trimmed -.............
66.
67.
66.

Collards: Trimmed rnot trimmed ..........

Mystard groenss Trimned not trisoed ...

Spinachy Trimned a0t trimmed ...........
Turaip greens: #ith tuwrnips  no turnips

€9. Best topsy With beets oo beebs_
Brugsel sprouts_ chard  dandeliom
poke__ other greens
Trizmed oot trimned .......o.oooeee

, Asparagus: Green _ whifte
Whole with butt end  tips only ..........
Becne, 1lins and butter (green):
In pod  shelled ...........ovveeinns veran

3

71.

72. Beans, matp: Oreen_ yellow  ....eo..oveesns
73. Soybeans (green); fn pod  shelled ..... .
74. Brocooli: Trimmed _ not Erimmed ..........
75. Cabbage: Green__ whits  red Chinese_-...
76, Lettuce: Headed leaf ........

77. Cther szlad greens: Escerole  Romalzme
parsley  ather

78, Okroleariicinianeininns

Fresh
frozen
copned
dried
cured
resdy-

{v)

79+ Paoes, Buglish; In pod  shelled _..........
30, Field peast In pod _ sholled  mized_......
81, Papperst Sweet  hot _ pimtenta _.....iivies
82, Carrots: Trimped_ not trimed

carrot Juice «iiriiiiariciiriiiiiiiiaiins
83, Pumpictn _ other green md yellow

vegetadles vee

Trimaed not trimmed «...c-cioeviiaieraen
OTHER YEGELABLES
84. Beets (oo tops): Trimmed _not trizmed ...
B5. Cmuliflewer: Trimmed not trimsed ........

8
87.

98.
93, Butabages__ twrnips {no topa) _............

30, Squash; Summer__ Wintar__ seceeeiisrrissa.s
91. Cucumbers  radishes  eggplant

Celeryr Mhite  gresn .....c..cccicerioiies

Corn, sweet, field: TYellow  white
Ia husle  hmsksd on cob_ cut off cob_ ...

Onlonst Meture_ greea  .ievercriiiniinieses

mishrooms  parsaips  selsify  semerlrant |

bean spreuts__ horse radish _ vegetable
Juice _ vegetable mix__ other

|

ARRIRA R

92, Pledles  relishes  olives  cepers ......
93. Soups: Heedy-to-Serve .r

94+ Condansed .s

95, Debydrated .

96. Bauillom cudes: Vegetable  beef chicken
97. Mixtures chiefly wegetubles:
Cale slaw __potato salad  chow mein
dinner_ chop suey dinner
ather

OTHER BUIT

98, Yaternalam.....ceiariirisies

9.

Cantaloun  other melon .

100, Pineapnle  juice seserearianira

101, Strawberries_ Juice _.....

102, Blackherries _ blueberries
cranberries_ dewberries  raspberries
other berdes
barry juice

103+ Apples__ sauce  buttar juice older .
104. AvocadoS.....-..

105, BANMIAS.  retenrisanrntrtrstracnrbioncsass,

Cherries _ juice ;warasching cherries ...
07,
108, Grapes, muscadines  Julos e..iic-vl--i-. f
109. Peachas  nectarines |
110. Pears

Flgs juice .....s-...

P P T

nectar__ juice ..

111, Plups _ jul@a  ceovcensccieriicnronsinaon,
122, Prunes_ _ julte  c-oociriinrineiraniannn
113. Falsios currests  .......
114. Bhwbarb: Trizmed not trimmed ...c.-v-ecns
115, Apricmts _ dates  persimmans
vlxed fruit other fruit
fruit juics

IERRRERER




133. Swaet buns _ ceckies__ doughouts_
other L xx
Periched, 134, Flour: ¥%hite, plaip............ Ceeiiaaa o R
Foad m:"" 195. Wuibe Sali=TASADE.corurnrsrriaririraens R
1%. Whole-wheab,.i-ereesrreererimasannsns N
137, Soyi Flowr  flskes  grits  _........ I
{s) (¥) }3B. Prapared flewr wiz:s Biscuit _ solls
SUGIRS, SWEETS corn mifie __ other omuffin
ie crust
. L S T ITLLRTTR TS N - S pencake P N
116. Suger: Waite : apple pia__ gingerbtresd
117, Brown gugar_ meple Bugs _s.ocivncceennl | chocolate cake  other
179, Buclwheat  Tye potato
feamNaar A AN rr ¥ m— — -
118. Sirups °°’-"1" —— other flour or meal
119- Cene_ maple  other S - S 140, Cern weali White: Whols ground
degarminated  ....... P —
. Molnssol  BATZhUR  csuiverirececreaseiaas Ix L
120. ¥ _ sorgan ! 141. Yellow: Waola ground  degeroinated . —_—
12]..'Eon.y.......'...................‘........ X 142, Crits; Wnole g!‘?lmd___degerninat.ed_.... — T
122, Jellles _ jame  proServes ......e...ee.| XX | 143. Eominy (vig)t Dry  reedy codked ... |
123. Cendy: Chocolste  mershunllows, whip 144. Corn: Popring  popped _ ...i..oevesiane L
? a == 145. Rice; White _ comverted  brown ..., R
124. Prepared dessertsl Plain gelatine 14f. Folled onS. oBtmelse.iisisraveersanens -
sweet gelabive chocolate puddings 147, Farina __ wheat cereal _ barley
other puddings " ice cream mix _ icing Daby Serenl .
rernat  other .e XX - .
ey “Teedy pTepared i 148. Cornstarch  _ tapioca
CRATN PHOTCTS | otber uncooked cereal .
. 149, Resdy-to-eal cereals
125. Brosd: Whits (Wt.: 1 loaf ).‘ Flaked: Bren__ corn__ rice__ wbeat_ | |
126. Breed crunbs  cracker mesl _seeeseeeon.| Puffeds Corn __ oats__ rice  wheab | U I
- - ! E) wgat feat .
177. Whole mhest (We.: 1 losf )| Soreddsd st ran whesh Bl —df-
128, Hye  pusparpickel other bread | 150. Maceroni  spaghettl  moedles
(¥6.: 1 loaf, 3. Dry___ Tosdy cOOHEd _esrroarierecinrans L
129. Tells  bisouits  muffims(We 1 a‘:z._i ] 151, Mixtures, ex_;i sfly grein productsr
- k-_ -; ! Spaghebti in tomato saute  rice in
130, Crackers, not swesh........ PrEteweremnie tosato sauce  meceroni ond cheese
131, Cake oo xx dianer_ chow mein noodles screpple_
. sand¥iches other
132. Pie "! E.=3 Dry _: ready cookied: Frozen__ cemned___
[ other ==
Fresh |Quntity used | Bought food i 0 NOT FILL
frozen Units |Codat Codes Quantity!
cemped|Nusber} Q4. aof  |Expensa
Food dried | of | 1b, | BP Price and unit  JSeurce|Group| Food | food for
cured |units | doz. 1 in bhought
raady= qup | | pounda faod
cooked skc,
{o} NECETORECRIO) {9 (=) [(n) | (e} 1 (4) {x)
ACCESSCRIES [
152 CThocolat8. e i inmriirnareiiiiai s . ‘ Ix 13 for [ 354004 ]
153. Cotom...va v R e raire xx - for I 354008
154. Soft drinkar Bottled  powdered  ....... . 1 fop 06
155. Beer__ wine  whisky _ res  gin _ T I
brandy  cordial __ ceseciiscrerrrasercess xx - for 12
156. Yeasts Compressed  dry ..., h for 5 %]
157. Coffees Besn, ground  concentrate
subgtltube  ....oicaeieeiieniiiiines . b o4 fox 13
L T L T T T P I =+ xx P for : DDA
159. Baking pewder cresm of tarbaz__ ........ £x =3 b~ for 11
160, Baking sode.. X% = xX for 13040C
161y Salt....eoieres = £23 xx for i 10508 xp
162, ViDOEHTs e« -vernn.- P . ! x= x= = for ] }9050B =
163. Gploet, herbs, v evrenreiersinrraranienncs. e = xx for 13508 x
164. Dxtracts, flavers, meah Emces ‘
wpecify R - = = for 13 =
VITAMIN AND MINIRAL PREPARATIONS | Expese 10 BOT FILL
|__for purchases Totals:
165. Cod, ather fish liver oils....... D - k A% homat Tood 9938 $
f L AN—
166, Vitanln CEDSULAB . veinrsicrmrrsrsransaranrsn | 3T Beer, etc, v
167. Mineral preparstions: Iren _ calcium
other . xx Food and drink ewsy 995 .
Potal food Bad drink 3999 L
168. Mineral and vitapin cepsules.uieriir..on.. = | Vitsuin snd wipsral prep. |
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X, MORY 1NCOME OF FAMILY OTHER THAN EARNINGS DURING 1947

Itan
in 1947
) (2)
No. of No. of Rate per Msals per  Gross |
1, HReceipts fronm rocmers and boardsrs: parsons “'kt:;—- m:hf weok receipts
(a) Persons rooming and boarding monias, monin_
(b} Perscms boarding omly
(c) Persons rodning only
(a) Total of gross ..i.v viirriniiiiiiiiiieni Sriiitasianbaeiraes Criseeiaraanny
2. Net receipta from real estate, rent leas expomses(if e met loss enter in item 15) ,
3. Interest received from bonds, savings mccounts, mortgages, lomns, etc. «...........
4. Dividends received from stocks and CoDPEratives .i.vevcerrerercsrarroonasnrearranas :
%. Net income from business (or farm} owned but not operated by a family member
(if a-nat 10’5. ﬂnter in itﬂm 15) L R N R R Y TR T I I
5, Receipts based on militery service, including mustering-cut pay, disability
pensions, allowances for rehabilitation and education (tuition, books, perscnal
allowancos) and unemployment DEMOEPES. covuinenrriensrrsssrnenrcnrransrasssonsnenas
7+ Dependency allotments end contributions from persons in armed forces.........vvvaee
8. Contributioms for support received from other persons not in family (other than
those in armed foms) L R T T R T T "
9. Unenploywent insurance payments (not connacted with militsry service) .............

10,

il.

12.

13.

15.
16,

17'

Pensions, retirement benefits, and workmen's compsnsabion (includes Federal old
ege end survivors! insursnos payments, governwent retirement bemefits,

industrial pensiens, OEC.) 4ovvvitrivrirnerniiiensiiinn.an Ceerarerereenireniesas
Periodic payments received frow insurance (including war insurance) snnuities and
B 4T
Cash received as public social assistamce amd relief ...... ereeanan aienenriacitanna
Alimeny, receipts from car pool, other {specify)
Total (1 through 13} «o . vvrvrnrnrnennnnnnnn cerae.
HOE JOSB auutensrnstnnssinscnnieaeininrinranes aentreanreraetraraeanetaeenary

Tobal (14 MIDUE 15) trueuernseesranssunnnersessneanroansearasansneesearasnssnsens

Other money receiptsi Inheritence, bequests, lump sum settlements from property
insurance, terminal leave allowance (specify)
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APPENDIX O
Earlier Reports on the 1948-49 Food Consumption Surveys

The previous reports on the 1948-49 food conswinption
surveys, which were issued in processed form as soon as
the analvses of the data were completed, are listed here
<ince they mayv be useful to those interested in obtaining
more detailed information on some particular phase of the
study. Reports marked with an asterisk can be obtained,
as long as the supply lasts, from the Home Economies
Ilesearch Branch, Agricultural Research Serviee, United
States Department of Agrieuiture, Washington 25, D. C.

Preliminary Reports

#1. Pamily food consumption in Birmingham, Ala,
winter 1948,

#9 Family food consumption in Minncapolis-St. Paul,
Minn,, winter 1948,

#3. Family food consumption in San ¥Fraueisco, Calif.,
winter 1948,

*3, Family food covsumption in Baffalo, N. Y., winter
1945,

4. Food consumption of urban families (68 cities) in the
United States, spring 1948.

6, Nutritive value of family diets, four cities, winfer
1948, Part 1. Average values for families elassified
by income.

7. Family food eonsumption in four cities, winter 1948,
A summary report.

#8. Familv food consumption in
winter, spring, fall, 1948,

#), Family food eousumption in Minneapolis-Bt. Paul,
Minn., winter, spring, fall, 1948,

#10. Family food eonsumption in San Franeisco, Calif.,
winter, =pring, fall, }948.

#11. Tamily foad eonsumption in Buffalo, X, Y., winter,
spring, fall, 1948,

Birmingham, Ala,

12, Nutritive value of diets of urban families, United
States, apring 1948 and eomparison with diets in
1942,

13, Nutritive value of family diets, four cities, winter
1048, Part II. Distribution of families classified
by nutritive content of dicts.

14. Food consumption of urban families with ehildren
and of families with no children, United States,
spring 1948.

15. Home faod preservation by eity families, 1947,

Commodity Summaries

#1. Meat seleetions of eity families.
*2, Fats and oils cousumed by city familios.
*3. Grain products consumed hy city families.
*4. Egge and poultry in city diets,
*5. Sugars and sweets in city diets.
*6. Dairy products in eity diets.
*7. Potatoes and sweetpotatoes eonsumed by eity fam-
ilies,
*8 Cliteus fruit consumed by city families.
*0. Fruit zelections of city families.
*10. Vegetable selections of city families.
#11, Meat: Variatious in eonsumption and interrclation-
zhips with other foods.

Special Reports

#1. Food consumption trends in Birmingham, Ala.,, 1933,
1946, and 1948.
2, Nuiritive content of city diets ... A smminary re-
port including some previously unpublished data.
*3. Seasonal patterns of food consumption, city families,
1948.

GLOSSARY

Age of homemaker.—Age at last birthday. The inter-
viewers were instructed that il il was not possible to got
age for an adult, to fill in an estimated figure.

Composition of household.—Households were classified
into two groups aecording to composition: (1) Those with
no children under 16 years of age and (2) those with 1
or more children nnder 16 vears. The number of adults
wag not specified.

Education of homemaker.—Highest grade or vears of
school eompleted was recorded. In the 3 classifica-
tions used in this report, elementary schoot inclndes those
reporting no formasl education as well as those whoze
highest grade was 8 or less; high sehool includes those
completing from 9 to 12 years; and college, 13 vears or
more.

Employment of homemaker.—Anyv part- or full-time
work away from home at the time of the interview.

Equivalent person.—See Household size,

Family, economic.— The economic famnily was defined to
include all persons who pooled their incomes or shared in
family funds for their support. Sons and daughters or
other relatives who lived in the home and paid a definite
amount for rovm and beard and whose carmings were not

known o the homemaker were conzidered as rovmers and
boarders and not as family members,®

Family size in week, count of members.—A counl of
members in the economie family during the survey week.
This pumber iz used with total family food expense.
Members temporarily away from home were included,

Family size in year, economic family.— The total weeks
of membership in the economic family of all membors
divided by 52.

Flour equivalent.-—The weight of flour, cereals, meal,
pastes, and prepared mixes and approximately 60 percent
of the weight of commercially baked goods and approxi-

%2 In foond consumption surveys conducted by the United
States Department of Agriculture in 1950, 1952, and 1953,
unmarried sons and daughters living at home have been
counted as family members and every effort made to ob-
tain information on their income and expenze for food
away from home. Married sons and daughters have alzo
bheen treated in a similar fashion if they =hared in certain
major household expenditures, prinecipally food, housing,
and automohiles,
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mately 20 percent of the weight of canned cooked mixtures
chiefly grains,

Food expense, week.—The sum of expenditures for the
purchased food and drink items used during the survey
week (minus a share of the total food expense proportional
to the number of meals boarders had of tbe household
total) and the expense for family food and drink away
from home. The latter was the respondent’s estimate of
expenditures made by family members (but not for
poarders, guests, or hired help) for {1) meals bought and
eaten away from home, such as meals at school, work, and
shopping, and (2) between-meal food and drink eaten away
from home, which included such items as soft drinks, ice
eream, candy, nuts, chewing gum, hamburgers, and alco-
holic beverages. Some underreporting of expense for
gome of these items, especially alecholie beverages,
probably occurred.

Tips and sales tax were included in the estimates for
expense for food away from home: but in entering the
expense for food used at home interviewers were instrucied
to exclude sales tax from price or total cost.

Food expense. 1947,—Estimates of amount spent for
food and drink by family members in 1047. Sce Moncy
vaiue of food in 1947,

Food from all sources.—Purchased, home-produced, and
food received as gift or pay.

Foed group.—One or more foods having similar use in
the diet or similar nuiritive contens. In this report foods
used during the week have been classified into 16 groups,
chiefly according to use in the diet and food marketing
practices. The items found in each group may be deter-
mined by inspecting tables 33—44. Another classification
has been used in several other tables, table 48 for example,
in which items have been combined inta the 11 food groups
used by the United States Depariment of Agriculture in
many earlier surveys, in its family food plans, and in
snummarizing quantities of foods in the national food
supply. Foods were classified into thess 11 groups chiefly
because of similarity in nutritive value, Differences or
likenesses between the two sets of groups may be deter-
mined most easily from the two sumnmary tables 46 and
48 and their footnotes,

Food list.—The form for recording the respondent's
estimate of the kinds and quantities of food used by the
household for a 7-day period. (See pp. 195 {0 200.)

Food, quantities used at home in a week.—Food “used’’
was interpreted to mean food used in an economic sense
and included food eaten, thrown away as waste, or fed to
pets. Purchased food as well as food that was home-
produced, received from welfare agencies, or as a gift or
instead of payment for goods or services was included.
Food *“used’’ covered that served at home to family mem-
berg, hired help, boarders or guests, or food carried from
home in packed meals.

If food was prepared but not eaten during the survey
week (7 days preceding interview), it was not recorded.
If, however, & portion of a home-prepared digh, such as
a cake, was eaten during the period, that portion of each
of the ingredients used was reported. Also, the home-
meaker wag reminded to include that portion of food pre-
pared before the period covered that was eaten during the
survey week. Food that was canned at home during the
survey week was not listed except for that quantity eaten
during the week,

Food that was given away, for example, given to neigh-
pors or donated to church suppers or shipped to persons
in the armed services or war-torn areas, was not recorded.

Quantities of foods were entered on the schedule in the
fortn in whieh they were brought into the kitchen. For
many mixed dishes, this was not necessarily the form in
whiech they were eaten, For example, 8cur that was uged
to make bread or cake af home appeared on the schedule
as flour, but purchased baked goods were entered as
bread or cake. It also should he noted that some of the
opgs, fat, and milk used by families may have entered the
kitchen in haked goods and therefore appear in tabulations
a8 baked goods and not as eges, fat, or milk. Likewise,
some of the sugar used by families entered the kitchen in
iee eream, canned fruits, baked goods, or in soft drinks.
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The basie detailed tables for this rvepart relate to
purchased quantities used during o week. For a given
family, the quantity of a purchased food item used during
the week is not neeessarily equal to the gquantity purchased
that week, B8ome of the food may have besn purchased
prior to the schedule period and some of that purchased
during the schedule period tay not have been used until
after the period. 1t is likely, however, that for a sizable
group of urban families the averages will be about the same
for purchases and for purchased items used during the
week,

Food obtained without direct expense.—Includes foods
raised for home use and those obiained by hunting, fishing,
and collecting wild fruit and nuts, or food received as a
gift or a8 payment {or serviees rendered. For the week's
data, average guantities were valued at average prices
?aid by families of like income. Bee also Money value of

ood in 1947,

Grain products (flonr equivalent).—Includes the weight
of flour, meal, eereals, pastes added to the dry equivalent
of prepared or partially prepared dishes and soups chiefly
erain products, and approximately 60 percent of the weight
of bakery products.

Homemaker.— A woman related to the head of a famiiy
or herself the head and responsible for the planning of
meals and buying of food for the household of which she
was 8 member,

Household.—Group of persons who shared family food
supplies. Inecluded family members at home, guests,
boarders, and hired help.

Household composition.—See Composition of household.

Household size.—The total number of meals served to
all persona in the household from family food supplies was
divided by 21 to obtain the houschold size in equivalent
persons, Family members were considered to have had
21 meals during the week, either at home or away, even
though they omitted a meal or had hetween-meal snacks
or more than three meals (young children or invalids).
Lunches earried from home and supplemented by pur-
chased food were considered one-half meals; those supple-
mented by beverage only were counted as a full meal.
Refreshments served to members of the household were
not counted as meals unless they served as substitutes for
regular meals. Hefreshments served to guests were noted
by the interviewerg and the number of meals whieh these
approximated were entered by editors,

For use in classifying households as in table 46, the
following intervals were used:

2-person house-

holds_______ Less than 2,46 equivalent persons.
3-person house-

holds. _ . .___ 2.46-3.45 eguivalent persons.
4-person house- -

holds_ _.._._ 3.46—4.45 equivalent persons.
Households of 5 or

more persons. 4.46 or more equivalen$ persons.

Income, 1947,—The family’s 1847 money income after
deduction of Federal income tax was used for elagsifieation
in major tables in this report. The total for all members
of the economic family was built up from the following
categories of jncome:

a. Money wager and salaries (other than military
pay).—Wages, salary, commissions, tips, piece-raie
payments, cash bonuses, and eash received in addition
fo wages and salary as employvee’s share of business
profits.  Reimbursement for traveling expenses and
payment in kind, such a2 living guarters and meals were
not included. If respondent reported “‘take-home' pay,
sufficient information on withholding tax, soeial sceurity,
and other deductions was obtained so that computation
eould be made of total wages and salary before any
deductions.

b. Net inecome from self-employment,—Net earnings
only, excluding business expenses. Goods brought from
the store by a proprietor were given a money value and
this sum was added to money earnings.

¢. Recefpls from roomers and boarders.—An estimate
of nel receipta from roomers and boarders, Information



was obtained on the number of roomers and boarders,

the weeks or monihs involved, the rate of payment, and

the number of meals served to boarders per week. The
cost of boarders’ food was estimated by multiplying the
rumber of hoarder meals by the average cost of foad per

person per meal for the entire houschold for 1947,

d. Net receipis from real estale rend, less expense—
Cash rent less expenses incurred in connection with the
property, such as taxes, repairs, insurance, interest on
mortgage on the property, and depreciation, Money
received as net profit or loss from the sale of properry
was not inecluded,

e, Interest received from bonds, sowings aceounts, morl-
giges, and {oans. .

I. Dividends received from stocks or cooperalrves.

g, Net income from business (or j‘ar-m-)_uwncd but not
aperated by o family member.—XNet cash iucome from o
zoing business or enterprise which was owned by the
familv or a family fuember but managed hy a person
not in the family. . . .

h. Receipls based on military service—Musteting-out
pay, disability pensions, allowances for rehabilitation,
and edueation and nnemployment benefits for veterans,

i. Dependency allotments end contributions Irom mem-
bers of Armed Forces.—Money received by the family
from & person who was serving in the Armed Forees
during 1947 but who was not a family member by
definition of survey.

j. Contributions for support received from persons nol
in the family (ofher than those in the Armed Forces),—
Cash gifts or contributions received more or less regu-
larly during the year from sous and daughters or other
petsons, related or otherwise, who were not moembers
of the economic family when the gifts were made.

k. Unemployment tnsurance payments, pensions, re-
firement benefils, and workmen’s compensation,

1. Periodic payments received from tasurance, annui-
ttes, and trust funds.

m. Cash recefved as public social assistance and relief.

p. Alimony, net gains from gambling, prize money,
and other income not covered by other items previously
listed.

Terminal leave allowances snd payments received by
enlisted men for unused leave, large giffs or inheritances
of money received by the family during the year from a
source outside the economic family, and lump-sum settle-
ments from insurance polieles were recorded but were
not included as income.

Deduction for Federal iucome tax was estimated in the
office on the basis of tax regulations for 1947 and the
information concerning income and family composition
supplied on each sehedule.

Participating houscholds not requested to furnish 1947
income information were (1) those living as families at
the time of interview but whose prineipal members were
members of other families or lived as single individuals
at some time during 1947 {for example, newly married
eouples) and (2) those who at the time of interview shared
in o common food and bousekceping fund but did not
puol incomes and did not depend upon family income for
support (i, e, noi economie families by survey definition),

Families that were not classified by income were those
not requested to furnish 1947 income information and
those unable or unwilling to tell their incomes to the
interviewers.

Income, last week or month. —The definition of income
used for the preceding week or month differed from the
Income reported for the ycar 1947 in two respects: (1)
Gross rather than net receipts from boarders were included
and (2} no deductions for Federal income tax were made.
Information on the previous week’s or month's income was
requested of all families furnishing the week’s food on-
sumption data except those who did not eonstitute an
economic family by definition of the survey.

Either a week or month was used as the reporting period.
Before tabulation, all entries for & month were converted
to the corresponding weekly figure by dividing by 4.3,

Milk equivalent,— Approximately the quantity of fluid
milk to which the varicus dairy products {except butier)
are equivalent in protein and minerals. The factors used
in this studv for converting pounds of dairy products ko
quarts of milk were:

Fladd milk_ . L ... 0 47
Evaporated milk _ . ______ ________ . _________ . g4
Condensed milk__._.._____. it e L 11
Nonfat milk solids (drv skim) . .. __.__. _.__ 4. 57
Dry whole milk. _________ e eimliioool. 3. 53
Cream.__ . __.______._ U . .33
Teecream. _ . ... ____.__. . a6
Cottage cheese (hased on proteiu only)y_____ .. 2. 63
Awmerican, Swiss, bleu, and grated cheese. . ___ 3.20
Cream cheese and cream cheese spreads. . ___ .88

Money value of food in 1947.—Expense for food at
home and away from home in 1947 covered the same
items as the estimate of food expense for the week. In
many instances, the previous week’s expenditures (usually
the homemaker’s estiruate because the detailed lists were
seldom added during the interview) was used as a basis for
building up an annual figure. Instructions to interviewers
stated, however, that homemakers should eonsider scpa-
rately perlods in 1947 when the family situation was
different from that of the survey week, as when there were
more or fewer persons (beceuse of births, deaths, guests,
hoarders, or absence of family menibers on vacation or a
school), when illness of considerable length required
special diet, or when the entire family was away from home
on vaeation. Availability of garden produce and of
home-canned foods was 2lso to be considered,

Fstimates of the money value of food raised for family
use were made by the respondent on the bhasis of prices
the family would have paid for produce of similar quality
at the usual place of purchase. The estimate was derived
for the following groups of foods: Vegetables, fruit, eggs,
poultry, mest, game and fish, milk and cream, ‘other.”

The value of meals received as pay, gift, or relief was
estimated on the basiz of loeal retail prices at likely place
of purchase., Guest meals for which family members
might have entertained in return {i. e., the usual “give and
take” of entertaining) were not included., Estimates of
food and drink {not meals} received in payment for services
rendered, and gifts from friends or relief agencies were also
made,

Informalion on expenditure for food in 1947 or for food
received without direet expense was not requested of
th-.f% families not asked to report on income (see Income,
10477,

Not classified by income.—Households that were not
eeonomie families for all 1947 and households that refused
to give income information. See appendix B, page 182,

Selected family types.—Households of 2 adults 16 or
more years of age and 0, 1, or 2 children 2 to 15 yesars of
age.

Sugar equivalent.—Approximately 10 percent of the
welght of liquid soft drinks and 20 percent of the weight
of ready-prepared puddings.

Vegetables and fruit preserved for household use in
1947 .—The estimates of vegetables and fruit preserved for
household use in 1847 include food that, before preserva-
tion, was hought, produced at home, or received as a gift,
or in payment for services rendered. Information was
ohtained ou the qguantities of vepetables and fruits pre-
served by canning, freezing, drying, and brining. he
preserved food may bave been processed in the family
home, {n cooperation with a neighbor, at & community or
commercially owned frozen food locker plant. It did not
include foods purchased in a frozen state and held in
refrigerators or freezers. Because the guantities of frozen,
dried, and brined food were negligible, they were not
ineluded in this report.

Information on home preserving was not requested of
those families not requested to give other annual data (see
Income, 1947).
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