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ESTIMA'l'l1'.D DISTRIBUTION OF FAMILY INCOME IN 1949, FOR THE 
UNITF!l! STATES, REGIONS, AND SELECTED STATES 

Preliminary Data 

Ea.rly this year the Btirc1.1u of the Census 
issued a series of repor~s based on a pre­
liminary sample of 19!50 Census returns which 
showed the distribution of f'ami.lies and un.re­
lated individuala by Lm~me levels in 1949 
for4 geographic regions and :f'or 10 States •1 

~rom theae reports it wna possible to obtain 
for each of the areas an estimate of the 
number of families and .lndividuals at ea.oh 
income level. The presP-nt report presents a 
fUrther analysis o:f' the de.ta previously pub.­
lished. It shows the distribution of aggre­
gate income as well as the distribution of 
families and unrelntod ind1.vidua.ls by income 
levels for each rogion and f'or the same 10 
States. 

The distribut:lons <lf F11rn1lie~1 and unre­
lated individual}l shown tn th'ls report are 
based on a sa.mplr: (;ln11 R rn therefo1~e subj eot 
to sampling v<>riilb:\.1:1 t;1 a~1 cxphl'.!ned in the 
section on the sourer. Ell1<1 n:·linMlity o:f' ·bhe 
estimates. Moreover, rm ·in n 11 f:l. eld eu:rveys 
of inoome, the :figtU'eG arr sllb;jnot· to errors 
of response and nonrepo::t. Jill". 'Phe distrj.bu-

l U. s. Bureau of thr? Ct.•n::.1", 2: .. .'':'..'..:imsus of Popu­
lation--Preli:ninnriY: He~.£!.-..:.;, "Jii.:1::11:11<n1t. nnd Income in 
the Uni"ted St.ntes, by H,·g.l.c%'! }CJ'i0, 11 Series PC-?, 
No. 2; and Serieo PC-6, Non. 1 .. 1u, wtifoh preaen·t popu­
lation cherracteris'tinn of 1;hu 1.0 Jnrge~t States (ac­
cording to 1940 populatiou trize). 

tions of aggregate income are subject to 
errors of estimation in addition to those 
noted above. The method used· to obtain ag­
gregates from the distributions of families 
and unrelated individua.ls by income levels is 
explained in the section on the source of the 
estimates. 

Distribu";;ion o:f' aggregat·e inoome within 
regions.--With the exception of the South, 
there is little variation in the average 
(median) income of families and unrelated 
individu~ls from o~e region to another. In 
1949, the median inoome of famili~s and unre­
lated individuals for· the Northeast, West, 
and North Central Regions had been about 
$2,900, about 50 percent higher than the 
median of $1,940 for the south (table 1). 
There is also little variation in the distri­
bution of aggregate income a~ong familie~ and 
unrelated indi.vidual.s from one region to 
another. In each of the regions the poorest 
20· percent of the farr.ilies and unrelated i.n­
div:l.duals received only about 3 percent of 
the aggregate money income; the wealthiest 
20 :;ieroent received between' 45 and 47 percent 
of the income in each of the regions other 
than the south, where the wealthiest 20 per­
cent received 50 percent of the income. The 
distribution o::' income among famiHes and un­
related individuals by region is shown below: 

Table A, --PERCJo."N'l' OF l\.(\(\H.lr.GA'l'1~ MONEY INCCME RECEIVED BY EACH FIFTH OF THE .FAMILIES AND UNRELATED 
INDIVIDUALS HANKED BY INCOO IN 19491 FOR THE UNITED STATES, BY REGIONS: 19.50 · 

~··~ 

FSlllilies snd North 
·south 

unrelated United Northeast west 

individuals States Central Total White 

Tot~l~•••••••·••••••• 100 100 100 lOD 100 100 
>---· ' 

Lowest fifth ••••••••••••• 3 3 3 2 3 3 

Second fifth ••••••••••••• 9 10 10 a a 10 

Third fifth •••••••••••••• 17 17 18 15 16 17 

Fourth fifth •.••••••••••• 24 23 ' 24 25 25 24 

Highest fifth •• , •••••••.• 47 47 1,5 50 48 46 -
This report was prepared in tile Economic Statistics Section of the Population and Housing Division by 

Herman P. Miller. 
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Incomes are sornewhat more unequally distri­
bnted in the South than in the other regions. 
This difference may be attributed in part to the 
fact that. this region cont.abs a much larger 
proportion of farm residents who typically re­
ceive . a part of their income in the form of 
goods produced and consumed on the farm rather 
than in cash. A distribution of total income 
( inclu:Ung this income "in kind") would show 
greater equality than the distribution of money 
income. 

Al so important may be the fnc ~ tt,n':. t.i.e 
South contai:'.'led a muol1 larger propoJ't.ion o!' nun­
whi te families and unrelated ind i vidunl.s tt1!i:; 

any of the other regions, About t.hree-!'iftlls cf 
the nonwhite families and unrelat.ed indi vidun: r 
resi·:le in this region. Nonwhl te1;, both in far:n 
and nonf'arm areas tend to be conr.entr•1ted in the 
lower income groups, T:ie dist.ribut.ion of money 
income for white nonfarm families in the South 
is closely si:nilflr to the i:lcome distr i bu'!:ion 
for all groups in the other regions (table B), 

Table B. --PERCENT OF AGGREGATE MONEY INCOME RECEIVED BY EACH FIFTII OF 111E NONl"Al\M FAi·lIT.rn1 1\N[) 
UNRELATED INDIVIDUALS RANKED BY INCOME IN l",\9, FOR THE UNITED STATE.'.i, BY HEGrnN:;: 19:•0 

Families and 
unrelated 

individuals 

United 
States 

Northeast North 
Cm1trul 

South 
West 

Total Whitw 

To·tal •••.•••.• , ...••. -, •. , 1----..::1:.::cOO"'-llf----""10::.::D'-l----"='-+---=:...+----'=-t----"'= 100 
4' 

WO 1(11.) lOD 

Lowec•t fifth ..... , ... , , , •.. , . , 
Second fifth •.•.•............ 
'rhird fit't.h •. , •.. , •.•. , •. , . , . 
Fourth fifth, ..•.... , .•...• , . 
Highest fifth ••..... , ....... . 

3 
10 
l? 
21, 
1,6 

Distribution of aggregate income within se· 
lected States.--The average income of families 
and unrelated individuals varied considerably 
more among States than among regions. ~ong the 
10 States covered in this study, the median 
income of families and unrelated individuals 
ranged from $2,100 for Missouri to $3,200 for 
New Jersey (table 2). This range was reduced 
only sligh·tly by the exolus:lon of farm residents. 

Corresponding to the greater variation in 
average income among States was a greater vari~ 
ation in the distribution of aggregate income 
among families and unrelated individuals. Al-

3 
10 
1'.' 

3 
10 
1.11 

c-~ 
1(, 

'3 3 
lC• 1(1 
lJ, l 

23 2'' ')• ,,. J 2' 25 
I,"' '' •'•'+ ·~H 1,11 '~ ~l 

though the share of the income received by the 
poorest, 20 percent of the families and unrelated 
individuals varied little from one State to an­
other (about 3 percent), the share received by 
the wealthiest 20 percent ranged from 44 percent, 
to 49 percent (table c). 

The exclusion of rural-farm residents from 
the distributions for these States had rela­
tively little effect on the data. The share 
of the income received by the wealthiest 20 per­
cent of the nonfarm families and unrelated in­
di vidue.ls ranged from 43 percent for Michigan to 
49 percent for New York (table D). 

Table C ·--PERCENT OF AGGREGATE MONEY INCOME RECEIVED BY EACH FIF'I1! OF THE I•'AMILIES AND UNRELATED INDIVIDUALS 
RANKED BY INCOME IN 1949, \?QR SELEC'I'ED S'I'ATES: l"'.'0 

-
Families and Califor- Massachu- Pcnnr:yl-um·elated Illinois Michigan Missouri Hew New Ohio Texn:; 
individuals nia setts JerEH!Y York v.nnia 

Total .•..•.•.• ,. 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1""' , .. _j 

' 
Lowest fifth ........ 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 3 3 ! 

Second fifth •...•.•• 10 11 11 11 8 ).() 10 11 10 ~ 

Third fifth •.•..•.•• 18 17 18 18 16 17 1(, rn lil F 

Fourth fifth .•.•..•. 23 24 21, 21, 25 2._1. 22 2/, 24 ".'; .. 

Higheot fift.h •....•• 46 t,5 l+dr '·~· 1,9 ,1,() /tq ltl~ ,','.' '· 
., 
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TahJ o D.--PERCENT OF AGGREGATE MONEY INCOME RECEIVED l3Y EACH FIFTH OF THE NONF.ARM F.AMILIE.9 AND 
UNRELATED JNDIVID!JALS RANKED BY INCOME IN 191,9, FOR SELECTED STATES: 1950 

-
Families e..."'ld -1 

Cnlifor- Ma.ssach•,1-unrelated Illinois Michigan 
nia sett8 individuals 

Total,. ........ ~ 100 J.00 100 100 

Lowest ~ifth •••••••• 3 3 .3 3 
Second fiftb •••••••• 10 11 11 12 
Third fifth,, ••••••• 18 18 18 lS 
Fourth fifth,.,,,.,. 21t 24 !! I 24 
Highes·t fifth ••••• ,. 1+5 44 . 43 

i 

DEFINITIONS AND EXl'LANATIONS 

Urban and rural r_esidence.--Ao.oording to 
the new de:rinition adopted fol' the 1950 Census, 
the urban population comprises all persons liv­
ing in (a) places of 2 1 500 inhabitants or more 
incorporated as cities, boroughs, towna, 2 and 
villages; (b) the densely settled urban fringe, 
including both incorporated and unincorporated 
areas, around cities of 50 1 000 or more; and 
(o) unincorporated places of 2 1 500 inhabitants 
or mere outside of any urban fringe. The remain­
ing population is classified as rural. 

Farm and nonfarm re~idence.--The rural pop­
ulation is subdivided into the rural-farm popu­
lation, which comprises all rural residents liv­
ing on farms, and the rural-nonfarm population, 
which comprises the remaining rural population. 
The term "farm" as used in this report means 
"rural farm," and the term "nonfarm" means 
"urban" plus "rural nonfarm." In the 1950 Oen .. 
sus 1 persons on "farms" who were paying cash 
rent for their house and yard only were classi­
fied as nonfarm; furthermore, persons in insti­
tutions, summer camps, and tourist Qourts were 
classified as nonfarm, 

Family.--A family is defined as a group ot 
two or more persons related by blood, marriage, 
or adoption and residing together; all such 
persons are considered as members of' the same 
family. 

Unrelated individual.--The term "unrelated 
individual" refers to a person (other than an 
inmate of an institution) who is living alone or 

2 Except in Ne"W England, New York, and Wisconsin, where 
"towns" are minor civil divisions of co'mties and are not 
necessarily densely settled centers like the towns in 
other Stai;es. 

New New Penneyl-
Missouri Ohio Texas Jersey York VIUlia. 

l.00 100 100 100 100 100 

3 .3 3 3 3 .3 
8 10 10 11 11 9 

17 17 16 lB 17 16 
24 24 22 24 24 ;?/+ 
4g 46 1,9 44 45 48 

with persons all of whom are not related to him. 
An unrelated individual may constitute a one­
person household, he may be part o~ a household 
including other persons unrelated to him or one 
ot' more famiHes 1 or he may reside in a rooming 
house, dormitory, etc, In this report, data for 
unrelated individuals are &hown only for persons 
14 years of age and over. 

Total money inoome,--Total money income ia 
the sum of the income received leas loasea, by 
all members 0:1' a :t'nmiJ.y or by an 1.llll'elated 
individual from the tallowing sources: money 
wages or salary; net income {or loss) from the 
operation of a farm, ranch, business, or pro­
fession; net income (or loss) from rents or. 
reoeipts :rrom roomers o~ boarders; royalties; 
interest, dividends, and periodic inoome from 
estates and trust fundej pensions; veterans' 
payments 1 armed :roroes allotments tor depem'ients, 
.tnd other governmental payments or assistance; 
and other income such as contributions for sup­
port from persons who are not members of the 
household, ·alimony, and periodic receipts :rrom 
insurance policies or annuities, The figures 
represent the amount of income received betore 
deductions for personal income taxes, social 
security, bond purohasea 1 union dues, eta, 

Receipts :rrom the tallowing sources were 
not included as income: money received trom 
the sale of property, such as stocks, bonds, a 
house, or a oar, unless the person was engaged 
in the business of selling such property; the 
value ot income "in kind," such as rood produced 
and consumed in the home, free living quarters, 
eto,j withdrawals o:t' bank deposits; money bor­
rowed; tax refunds; sitts; and lump...su.m inherit• 
anoes or insurance payments, 

;!lgsregate income.--Aggregate income ie the 
eu.m o:t' the incomes received by all :t'a.milies and 
unrelated individuals. 



Medien,--The median income is that amount 
which divides the distribution into two equal 
groups, one having incomes above the median, and 
the other having incomes below the median. 

SOURCE AND RELIABILITY OF THE ESTIMATES 

Source of the data.--The estimates shown in 
this report are based on the income data that 
appeared in a series of reports issued by the 
Bureau ot the Census early in 1951. (See foot­
no·te 1.) These reports presented estimates of 
the distribution of families and unrelated in­
dividuals by income levels, tor the regions and 
for 10 States. The estimated income distri­
butions were based on a sample of returns from 
persons selected from those enumerated on sample 
lines in the 1950 Census of Population. For the 
United States the sample consisted of about 
150 1 000 persons located in about 14,000 census 
enumeration districts systematically selected 
from all enumeration districts throughout the 
country. The table below shows the distribution 
ot the sample among the regions: 

Tablr. E.--PEHSONS AND ENUMEHATION DISTHIOTS IN TllE SAMPLE 
BY REGIONS AND SEUCTED STATES 

Area 

REGION: 
Northeast . ........ , •• , .. . 
North Central •••••••.•.• 
South., •.•.••.•••• , .. ,, .• 
West ......... , ........ , ••• 

STATE: 
California •.•••••••••••• 
Illinois •••••••••.•••••• 
Massachusetts, •••••••••• 
Michigan •• " ••••••.•. , •. " 
Missou:ri ............. , ••• 
New Jersey ••••••••••.••• 
New York •••••••.••••.••• 
Oltio., •.. , .• , •• , ••.. , .. ,. 
Pennsylvania •••.•••••••• 
Texas ••••••••••••• ,,, ••• 

Persons in 
sample 

39,000 
47,000 
35,000 
29,000 

15,000 
9,000 
8,500 
81 800 
8,800 
9,000 
9,900 
8,200 
8,500 
B,700 

Enumeration 
districts 
in srunpJ,e 

3,700 
4,000 
3,300 
3,000 

1,280 
800 
810 
930 
780 
650 
825 
750 
740 
740 

Al though the figures are based on data 
transcribed from the l\lt!O Consus, there may be 
differences between the data in these reports 
and the data to be publ:lshE.d ill the final 1950 
Census reports, apart from differences caused by 

the sampling variability. The main reason tor 
such differences is that the preliminary esti­
mates do not include al1 of the retineinents 
that result .from the oare1'ul examination at the 
schedules and tables to which the census data 
will be subject prior to the publication at the 
final repi;irts. 

Method of estimating ap;gregate inoome.-~on 
the basis of the inconle-d-ata :previously pub­
lished for each of the are1u1, an estimate of the 
number of families and unrelated individuals at 
each income level was obtal.ned by distributing 
the oases not reporting on i.Mome among all the 
income levels in the some :proportion as those 
that did report. A mean income was then seleotea 
for each income level. For income levels under 
$10 1 000 the mid-point of' each level was assUtD!Ml 
to be the mean; $250 WtlS uelected as the mean 
for the "Under $500" level. The mean for tbe 
"$10 ,ooo and over" income hwel was obtained :l'rom 
a Pareto curve fi ttea 't;o the frequencies above 
$7 ,OOO for each region and t'nr each State. Esti­
mates of aggregate i.noome were obtained by 

multiplying the number of :r·mnilies and unrelated 
individuals at each income level by the mean 
income for that level. 

Reliability of the etiUmates.--Since the 
estimatPS are based·-·On.,_sample data, they !11'0 

subject to sampling vurh1bllity, The sampling 
variability of an estimated percentage depends 
upon both the size of the percentage and the 
size of the total on which it is based. The 
following table presents the approximate sampling 
varia bill ty of estimated 1ieroentages based on 
totals of selected sizes for the United States, 
the regions, and the States: 

Table F. -..s.AMPLING VARIABILITY OF ESTIMATED PERCENTAGES OF FAMILIES AND UNBELA'l'lm INDIVIDUALS 
-· -~~· - -

Then the chances are about 19 out of 20 ·that the difference due to muupling variability bet\.lt'efi 
If the estimated per- the estimated percentage and the percentage which will bfl avnilnbl!l lltter from the complete 
. oentage of families and tabulation of the 1950 Census is less than: 
unrelated individuals 
in the given income United Cali- Illi-

Massa-
Mich- Mis-

Perm-
interval is : Regions chu- New New Ohio sylva- Texas 

States fornia no is setts igsn souri ,Jersey York nia __ ,__, 

2 or 98 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0,7 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.7 
5 or 95 0.3 0.5 0.6 a.a 0.9 1,0 1.0 0.9 O.H 1.0 0.9 l.l 

10 or 90 0.4 0.7 o.8 1.2 1,3 1.4 l,I, 1.3 J..2 l.3 1.3 1.5 
25 or 75 0.5 1.0 1.3 1.7 1,8 1.9 1.9 1.8 1.7 1.8 1,7 2.3 

50 0.6 1.2 1.5 2.0 2.1 2.2 2.3 2.1 2.Cl 2.2 2.0 2.9 

--· 
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The reliability of the estimated share of 
income reoei ved by a given quint He depends 
upon both the form of the distribution and 
the size cf' the total on which it is based. 
':'able C indicates the approximate sampling var­
iability of the percent of aggregate income 
received by each fifth of the families and un­
related individuals in the No~theast and the 
South. 

In addition to sampling variation and errors 
which may result from the method of esti­
mating aggregate income described above, the 
figures are s~bject to errors of response and 
nonreporting; but the possible effect of suoh 
errors is ~ot included in the above measures of 
reliability, Data obtained from a complete 
count of all persons would also be subject to 
biases. 

Table a.--SAMPLING VARIABILITY or PERCEN'l' OF AGGREGATE 
INCO~ RECJ!:IVED BY EACH FIF'l.'H OF THE FAMILIES AND 
UNREl':A.TED INJIVIDUA.I.S, FOR SELECTED REGIONS 

Fa:milief; and 
unrelated 

individuals 

NOR'l'HEAST: 
Lowest firth, 
Seoond fifth, 
l'hird fifth,, 
Fourth fifth, 1 
Higheei; fifth 

SOUTH: I 
Lowest fifth, 

. Second firth, 
l'hird fifth •• I 
Fourth fiI:t!t, 
Highest !'i!'th1 

Percent oi.' 
aggregate 
income 

3 
10 
l? 
23 
4'1 

2 
a 

1.5 
25 
50 

Ths ohanoee are about 19 out 
or 20 that ·i;J1e percent which 
would ha.v e been obtained from 
a complete ounsus would i'all 
within the estima·'ed range: 

2-4 
9-11 

16-lf:l 
21-25 
45-49 

l-:3 
7-9 

14-16 
23-2? 
48-.53 



Table l.-CUMJLATIVE PERCENT DISTRIBUTION .OF FAMILIES AND UNRELATED INDIVlDUALS AND OF AGGREGATE MJNEY INCOM!!: BY TOTAL MJNEY INCOME LEVEL 
IN 1949, FOR TliE UNITED STATES, BY REGIONS, TOTAL AND NONF/>llM: 1950 

Northeast North Central South West 
United states 

' Total White 

Residenee and total 
Families Families Families Families 

money income level 
and Aggregate and Aggregate and Aggregate Families Families and Aggregate 

unrelated money unrelated IDDney unrelated money and Aggregate and Aggregate unrelated money 

indiVid- income indiv.i.d- income individ- income unrelated money unrelated money individ- income 

uals uals uals individ- income individ- income uals 
uals ual.s 

UNITED STATES 

Under $500 ••••• •••••••• iJ.? 1.1 13.l 0.9 12.0 0.9 17.2 1.7 14.5 1..2 11.0 o.s 

Under $i,ooo ••••••••••• 22.9 3.3 19.2 2.3 20.3 2.8 30.4 5.5 25.2 4.0 19.6 2.8 

Under $1.,500 ••••••••••• 31.2 6.7 25.8 4.7 27.8 5.7 41.5 10.9 34.7 8.1 27.4 5.7 
-

Under $2,0<XJ. • ... • • •• .. 39.0 ll.O 32.7 8.2 34.8 9.5 51.1 17.5 43.7 13.5 34.7 9.5 

Under $2,soo ........... 48.3 17.7 42.l 14 • .3 43.8 15.8 60.6 25.7 53.2 20.9 4.3.7 ~~ 15.5 

Under $3, 000 • ••••• • • • •• 56.8 25.2 51.4 21.7 52.9 23.5 6S.l 33.7 61.5 28.7 51.4 21.9 

Under $3, 500 ••••••••••• 66.4 35.2 62.4 32.l 63.2 33.9 75.6 43.2 70.3 38.4 61.5 .31.6 

Under $4,000 ........... 73.8 44.2 70.2 40.5 71.7 43.6 80.9 .50.9 76.7 46.7 70.3 41.5 

Under $4,500, .......... 79.8 52.4 77.1 49.0 78.2 52.2 85.2 58.0 81.9 .54.2 77.3 50.4 

Under $5,0<XJ ........... 83.9 58.6 81.3 54.9 82.7 58.7 88.4 63.9 85.8 60.6 81.9 56,9 

Under $6,000, •••••••••• 90.3 70.0 88.5 66.3 89.9 71.l 93.0 73.7 91.4 71.2 89.2 68.9 

Under $7 ,000 ••• · •••• • • •• 93.8 77.2 92.4 73.6 93,6 78.5 95.5 80.l 94.5 78.1 93.2 76.6 

. Under $10,000 .......... 97.6 87.6 %.8 84.6 97.7 89.3 98.3 89.2 97.8 87.8 97.3 87.3 

Total •••••• , ••••• 100.0 100.0 100.0 J.00.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 J.00.0 100.0 J.00.0 100.0 100.0 

Median income .......... $2,599 . .. $2,924 ... $2,841 ... $1,940 ... $2,330 ... $2,907 ... 

URBAN AND RllRAL NONFARM 

Under· $500 ••••••••••••• 12.9 J.,0 12.9 0.9 11..S 0.9 15.2 1.4 12.9 l.O 11..0 0,8 

Under $1,000 ........... 21.0 2.9 18.9 2.2 19.6 2.6 25.7 4.2 20.9 2.9 19.6 2.7 

Under. $1,500 ••••••••••• 28.7 5.9 25.3 4.5 26.4 5.2 36,0 8.8 29.3 6.2 27.0 5.5 

Under $2,000 ••••••••••• 36.2 9.9 32.l 7.9 32.8 8.6 45.6 14.8 37.6 10.9 34.1 9.1 

Under $2, 500 • •••••••••• 45.4 16.3 41.4 13,9 41..4 14.4 5.5.6 22.9 47.5 18.0 42.8 15.0 

Under $3,000 ........... 54.1 23.7 50.8 21.3 50.5 22.0 63.7 30.9 56.5 25.8 50.5 21.3 

Under $3,500 ••••••••••• 64.2 33.9 61.9 31.7 61.3 32.6 71.9 40.4 65.9 35.5 60.7 31.2 

Under $4,000 ••••••••••• '72.l 43.0 69.7 40.l 70.3 '$· 42.7 78.0 48.6 73.1. 44.2 69.8 41.3 

Under $4, 500 ........... 78.5 51.4 ?6.6 48.5 77.1 51.4 82.9 56.2 79.2 52.3 76.9 50.3 

Under $5,ooo ••••••••••• 82.9 57.9 81.0 54.4 81.9 58.2 86.8 62.? 83~S -59,3 81.6 57.0 

Under $6,000 ••••••••••• 89.8 69.7 88.3 66.0 89.? 71.1 92.0 73.l 90.2 70.5 89.1 69.2 

Under $7,ooo ........... 93.5 77.0 92.3 73.4 93.5 78.6 94.9 79.8 93.8 77.8 93.3 77.2 

Under $10,000 •••••••••• 97.5 87.6 96.8 84.3 97.7 89.4 98.1 89.6 97.7 88.3 97.4 87.7 

Total.-.' •••••••••• 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 J.00.0 

Median income • .......... $2,763 .. . . $2,958 . .. $2,971 ... $2,219 ... $2,638 ... $2,970 ... 

J"r •,.. ., ·~ 

•~•~'<=fi;o-~~,;,,.,,,,,._,,.,~.O'.'-•:.·~;?'~='r-"-;' , :U"-o:!tY $""" ,,~:....·------~ 

r 
Q\ 



Residence and 
total money 
L."1.come level 

THE STATE 

Under $500 •••••••• 
Under $1,000 •••••• 
Under $1,500 ••••.• 
Under $2,000 ••.••• 
Under $2,500 .••••• 
Under $3,000 .••••• 
Under $3,500 •••••• 
Under $4,000 •••••• 
Under $4,500 •••••• 
Under $5,000 •••••• 
Under $6,000 •••••• 
Under $7,000 •••••• 
Under $10,000 .••.• 

Total ••••••• 

Median income ••••• 

URBAN AND 
RURAL NONFABM 

Under $500 •••••••• 
Under $1,000 •••••• 
Under $1,500 •••••• 
Under $2,000 .••••• 
Under $2,500 •••••• 
Under $3,000 •••••. 
Under $3, .500 .••••• 
Under $4,000 •••••• 
Under $4,500 •••••• 
Under $5,000 •••••• 
Under $6,000 •••••. 
Under $7,000 •••••• 
Under $10,000 .•..• 

Total ••••••• 

Median income .•••• 

'.!:able 2.---CIJl'lULAXIVE PERCENX DIST.RilJUTION OF FA.'IILIES AND UNRELATED IllDIVIDUALS AND m· AGGREGATE MONEY INCct1E BY TO'l'J\l. MONEY INCCl'IE LEVEL 
IN 1949, FDR SELECT.ED ST.ATES, TOT.AL .AND NONF.ARM; 1950 

California Illinois Massachusetts Michigan Missouri New Jersey New York Ohio Pennsylvania 
- -·-· 

Fami- Fami- Fami- Fami- Fami- Fami- fami- Fami- Fami-
lies Aggre- lies Aggre- lies .Aggre- lies 

Aggre- lie;; 
.Aggre-

lies 
Aggre- lies 

.Aggre- lies .Aggre- lies J..ggre-and and and and and and and and and 
unre-

gate 
unre- gate 

unre- eat.e 
u..."ll'e- gate unre- gate unre ... gate 

unrc- gate unre-
gal,e 

unre- gate 
lated money lated money lated money lated money lated l!!Oney lated money lated mon"y lated money lated money 
indi-

income 
in di- income indi- income 

indi- in.come 
indi- income 

indi- income in di- income indi- inc.om?. indi- income 
vi duals vi duals viduals vi duals '-iduals vi duals viduals viduals vi duals 

10.3 0.7 10.l 0.7 ll.5 0.9 11.3 o.e 17.3 l.7 12.2 0.8 12.3 0.8 11.5 0.9 13.8 1.1 18.2 2.4 16.9 2.1 18.1 2.4 18.1 2.3 30.3 5.4 17.6 1.8 18.6 2.1 18.9 2.6 19.7 2.5 
25.3 4.9 23.5 4.4 25.0 5.0 23.8 4.3 39.7 9.9 23.0 3.6 24.9 4.2 26.5 5 • .5 27.1 5.4 32.2 8.3 30.3 7.6 31.9 8.6 29.2 7.0 47.2 14.9 28.4 6.0 31.4 7.3 33.5 9.3 34.3 9.4 41.0 14.0 38.3 12.6 41.2 14.9 37.0 12.1 57.7 24.0 36.7 10.9 39.7 12.3 42.0 15.2 45.0 17.1 
48.4 19.8 1,7.0 19.2 50.9 23.0 46.6 19.6 66.1 32.9 45.3 17.l 49.0 19.2 51.6 23.4 54.6 25.4 
58.5 29.1 56.9 28.1 62.2 34.1 58.4 30.6 74.1 42.8 55.9 26.0 60.4 29.1 63.0 34.9 65.6 36.7 
67.9 39.0 65.6 37.0 71.3 44.4 67.3 40.2 80.7 52.3 64.2 34.2 67.4 36.2 71.9 45.2 73.7 46.4 
75.2 47.9 72.5 45.1 78.7 53.9 75.2 49.8 86.1 61.1 71.0 41.6 74.6 44.4 ?8.5 53.9 80.1 55.0 80.0 54.3 77.4 51.5 83.5 60.9 79.8 56.l 89.2 66.8 75.2 46.8 79.2 50.3 83.6 61.3 84.0 60.9 87.9 66.6 86.1 64.5 89.9 71.4 88.3 69.5 93.4 75.7 84.4 60.0 86.6 61.3 90.S 73.6 90.6 72.3 92.3 74.7 91.0 73.3 93.7 79.0 93.3 78.7 95.7 Bl.3 89.6 68.9 90.7 68.3 94.4 80.8 94.0 79.5 
97.0 86.0 96.9 87.1 97.7 89.2 97.5 89.l 98.4 90.0 95.9 82.8 95.9 00.2 97.9 90.2 97.9 89.9 

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
$3,078 ... $3,149 ... $2,954 . .. $3,:i ~3 . .. $2,131 ... $3,222 ... $3,044 . .. $2,918 $2,?59 . .. . 

10.2 0.7 10.1 0.7 11.5 0.9 11.0 0.8 15.9 1.4 12.0 0.8 12.2 0.8 11.5 0.9 13.1 l.O 
18.2 2.4 l&.7 2.0 18.1 2.4 17.3 2.1 27.2 4.4 17.3 1.8 18.lt 2.0 18.4 2.4 18.9 2.4 
2.5°.l 4.9 22.7 4.1 2.5.1 5.0 22.7 4.0 36.1 8.5 22.6 3.5 21 •• 6 4.1 25.5 5.1 26.0 5.2 
31.8 8.2 29.2 7,2 32.0 8.7 27.5 6.3 43.1 12.8 28.0 5.9 31.0 7.1 32.0 8.6 33.0 9.0 
40.4 13.7 ~7.4 12.3 41.3 14.9 34.9 11.0 53.5 21.2 36.3 10.8 39.1 12.0 39.9 13.9 43.9 16.7 
47.8 19.4 46.2 18.9 50.9 22.9 44.4 18.2 62.6 30.2 44.8 16.9 48.4 18.8 49.2 21.6 53.7 25.0 
58.0 28.8 56.3 2?.8 62.2 :34.0 56.4 29.2 ?2.3 40.4 55.3 25.8 60.0 28.8 61.l 33.3 64.8 36,4 
67.5 38.8 65.4 37.1 71.3 44.3 65.6 38.9 78.3 49.8 63.9 34.1 67.l 35.9 70.4 43.8 72.8 45.8 
74.9 47.8 72.4 45.3 78.7 53.9 73.8 48.5 84.2 58.7 ?0.8 41.7 74.2 44.0 71.5 52.9 79.4 54.5 
79.8 54.3 77.3 51.6 83.6 60.8 78.8 55.2 87.4 64.3 75.0 46.9 78.9 49.9 82.8 60.5 83.4 60.4 
87.8 66.8 86.2 65.0 89.9 71.3 &7.9 69.l 92.3 74.0 84.4 60.2 86.5 61.1 90.4 73.0 90.3 72.3 
92.4 75.3 91.0 73.5 93.6 78.6 93.0 78.4 95.0 80.2 89.7 69.3 90.5 68.0 94.1 80.4 94.0 79.9 
97.0 86.4 96.9 87.2 97.? 89.0 97.5 89.0 98.2 89.9 96.0 83.1 95.8 79.9 97.9 89.9 97.9 90.2 

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 lOO.O 100.0. 100,0 100.0 100.0 
$3,104 . ... $3,186 . .. $2,956 . . . $3,235 ... $2.,333 .. . $3,247 . .. $3,068 . .. $3,033 . .. $2,SD ... 

Texas 
··-

E'ami-
lies 

.Aggrc-and 
unre- gate 

lated money 

indi- income 

viduals 

13.1 1.1 
25.0 4.0 
34.8 8.1 
43.7 13.3 
52.6 19.9 
59.8 26.5 
69.0 36.5 
75.2 44.2 
81.1 52.4 
85.5 59.3 
91.0 69.4 
93.8 75.4 "" 97.4 85.8 

100.0 100.0 

$2,353 . .. 

12.9 1.0 
23.3 3.6 
32.7 7.4 
40.9 12.0 
50.0 18.7 
57.5 25.4 
66.9 35.3 
73.5 43.3 
80.0 52.3 
84.9 59.9 
90.E 70.4 
93.E 76.7 
97.f 87.l 

100.C 100.0 

$2,499 . .. 


