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PREFACE

This is the eighth of a series of reports
on relief accessions and separations in thirteen
selected cities - Atlanta, Baltimore, Bridgeport,
Butte, Chicago, Detroit, Houston, Manchester, Omaha
Paterson, St. Louis, San Francisco,and Wilkes-Barre.
In accordance with the plan followed in the June-
July number, the August bulletin (dealing with a
comparatively 1limited range of topics) presents a
continuous record since January 1935.

Employable persons in relief accessions
and separations are reported by occupations in
which = they were usually engaged before coming on
relief and also, in the case of separations, by
occupations in which they were engaged at the time
their cases were closed. This bulletin summarizes
for the thirteen study-cities the changes in the
employable relief population (1) by occupation of
usval employment, all of the survey cities combined,
(2) by cities, all occupations combined, and (3) by
occupation of usual employment, for each of the
survey cities. In addition, consideration is given
to shifts from one occupational level to another
and to the unemployment period prior to acceptance
for relief. For the purpose of studying net
changes in the load, those who are seeking work as
well as those who are working are included in the
compilations. As a means of indicgting relative
employment opportunities in the various occu-
pational levels, further analysis is made of em-
ployed members of closed cases, by occupation in
which engaged at the time of closing,

Prepared by
F. L. Carmichael and John W. Mitchell
under the supervision of
Henry B. Arthur, Assistant Director
Division of Social Research

e Sl o S A1 1 3 e S8 S g 1 et e I s S 2 S G i o o




SUMMARY

Employable personsl/on the relief
rolls of the survey cities heving a
usual occupation decreased 5.1 per-
cent from December 1934 to August
1935; this decline differed little
from the reduction of the total case
load in these cities (4.7 percent).
Significant differences did occur,
however, among the various occu-
pational groups of workers. Skilled
workers decreased most sharply (9
percent); unskilled workers came
next; semi-skilled, next;while white
collar workers decreased least,

Changes in the relijief load of
semi-skilled workers were different
from those of the other occupational

groups. Within . the period covered
by the study December was the peak
month for semi-skilled workers,
whereas February and March marked
the high points for most of the
occupational groups, Significant

increases occurred in the number of
semi-skilled workers on relief in
July and August, while the other
groups (with the exception of the
white-collar workers in August) con-
tinued to decline, This unusual
behavior of the semi-skilled group
is largely a result of wide fluctu-
ations in the Detroit load, caused
in part by seasonal factors af-
fecting the automobile industry.
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Employable white-collar workers
on relief in the survey cities dew
creased 5 percent during the four
months ending in July., This is true
in spite of the fact that the white~
collar proportion of the total em-
ployable relief load2/ increased
continuously during the first seven
months of the year. From July to
Mugust there a negligible de-
cline in the proportion, although an
increase in actual numbers,

was

The turnover of employable
persons on religigf is comparatively
high among semi-sizilled wvorkars, and
comparatively low - among unskilled
woTrkers, The turnover of laborers
is somewhat above average; that of
servants, considerably below average,

Changes in the number of employ-
able persons on relief ranged, among
the survey cities, from a decrease
(in eight months) of 41 percent in
Atlanta to an increase of 51 percent
in Manchester, The Atlanta employ-
able relief load declined continu-
ously from December to August.BExcept

for a small increase in July, the
trend in Butte was similar. In
Manchester, on the other hard, in-
creases occurred in each month ex-

cept Januvary; and in DPaterson, in
each month except January and August.

1/ In

purposes of this bulletin,is

employable person, for the
defined

as one 16-64 years of age who is
working or seeking work., An occu-
pation of "usual" employment is one

in which a person had work(exclusive
of work relief) for at least 4 con-
secutive weeks within the last ten
years, 1if he had experience in more
then one occupation, that in which
he had worked longest was chosen.

N\

2/ The term "employable relief load!
is wused in this report to signify
the number of employable persons on
relief,

§/ Relief turnover, as the term is

employed here, is the ratio of (a)
the average number of  workers in
openings and closings to (b) the

number of workers under care,
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While occupations of current em-
ployment were different in many
instances from those of usual em-
ployment, snifts toward lower levels
were somewhet mors numercus than
upward shifts, White-collar and
semi-skilled jobs comprised ap-

proximately the same proportions of
total jobs held at the time of
closing (by members of June, July,
and August closed cases) as white-
collar and semi-skilled workars com-
prised of total worksrs, The per-
centage of ' skilled  jobs to total
Jobs was smaller than the parcentage
of skilled workars to total workers,
whersas the reverse obtained with
respect to wunskilled jobs and un-
skilled workers, This indicatss that

the shortege of skillsd workers, Sl

1t sxists, is a result of relativaly
greater opportunitiss for this group
to find employmint in oth:r occu-
pational Isvals than for other
groups to obtain skilled jobs, and
that it is not caused by relativs
increases in ths numbar of skillad
Jjobs available,

For members of June, July, and

August closed cases who reported
occupations of both wusual and
current employment, the number of

white~collar jobs in current employ—
ment exceeded the number of employed
workers who had usually been engaged
in white-collar work in six of the
thirteen cities, Without exception,
unskilled Jjobs were more numerous
than wunskilled .worksrs who nad se-
cured jobs, With only on2 exception
- that of the semi-skilled in Bridge-
port — both skilled and semi-skilled

Jjobs wsre less numerous than were
employed skilled and semi-skilled
workers,

Employable skilled workers were
accepted for relief in January and
February in greater proportions (of
the +total employable workers ace-
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cepted) than in July and August,
whereas this group was comparatively
less numerous in January and Febru-
ary closed csses than in July and
August closed cases, The same was
trus in smaller degree of white
collar workers; but for semi-skilled
workers the movements were reversed,
For wunskilled workers the differ-
ences ware nagligible,

The
acceptance
new thnan
shorter

unemployment period prior to
for relief -~ Ionger for
for reopenad cases - was
for unemployed members of
cases (new and reopened) coming on
relisf in July snd August than for
those of January, February,and March,

Changes in tha Total Case Load

The number of cases on rolisf in
tha survey citiss was greater in
August than in July, Loss of job,as
in July, accounted for the majority
of th3 August openings, ths per-
centsge renging in August from 36
(Chicago) to 82 (Detroit). Securing
jobs caused about the same pro=
portion of the closings in August as
in July, the lowest percentage re-
ported in August being 34 (Chicago)
and the highest 82 (Wilkes-Barre),
Unemployable cases, i.e,, cases with
no member 16-64 years of age working
or seeking work, were more numerous
in Ausust openings than in August
closings, similar to the situation
in July. The proportion of new cases
in total intake, after declining to
a low point in June increased
somewhat in July, and then declined
slightly in August4/.

& For further information con=-
cerning accessions aand separations
of relief cases, the reader is re-
ferred(without additional discussion
in this report) to Tables 13, 14 and
1H55 ;
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CURRENT CHANGES IN THE URBAN RELIEF FOPULATION
AUGUST 1935

Trend of Employable Persons on Relief in Thirteen Cities
by Occupational Groups

“The relief population of the sur- ;the urban relief population should
vey cities contained, as of De- Dbe interpreted with due regard to
cember 1934, approximately 500,000 the relative importance of the vari-
workers 16-64 years of age who re- ous groups in the general population
ported '"usual" employment in spe- of urban centers. While 40 percent
cified occupations. Increases oc- of the gainful workers in the gener-

cumredis on the wholes ‘during  bthe al population (according to the 1930
first quarter of 1935,but there were Census) are white-collar people,only
marked decreases during the subse- 17 or 18 percent of the employable
quent ' four months, followed by a persons on relief belong to the
small increase in August, with the white-collar group. At the other
result that this group of employable extreme, Dbetween 35 and 40 percent
persons on relief was 5.1 percent of the relief load are unskilled
less numerous in August than in De-  workers, whereas the unskilled group
cember. in the general population consti-
: tutes only 20 or 21 .percent of the

Ghanoes Sim vhe reliief F lload by | Gobal. As shown in Table 1, these
occupational groupsi/. Erends dn faets ebbaiiny dn respect Lol the mes
the occupational characteristics of lief population, whether one refers

l/ Occupational groups distinguished in the Urban Current Change Survey
may be described briefly as follows: WHITE-COLLAR WORKERS consisting of (1)
professional people - teachers (school), musicians and teachers of music,
trained nurses, technical engineers, designers and draftsmen, clergymen,
actors and showmen, and artists and sculptors;(2) proprietors, managers and
officials - wholesale and retail dealers, builders and building contractors
managers and officials (manufacturing), restaurant and lunch room keepers,
and bankers and brokers;(3) clcrks and kindred workers -salesmen and sales-
women, clerks (general), stenographers and typists, bookkeepers and ac-
countants, telephone and telegraph operators, messengers and office boys,

and real estate and insurance agents. SKILLED WORXKERS - painters and
varnishers (building), carpenters, mechanics, machinists and tool makers
brick and stone masons, engineers (stationary), and electricians. SEMI-

SKILLED WORKERS — operatives in manufacturing (iron and steel, textiles,
clothing, food, and automobiles), chauffeurs and truck drivers,semi-skilled
workers (building and construction), dressmakers and seamstresses, and de-
liverymen (bakeries, stores, and laundries). UNSKILLED WORKERS consisting

of (1) laborers — other than manufacturing (mines, quarries, oil and gas
wells, odd jobs, steam and street railroads, roads and streets, stores, and
building and construction); manufacturing (iron and steel, machinery, and
vehicles), furnace men and smelter men, and farm laborers; (2) servants -
laundresses and launderers (not in laundries), waiters and waitresses,
workers in hotels and boarding houses, cooks and chefs, charwomen and
cleaners, janitors, and porters.




"to the thirteen survey cities, the
seventy-nine eities in which the
1934 Survey of Occupationgl Charac-
teristics was conducted,or the urbvan
situation as a wholeZ/.

The four main occupational groups
on relief in the survey cities-white
collar, skilled, semi-gkilled, and
unskilled -~ shared in the decrease
of the eight months ending in August.
Skilled workers showed the greatest
net decline(9 percent); white-collar
workers, the least (1 percent). The
proprietary group of white-collar
workers on relief was somewhat

larger 1in August than in December,
whereas the professional group de~
clined more than the white-collar
average.

The turnover @ of semi-skilled
workers on relief was greater than
average; that of unskilled workers,

less than average. The two groups
of unskilled workers -~ laborers and
servants - differed widely, however,
in this regard, the turnover of la-
“borens on  melief. being somewhat
above average and that of servants
considerably below average (Table 2).

2/ The principal differences between
the 13-city and the 79-city or total
urban distributions of the employ-

able relief population (by occu-
pations of wusual employment) occur
in the sgkilled and demi-skilled

groups, skilled workexrs comprising a
smaller proportion of the total for
13 eities than foer' 79 ecities or
tQtal urban,and semi-skilled workers
a greater proportion. Among un-
skilled workers,there is comparative
over-representation of servants in
the thirteen cities and under-repre-
"sentation of laborers, with the pro-
portions for total unskilled not far
different.
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It should be noted in this con -
nection that the white-collar group,
comprising 17 percent of all employ-
able persons on relief in thirteen
citieé, accounted for only 16 per-
cent of the employable members of
closed cases,whereas skilled workers
who constitute 15 percent of the
total on relief comprised 17 percent
of the total in closed cases. This
may suggest that per cavita employ-
ment opgortunities are greater for
skilled workers than for white
collar workers. Because of possible
differences in the number of employ-
able persons per casg, however, and
the fact that the number of workers
separated from the relief rolls per
job obtained may be greater for
skilled workers than for white-
collar workers, these data are not
conclusive ort this point. The peri-
od of unemployment before acceptance
for relief - longer for the white-
collar group than  for skililed
workers, as pointed out in a subse-
quent paragraph - has some bearing
upon the question also.

As shown in Chart 1, the trend of
semi-gskilled workers on relief con-
trasts sharply with the trends of
the other occupational groups. In
March, for example, the relief load
of semi-skilled workers was 2 per-
cent below the  December level,
whereas for each of the other occu-
pational groups the March load was
greater than the December load.- The
decline continted through June when
semi-skilled workers on relief were
5 percent less numerous than in De-

cember. Small increages in the
number of semi-skilled workers on
relief occurred in July and Augus?b

to a point 3 percent below December.
During the four months subsequent to
March, the skilled worker group de-

P —
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CHART 1 — TREND OF THE THIRTEEN-CITY AGGREGATE OF EMPLOY-
ABLES ON RELIEF WHO REPORTED USUAL EMPLOYMENT,
BY OCCUPATIONAL GROUPS
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AT CLOSING BY TYPE OF JOB

¥ Including all workers reporting occupations of

both usual and current employment




creased most rapidly - approximately
11 percent.

Earlier reports of this series
have called attention to the tenden-
cy for white-collar workers to com—
prise increasing proportions of the
total relief load.While this tenden-
cy persisted throughout the period
covered by this report, excent for a
negligible decline in the proportion
in August, a decrease of 5 percent
took place 1in the actual white-
collar load within a period of four
months - from a March figure 4 per-
cent above December to a July figure
1 percent below (Table 3).

Changes in the relief load by
cities., The December—August net drop

in the relief 1load of employable
persons who reported usual employ-
ment in specified occupations was

greatest in Atlanta, Houston, Butte,
and Chicago - approximately 41, 18,
8, and 7 percent, respectively. ZFor
the first three cities mentioned
this represents a continuation of
the trends observed in the June-July
report of this series, for the seven
months ending in July. The Chicago
load increased somewhat from July to
August. There was a net increase
over this period of eight months in
five of the cities - Manchester (52
percent), Wilkes-Barre (8 percent),
Omzha (6 percent), San Francisco (6
percent, and Paterson (5 percent).
Turnover was relatively low in
Baltimore and Detroit; relatively
high, in Omahs, Paterson, San
Francisco, and Wilkes-Barre (Tables
2 and 4).

Wide differences exist, among the
survey cities, in  the usual occu-
pations of employed members of
closed cases. The white-collar pro-
portion of total employed members

e o= e

o s——
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ranges from 7 vercent (Wilkes—Barre)
to 25 percent (San Francisco); the
skilled group, from1O percent (Butte
and Manchester) to 2¢ percent
(Detroit); The semi-skilled group,
from 12 percent (Butte) to 65 percent
(Manchester); and the unskilled
group, from 14 percent (Manchester)
to 68 vercent (Wilkes-Barre) (Table
6

Occupational shifts from usual t0
current employment. Data on @ the
occupations of both wusual and
current employment are available on
38,915 members of June, July, and
August closed cases who were working
at the time of closing§/.Examination
of these cases discloses a notice-
able shift from usual type of occu-
pation to current type of occupation.
Twenty-eight percent of persons
usually engaged in white-collar occu-

pations were employed (at the time
of closing) in "lower!" occupational
groups. Of the skilled workers, 5.4
percent had f}sen in the occu~
pational scaleZ/, as against 20.2
percent who had fallen. of the
persons usually engaged in semi-

gkilled work ~ 9.8 percent had risen
and 14.7 percent had fallen. And of
the persons usually engaged in un-

§/ The reader's attention is called
to the fact that the sample method
has been used extensively in com-
piling the data for the  Jlarger
cities. For example, the total of
38,915 - wnich is on a 100 percent
basis - has been derived from an
actual count of 22,108 - a 57 per-
cent sample of employed members of
closed cases.
4/ A shift

collar work,

this report, is defined

from skilled to white -
as the term is used in
as upward.

——




gkilled work, 11.7 percent had risen
in the scale. As would be expected,
the downward trend 1s greater on the
whole han the upward trend; 12.8
percent of the total group moved
downwards as against 8.1 percent who
moved upwards in the scale Charts 2
and B, and (Table 4).

In general, the four groupsare
fairly stable, wunskilled workers
showing the least shift. The white-

~collar workers manifest least stabi-

1Lk And the skilled and semi-
skilled groups exhibit roughly equal
degrees of stabilityb/.

There were 1123 persons who re-
ported a current occupation but who
had never worked before and there-
fore were recordcd as having no
usual occupation. For this group
the proportion with work in skilled
occupations was very small, whereas
white-collar jobs constituted a com-
paratively large proportion of the
GoMal, Although one-sisth of the
Jobs currently held by all workers
in the study were in skilled occu-
pations, only 6 (0.5 percent) of the
1128 persons holding their first
Jobs were in the skilled category.In
contrast, the proportion of the 1123
persons who found white-collar jobs
was nearly twice as great as the
proportion of white—collar Jjobs in
current employment (Table 5).

5/ In view
occupational

of the fact that the
categories presented
here are broad and somewhat indefi-
nite, it is probably reasonable to
assume thot varying desrees of skill
exist within any one category, and
that within the limits of each cate-
gory, upward and downward shifts oc-
ourred. Evidence to prove .this,
however, is not available.
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Among employed members of June,
July, and August closed cases who
reported occupations of both usual

and curijnt emnloyment, skilled
workers2/ comprised a greater pio-
portion of +total workers than the

skilled Jjobs held at the time of
closing comprised of total Jjobs-19,3
percent of the workers belonged to
the skilled group and 16.9 §7rccnt
of the jobs were skilled jobsY ,This
suggests that opportunities for
other occupational groups to obtain
employment in skilled work are com—
paratively meager, but that skilled
workers, in considerable numbers,
succeed in finding work In other
occupations. It would appear, there-
fore, that the relative shortage of
skilled workers, if 1t exists, 1is
caused by the exodus of this group
into other occupations (definitely
exceeding the movement from other

6/ The term "ekilled worker!" is used
in this report to signify one whose
ugual occupation was in the skilled
category, regardless.of the charac-—
ter of the job currently held. The
terms "white~~collar worker!", "semi-
skilled worker! and "unskilled
worker" are used similarly.

7/ O0f all employed persons who re-
ported wusual occupations, 18,7 per—
cent were gkilled workers; and of
all jobs for which occupations were
indicated, including those held L¥
persons who had nc usual occupation,
16.4 percent were skilled jobs.

As further evidence of the diffi-
culty encountered by other groups in
obtaining skilled Jjobs, semi-skilled
and unskilled workers got larger
proportions of the white-collar jobs
than of the skilled jobs (Table A,
Section III).
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Table A
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Bmployed Fersons in Closed Relief Cases of Thirteen Cities
Combined, Classified by Occupational Groups of Usual and
Current Employment
June-August 1935

Occupational Group
of

o tal
(having

pEnown cur-—

Occupational

Group of Current Employment

Usual Employment [rent occu-i White- : “[Semi- Un-
pation) Collar| Skilled|skilled |[skilled Unknown
I, Number of Employed Workers in Snecified
: Occupational Groups
To tal 38,915?/ 5,980 | 6,576 11 =280/ 15,129 9,175
White-collar 6,116 4,403 244 688 781 1,406
Skilled 7,509 409 | 5,587 639 824 || 1,482
Semi-skilled 11976 865 506 9,038 il 6T 2525
Unskilled 13,214 503 239 lillsi e kil sy 4,164
Unknown 45 18 9 18 471
No Usual Occupation! 1,123 324 6 368 425 256

Total
White-collar
Skilled
Semi-skilled
Unskillegd

Unknown

No Usual Occupation

To tal

White-collar
Skilled
Semi-skilled
Unskilled

Unknovwn
No Usual Occupation

II. Percent Distri

butien of Occupational Group

of Usual Employment by Current Employment
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100.0

100.0
100.0
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§j Excludes "unknown!" in both current and usual occupational groups as we

as "no usual!" employment,
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occupations into skilled work) and
not by relative necreases in the
number of skilled jobs avallable. The
number of employed skilled workers
(that is, workers whose usual occu~
pations were in the skilled category)
among those who reported occupations
of both usual and current employment
exceeded the number of skilled jobs
held at the time of closing, in each
of the survey cities, With one ex—
ception — Bridgevort - the number of
mployed semi-skilled workers is
greater than that of semi-gkilled
Jobs held, Employed white-collar
workers are more numerous than the
white-collar Jjobs held in seven of
the thirteen cities, As  would be
expected, it was in unskilled jobs
that the bulk of the workers
shifting from other groups found em-
ployment (Chart 4, and Table 5).

Distributions of all employed
workers who vreported usual occu-
pations, whether occupations of
current employment were known or not,
and of all jobs held in specified
occupations, whethar the workers had
usual occupations or not, show the
semi-skilled and unskilled pro-
portions - workers and jobs -to have
been more nearly in. agreement than
was true of the group which reported
both wusual and current occupations,
In all cities, however, employed
workers who had been usually engaged
in skilled work constituted greater
proportions of the total who re-
ported occupations of usual empl Oy—
ment than the skilled jobs held at
the time of closing comprised of
total jobs (Table 6),
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Distribution of employable
persons in openings and closings by
occupation of usual emuloymcntd/ The
June-July report showed that the
proportion of employable persons in
accessions and 1n separations, who
belonged to a given industrial group
varied widely from one month to
another, As would be expected,since
the seasonal factor is considered of
less importance for occupational
groups than for industrial groups,
month-to-month variations are less
marked for the former than for the
latter, Variations of some signifi-~
cance, appear, however, in the occu-
pational groups. For example,
approximately 30 percent of the em-
ployable persons in cases opened
during January, February, and March
were semi-skilled workers, as com-
vared with 28 percent in June, July,
and Aigust., On the other hand, semi-
skilled workers comprised 38 percent
of all employable persons in cases
closad during the first three months
of  the period under study and 28
percent during tne last three months,
The skilled worlker proportion for
opened cases was lowest in April;and
for closed cases it was highest in
Aoneatil Throughout the six months
ending JAugust 31, skilled workers
left the relief rolls in both relea~
tive and actual numbers exceeding

Q/ Imploysble persons, who desig-
nated occupations of usual employ-
ment, comprised approximately 88 per
cent of all employable persons in
inteke and 89 percent in closings.
For details, see Table 6 of the June
~July Urban Current Change report,
Seriecs I, No, 14,
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those admitted to relief (Table 7).

Distribution of workers employed
at closing by occupation in which
employed, White~collar, skilled,and
unskilled jobs were relatively more
important in providing income suf-
ficient to permit the closing of re-~
licZ cases during the sumer than in
January and February. Semi-~skilled
Jobs, on the other hand, made up 49
percent of the total closings due to
employment in January and 25 percent
in August. It should be noted in
this connection that the "unknown"
group is large, ranging from 15 to
27 percent, While this means that
the percentages themselves sre under-
statements of the true proportions
which the various groups comprise,
they are considered indicative of
trends (Table 8),

Durstion of wunemployment of un-
employed workers in opened coses. As
would be expected, the unemployment
pberiod prior to acceptance for re-
lisf was longsr for members of new
cases than' for members of reopened
cases ~ 15 weeks (median for all
cities combined, January through
August) for new cases, as compared
with 9 weeks for reopened cases. For
cases opened in January, February,
apd March, it was considerably above
the eight months! average 1in each
instance; for those opened in June,

July, and August, considerably below.

?his change, reinforced by a decline
in the proportion of new cases in
total intake between January and
August, caused the median period of
unemployment of all unemployed
membars in intake to decrease more
than it did for either the new or
the reopened cases

White-collar workers reported the
longest wunemployment periods and
semi-skilled workers the shortest,

White-collar workers in new May and
June cases had been unemployed
longer than in the new cases of
other months, This may be interpre-
ted as reflecting decreased re~
luctance on the part of white-collar
people to accept a relief status,
caused by the announced plan of
giving special attention to the
whi te-collar group (Table 9).

Individual Occupational Groups

Many of the differences between
movements in occupational groups for
individual cities are similar to
those occurring in the total load
fior ‘ithose  eiitieiss s reflects
differences in local conditions and
to some extent in agency policy.
Nevertheless, the basic question as
to how the various skill groups are
faring in +the thirteen cities is
answered by the data,

White—collar workers, The number
of employsble white-collar persons
on relief in the thirteen cities,who
reported wusual employment, varied
within narrow 1limits during the
period January through August - from
88,300 in March to 84,000 in July,
The proprietary group of white
collar workers increased in January,
Februsry, and March, and decreased
during the period April through
August, although for the period as a
whole there was a small net increase,
Clerks followed the same pattern,
except that a small increase oc-
curred in August, The professional
group is more irregular, the number
on relief increasing in January,
March, and August, and decreasing
during the other five months, with
an August total 3 percent below the
December level (Table 3),

From January through August, em-
ployable white-collar persons in




opened cases were relatively most
numerous in San Francisco, Houston,
and Chicago, and relatively least
numerous in Wilkes-Barre and
Paterson. White-collar jobs held at
the time of closing (by members of
closed cases) were most important,
relative to total Jjobs, in San
Francisco and Atlanta; least im-
portant in Wilkes-Barre, Paterson,
and Manchester. As would be expected
the trend in the proportion of white
-collar workers among opened cases
is the reverse in most instances of
the trend for closed cases in vhe
proportion of white-collar jobs. In
Manchester, for example, 29 percent
of the employable persons in January
opened cases were white-collar
workers, as compared with 5 percent
in August; whereas 8 percent of the
January jobs were white-collar jobs,
as compared with 14 percent in
August?t. In Atlanta, the trends are
reversed, the August percentage of
persons in opened cases being the
greater, and of jobs held by members
of c}osed cases, the smaller(Table
G2yl

Skilled workers. The relief load
of employable skilled workers in-
creased in January and February, and
decreased in each of the following
six months, ranging from a February
figure 2 percent above the December
level to an August figure 9 percent
below.

9/ Tables 3 and 12 provide the basic
data for the discuseion of indi-
vidual occupational groups in this
and following sections, though they
are referred to at this point only .
Detailed city data on changes in the
employable vrelief load Dby occu-
pational groups are presented in
Tables 10 and 11.

Skilled workers in opened cases
were rTelatively most important in
Baltimore, Bridgeport, Detroit, and
San Francisco; relatively least im-
portant in Butte, Manchester, and
Wilkes-Barre. Skilled jobs comprised
largest proportions of total jobs
held by members of closed cases in
Detroit, Omaha, and San Franciscoe.
The skilled group constituted 25
percent of the total 1n January
opened cases in Bridgeport, as com-
pared with 16 percent in August;
whereas the skilled Jjobs held in
Bridgeport by members of January
closed cases were 5 percent of the
total, compared with 18 percent in
August.

Semi-skilled workers. Contrary to
the general movement, the aggregate
of employable semi-skilled workers
on relief declined on the whole
during the first quarter of the year
and at no time from January through
August was the total as great as in
December. From a low point in June,
5 percent below December,an increase
has taken place resulting in an
August load 3 percent Dbelow De-
cember. March, July, and August are
the only months in which increases
occurred. Five of the cities -
Manchester, Qmaha, Paterson, San
Francisco, and Wilkes-Barre — show
net increases from January through
August in the number of semi-skilled
workers on relief.

An examination of the monthly
record of individual cities shows
that the Detroit data account, in
the main, fqr the dissimilarity in
trend between the semi-skilled and
the other occupational groups. With
seasonal expansion in the automobile
industry in January and February,
semi-skilled workers disappeared in
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large numbers from the Detriot re-
lief rolls., During the three months
June, July, and August, many of them
returned, with the result that semi-
skilled workers on relief in Detroit
were but slightly less numerous in
Mngust than in December (Table 11).

Semi-skilled workers in Detroit
opened cases increased from 37 per-
cent of the total in January to 53
percent in August, whereas semi-
skilled Jjobs held in this city at
the time of closing decreased from
69 percent of the total in January
to 37 percent in Mugust,Semi-skilled
workers 1in opened cases were rela-
tively most rnuwnerous in the textile
manufacturing centers -~ Manchester
and Paterson, and relatively least

numerous in the mining centers -.

Butte and Wilkes-Barre. The same
was true of semi-skilled jobs held
by members of closed cases.

Unskilled workers., The unskilled
group on relief in the survey cities
-~ lnereasing in January and March,
and decreasing in the other six
months -~ follows the all-oecupation
pattern of month-to-month changes in
all months except August. During
the five months ending in August, a
decline of approximately 9 percent
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occurred — from a March load & per-
cent above December to an "August
load 6 percent below, Laborers and
servants - the two classes of un-
skilled workers — are similar in
their monthly variations, March and
dugust being the high and low months
in each case. Relative to the De-
cerbar level, the servant group on
relief maintains (throughout the
period January through August) a
position higher than that of labbr-
ers, but at no time does the differ-
ence exceed 2 percent. The servant
load increased somewhat in February,
With this exception, both laborers
and servants follow the pattern (of
monthly variations) of the unskilled
group as a whole.

The proportions of unskilled
workers in opened cases were largest
in Baltimore, Butte, Houston, Omaha,
and Wilkes-~Barre;
Manchester and Paterson. The same
is true of unskilled jobs held at
the time of closing by members of
closed cases. Unskilled workers 1in
AMlanta opened cases decreased from
40 percent of total workers in Janu-
ary to 20 percent in August, whereas
unskilled jobs in Atlanta increased
from 31 percent of total jobs to 43
percent

and smallest in ~
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Occupational Distribution of Urban Workers 16-64 Years of Age in_
General and Relief Populations

Occupational General urban|Total urban| 79-city 13-city 13-city
Group population [relief pop.|relief popd]relief pop, [relief pop.

April 193®é/ May 1934@/ May 1934_ADeC. 1934¢/ | Mg, 1935

Total workers o1, 028, 257 3,485,000| 253,111a/| 503,400 | 477,699

Percent Distribution

A1l Occupations 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.d 100.0
fhite collar 40,8 16,3 a2 1652 1756
Professional 79 2.0 Zal 1.8 1.8
Proprietary 8.9 41 3.4 B 3.2
Clerical 24.9 LOE e 7 L2 L 1256
Skilled 16,8 gl 17.4 14.9 14,2
Semi-skilled 2L 265 28.2 32,2 32,6
Unskilled 20.5 38,7 37.2 36,0 356
Laborers LIS 258 20.6 78 17.4
Servants 8.8 15.4 16.6 18.2 18,2

Us Se Census, 1930,

in cities of 25,000 dr more population.

Survey of Occupational Characteristics May 1934,
c/ See Table 2, footnote a/, of this report.
‘Sample used in the Survey of Occupational Characteristics May 1934

Estimated number of persons in gainful occupations
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Table 2

Employable Workers on Relief in Thirteen Cities Reporting
Usual Employment in Occupational Groups
January-August 1935

January-August 1935 Percent Distribution

, Workers : Percent
llassification on / Workers Workers ‘Change | Workers Workers Workers
‘ Relief2/| in in Net from on in in
b Dec.1934| Openings| Closings| Change Dec.1934 Relief | Openingsg Closings

1 Occupations | 503,400 159,8561—)/185,55’7h _25,7012 - 5.1 100.0 100.0 100.0

ite-collar 84,790 27,986 | 28,447 |- 461 |- 0.5 165 7kt 1BHIS
| Professional 8,870 2,995 Ba G0 - 307 |- 3.5 o8 2l g 1168
' Proprietors 1150170 5,634 5,528 = - 111 A0 3.0 345 3.0
| Olerks 80850l 19 B8R 19,622 1~ = 26B 1= 0sd O 12 10t
killed 751y L S0HI 28, {128 %0,666 |- 6,938 |- 9.2 14.9 14.9 16.8
lemi-skilled 161,970 || 54,169 | 59,460 |- 5,291 |- 3.3 B2 2 34.0 572l
skilled 181,450 || 53,606 | 64,347 |-10,741 |- 5.9 36.0 3346 35.23
| Leborers 89,640 || 29,498 35,707 |~ 6,209 |~ 6.9 178 1845 1988

Servants 91,810 |} 24,108 28,640 |- 4,532 |- 4.9 182 i1i5 el 155
gF Cities 503,400 || 159,856 | 185,557 |-26,701 |- Diadl: 100.0 100.0 100.0
flanta 29,000 || 3,012 | 14,867 |-11,855 {-40.9 5.8 1.9 8.0
leltimore 41,700 g a0l 0he [ 2,008 a8 8led Bl 6.3
ridgeport 6,300 1,740 o 153 4= 4138 - 646 e el 1o
Mbte 7,080 1F 1491 | 2,081 - BUO | 8.1 1.4 0.9 1o
hicago 183,300 || 53,917 | 66,577 |-12,660 |- 6.9 36 .3 BB BEeY
etroit 85900l 2826 | 28,503 = 306 |- 3.6 170 14.5 1247
ous ton 16,400 4,961 7,973 |- 3,012 |-18.4 Be3 Tt 4.3
anchester %,300 2,852 1,157 e 1,701 [#50w8 Ol 148 0.6
imatho, 12,800 8,119 | 7,375 |+ 744 |+ 5.8 2:5 Biel 4.0
aterson 8,400 5,038 A-glg [ 436 | Sl st L) 2.5
t. Louis 58,600 || 20,081 | 21,313 |- 1,232 |- 2.1 156 12.6 11:p
an Francisco 22100 || 15,600 § 18,612 [+ 1,988 i 6.8 64 D7 7.8
ilkes-Barre 18,600 i, 10,031 8,528 |+ 1,503 [+ B.l Bt 6.3 4.6

J An estimate derived from the December 1934 case load in each city by application

if, first, the average number of workers per relief case, and then the occupational

fistribution in May 1934.

Thile these data are approximations only, they are con-
fidered fair bases for an analysis of relative change.
U Totals include "Occupation not specified" which comprise 367 openings and 2637
flosings with a net change of 2270 from December 1934 to August 1935.




/ Except those without "usual!! employment.
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Table 3
Employable Persons g/ on the Relief Rolls Q/ in the Thirteen Cities
Classified by Occupational Group of Usual Employment
January - August 1935
ceupational Dec. Jan, Feb., Mar. Apr. May June July Aug.
Group Al |
Total Number of Employable Persons
E@i&LéﬁL ..... 503,400 | 508,390(505,587 |508,697 498,701 1489 ,641 481,345 475,658 477,699
ite collar | 84,790 87,089| 87,172 88,308 | 86,709 85,635| 85,067 83,987 84,329 i
Professionall 8,870 9,058 8,834| 8,921| 8,721| 8,633| 8,563| 8,495/ 8,564 il
proprietors | 15,070 | 15,834| 15,969 | 16,363 | 16,128 | 15,809| 15,529 15,228 15,181
Clerks 60,850 62,197| 62,379| 63,824 | 61,860| 61,193| 60,976 60,264| 60,585 |
Skilled 755190 6B 76,910 | 76,9064 ¥B,922 714718 69,801 68,296| 68,252
Semi-skilled (161,970 |159,923|157,748 |158,292 |155,412{153,879|153,753 154,553 L56H6IA \
nskilled 181,450 |185,253(185,063 186,621 |184,251 {180,156|174,572|170,964 1705709
Laborers 89,640 | 91,441| 90,846| 91,696| 90,631 | 87,960 85,641} 83,655 83,431 |
Servants 91,810 ! 93,812 94,217| 94,925 93,620| 92,196/ 88,931} 87,309 87,278 |
Relative Number of Employable Persons:— December 1934 = 100
Total 100 101 . 100; . Tob 99 St e |
faite collar 100 103 103 104 102 101 100 el 99 j
Professional 100 102 99 100 98 97 97 96 97 J
‘Proprietors 100 105 106 109 107 105 103 100 101
Olerks 106 102 103 104 102 101 100 99 100
Skilled 100 102 102 102 98 5 98 s ol 91 é
Semi-skilled 100 99 97 98 96 95 95 98 97 ]
Unskilled 100 102 102 103 102 99 96 94 94 |
Laborers 100 102 101 102 101 98 96 9% 95
Servants 100 102 103 103 102 102 97 95 25
Relative Number of Employable Persons:- All Occupations = 100 |
Total d/ 100.04  100.0! 100.01 100.0| 100.0; 100.0) 100.0| 10040 100.0 ]
ite collar 1648 17l L7765 17.3 1745 17.4 1756 176 1766 3
Professional 1.8 148 Ta? 147 147 1.8 1.8 1.8 148 i
Proprietors 3.0 3.1 32 3¢l 362 3462 32 B3e2 32 (
(lerks 12.0 12.2 12.3 12.4 12.4 12.4 12.6 12.6 12.6 f
Skilled 1449 15,1 15.2 1541 14.8 14,6 14.5 1443 14.2 i
Semi-skilled | 32.3 Sl mlaE o 2.0l 3L Blas - SL.BI - BoeEl . Sl |
Unskilled 3640 3604 36.9 3648 3048 3647 36.1 3548 3566 i
daborers 17.8 18.0 LS 18,0 18.1 1ete) e 1745 17.4 1
Servants 1842 18.4 18.6 18'6| 18.7 18.8 18.4 18.3 18,2

Derived by application of Current Change Survey data to estimated occupational dis-
tribution of workers on relief in December 1934, Sece Table 1, footnote g/ .

The discrepancy between the total and the summation of occupational groups coincide
with the net difference between the number of openings and closings whose occupatio
of employment was not ascertainable. In each month the number of workers leaving
the relief rolls, whose occupation of usual employment was not ascertainable, ex—
ceeded the number coming on relief. Decreases from each preceding month arei- |
| January 613; February 694; March 123; April 163; May 154; June 151; July 2443
| August 128.

P/ "Unknown usual® excluded from totale

A e
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Table 4
Employable Persons on the Relief Rolls Reporting Usual Employment
Thirteen Cities
January-August, 1935
City Dec, Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr, May June July Aug.

: Total Number of Employable Persons a/
L 411 cities 503,400 [508, 390 505,587 1508,697|498, 701 {489,641 |481,345 475,658 |477,699
itlanta 29,000 28.511| 27,403 26,736| 25 ,794| 24,860 20,082| 18,201 17,145
Bal timore 41,700| 42,802| 43,961 44,096 42,622 42,395 40,870{ 40,165| 39,685
Bridgeport 6,300| 6,615 6,656! 6,556 6,444| 6,251 ., 6,138 6,047 B,88Y
But te 7,000| 6,930 6,87L| 6,815 6,727] 6,635 6,472 6,478| 6,430
Chicago 183,300 (190,220|187,924|191,632| 184,519 176,641 (175,355|168,775| 170,640
Detroit 85,900| 78,692 76,444 76,954 76,247 75,347 76,733| 81,872| 85,594
Houston 16,400 16,850| 17,109| 16,792| 15,858 15,421 14,538 13,827 13,388
Manchester 3,300 3,129 3,174, 3,238 3,523| 3,871 4.275] 4,716 5001
Omeha 12,800 | 14,041 14,789| 15,441 14,978 14,833| 14,116| 13,697 13,544
Paterson 8,400f 7, 1700 7,2911 7,588} 7.679 7.921 8,446| 8,877 8,826
Louis o8,600 | 60,043| 59,375! 58,075 58,692| 59 ,437| 58,580| 57,739| 57,368
bab francisco 32,100 | 33,841| 34,917! 34,025 34,267| 34,970| 34,820| 34,821| 34,088
Wilkes-Barre 18,600 | 19,546| 19,673| 19,849| 21,3511 21,059] 20 ,920| 20,4441 20,103

Relative Number of Employable Persons :~ December 1934 = 100

411 Cities 100 101 100 101 g9 97 96 94 95
Alanta 100 98 94 92 £9 86 69 63 59
Baltimore 100 103 105 106 102 162 a8 96 95
Bridgeport 100 105 106 104 ez 99 97 96 93
But te 100 99 98 97 96 95 92 93 92
hicago 100 104 103 105 101 -96 96 92 93
Detroit 100 92 89 90 89 88 89 95 100
Houston 100 103 104 102 97 94 89 84 82
lanchester 100 95 96 ) 107 L7 130 143 152
Omaha 100 110 116 121 117 116 110 107 106
Faterson 100 85 g7 90 o1 94 101 106 105
Bb: Iouis 100 102 10l 99 100 101 100 99 98
Ban Francisco 100 105 109 109 107 109 108 108 106
Wiilkes—-Barre . 100 105 106 107 115 113 112 110 108
y Relative Number of Employable Persons:-Thirteen-City Aggregate =100
£ 411 Cities 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Atlanty 6 6 .6 5 i g 4 4 4
Bal timore 8 8 9 9 9 9 g 9 8
Bridgeport 1 1 1 1 -1 1 1 1 %
Butte 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
hicago 36 27 37 38 37 36 87 36 36
Detroit i 16 15 15 15 16 16 95 18
H0Us ton 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
ienchester 1 1 ik 1 1 1 1 1 1
dmaha, 3 5 3 3 zZ 3 3 3 3
aterson 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 5 2
8% Louis 12 i 12 11 iz 12 12 12 12
ban Francisco 6 7 7 7 7 7 7 i 7
lilkes-Barre 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4

e Survey,

2/ Based on estimate described in Table 1, footnote, plus the application of relie
turnover data from Current Chang
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Table 4a

Employable Workers in Opened and Closed Relief Cases in Thirteen-City

Azgregate Who Reported Usual Employment

January - August 1935

City Bight
Months | Jan. Feb,| Mar.| Apr.| May June | July | Ause
Workers in Opened Cases

All Cities 159, 866)|27,972| 23,168|21,731| 12,426 11,518 17,430| 22,321| 23,290
Mlanta 3,012 667 645 363 351 493 78 67 348
Baltimore 9,747\ 1,894 2,176| 1,432 719 680 692 1,152 1,002
Sridgeport 1,740 462 217 577 181 162 172 221 148
But te 1,491 198 179 128 191 170 182 256 187
Chicago 53,917(/10,736| 9,168| 9,648] 1,431| 1,019 6,498| 6,720/ 8,697
Detrc:t 28,2670 2 558l 1 GBI o qanl 1 Qg8 L aeql o ponk BU6E  BEEHE
Houston 4,961y 1,051 968 656 553 575 232 510 418
Manches ter 2,852 106 161 215 423 455 459 503 530
Omahe, g, l1alk 1. 615 1 2281 1,208 39 911 660 752 854
Paterson 5,038 517 537 522 515 786 846 839 474
Sty Louis 20,081} 5:969 2.762l .2 5%6| 2,206 @ 2,888 2,011 2,127 2 288
Sen Francisco 15,600l 2,785/ 2,562 1.812} 1,626! 1,665 1,904 1,747 1,609
Wilkes—Barre 10,031t 1,414| 1,429 1,093] 2,140] 1,143 975 867{ 1,370

Workers in Closed Gesses

All Citiss 185,557||22,982! 25,971| 18, 621 22,422] 20,578 25,726| 28,008| 21,249
'Atlaz}ta 14,867l 1,156] 1,753| 1,030| 1,293 1,427 4,856 1,948/ 1,404
Baltinore 1L Hes 792 1,017 1,297 2,193 po7 2,217 1,857 1,482
Bridgeport 2,153 147 176 277 293 355 285 312 308
Eu?te 2,061 268 238 184 279 262 345 256 235
Chicago 66,577 3,816| 11,464 5,940| 8,544! 8,897 7,784|13,300, 6,832
Detroit 23,573 9,766{ 3,799 1,631 1,902 &,C71] 1,335 1,421 1,648
FOuston 7,973 601 709 ovzl 1489l 0. 018 13150 B2 857
Manchester 1 ;15T 2 lrdr 116 151 138 107 55 63 244
§0maha 7,375 374 475 556 1,859 1,658 1,377 1,171 1,007
Faters on 4,612 1,747 416 225 424 546 321 468 525
St Louis 21,313| 2,526 3,430| 3,636 1,588 1,643 2,868/ 2,968 2,654
%Sa.n Francisco 13,612}l 1,044| 1,476] 1,804| 2,284 862 2,654 1,746 2,342
imlkeS&Barre 8,528| 468 902 917 638] « 1,435 1,114} 1,343 1370

e g
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Table 5

Employed Persons in Closed Relief Cases in Thirteen Cities, Classified
by Occupational Group of Current and Usual Employment
June - August 1935

N Number of Employed Persons Percent Distribution
City ALl Semi- | Un- All : Semi4 Un-
Occupa~| White [Skill-| skill- | skill- OccupatWhite |Skill+skill-skill-
tions?,/ Collan ed ed ed tions@{Collany ed ed ed
Current Employment
411 Cities 38,915 | 5,980 16,576 | 11,2730 | 15,129 100.0 |15.4 [16.9 [284B [B84C
Atlanta 3,667 613 | 459 833 1.7621100.0 |16.7 {12.5 |22.7 |45
Baltimore 2,468 321 | 410 686 | 1,0511100.0 [13.0 [16.6 [27.8 }48.6
Bridgeport 661 g4l 127 301 1490 100:0 [12.7 119.2 [45.8 |2245
Butte 502 72l 4z 64 324| 100.0 [14.3 | 8.4 |12.8 |64.5
Chicago 12,698 | 2,150 (2,842 | 33,9721 4,224] 100.0 {1649 [18.4 |Bl.58 [BE:4
Detroit 2,294 359 | 571 vod 5901 100.0 1557 124:9 1867 2EaH
Houston 1,560 248 | 234 295 783 100.0 |15.9 [15.0 |18.9 [50.2
Manchester 183 22 1.7 107 20l 160,0 112:0 9.2 158.5 1008
Omeha, 2120 366 432 612 7o 100,00 117:2 1903 (28,7 268
Patorson 829 B B8 451 2401 300,0 | 8.1 | 8.3 [p4.4 (29,2
§t. Louis 5,394 682 9be i 1.9°8] 1.8790100.0 11257 6.9 |25 {5y
San Francisco Bemeo 770 | - 892 7661 1.0940 10040 | 23:2 [20.8 [93:1 [E249
Milkes-Barre 3,205 2261 269 44 296891 100,0 | 7 o} 8@ [RB7 LS

Lost Usual Emoloyment

All Cities 38,915 | 6,116 (7,509 | 11,976 13,314) 100.0 |15.7 [19.3 [30.8 |34,2
Atlanta, 3,667 | B27| 541 987 1,662 100:0 [14.4 |14.7 125,65 48,8
Baltimore 2,468 293| 499 747 929! 100:0 [ 11.9 {2042 [80.5 | 876
Bridgeport 661 93] 149 288 131} 100.0 |14.1 |22.5 [43.6 |19.8
Butte 502 791 58 66 304{ 100.0 | 15.7 |10.6 |[13.1 |60.6
Chi cago 12,698 1 2,078 2682 4 o0t 2.4950100:0 | 179 [20.7 [BBaE | 206
Detroit 2.9, 6l 615 840 465| 100.0 |16.1 |27,0 |38.6 |20.3
Houston 1,560 239| 276 303 742 100,60 | 15.3 [17.7 [19.4 |47.6
Manchester 183 gol 1 119 25! 100.0 | 10,9 {10+4 [65.0 [1E&7
Oz, 2,032 Z5p) 4BE 631 693 100,0 | 16.5 |21.4 |29.6 |B32.5
Paterson 829 66| 94 490 179l 100.0 | 8.0 [11.3 159.7 |21.6
St. Louis 5,394 1  msl 976] 2,022 1,678 10040 |15:8 118,31 |37.5 |Blsl
b8n Francisco | 3,322| 848| 842| . 792 840 100,0 | 25.5 |25.4 | 23.8 [25.3
Wilkes-Barre 2.205  o@sl ZER 4511 2,168 100.0 | 73 [11.0 1141 |B%:6
N Bens

8/ Bxcludes Munknown" current and usual occupation as well as 'no usual' occupation.
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Table 6
Employed Workers in Closed Relief ‘Cases, Classified by Occupational
Group of TLast Usual Employment and of Current Employment

June-August 1935

B Usual Empl oymenté/ Current Empl oymentl’./
City Semi- | Un- Semi-
A1l || White| Skilll skilll skilld. 411 [|White Skilld skill-
Types| Collar ed ed ed | Types ||Collar ed |  ed

Mber of Workers : : ;
All Cities 48,090 ’7,5821 8,992/14,098{17,478|40,083 ||6,322 6,582!11,607

flanta 3,7381 540; 566 953 1,679 3,737 || 634  459| 862
altimore 2,501 296 509 753 943 2,586 Zag . AN 730
ridgeport 675 96 151 293 135 681 88 129 314
utte 611 86 60 72 393 522 82 as 65
icago 19,236l 3,198 3,596| 5,658| 6,784|13,156 || 2,282 2,342 4,124
ebroit | 3,057 487 g5 1127 628| 2,426 402 574| 817
ouston 1,571 245 277 305 744| 1,623 268 234 308

chester 186 20 19 120 27 187 25 GHPAE o))
naha o000 sehl | 465 660 735| 2,192 389 433 624
bterson 954 76 109 545 ooal @b 68 69 457
b Louis 5,404 718| 976 2,026| 1,684 5,458 696 912| 1,950

A Francisco 4,618l 1,150 1,082 1,120| 1,266| 3.240 808 694 798
filkes-Barre 3.2l 243 367 466 2,236 3,233 235 269 449
fefeent Distribution ; '

Al Cities VOO0l 15:6] 18,7 29,8 3psd! 100.&| 15.2 ) J6ad 290
tlanta 1000l 144 15,11 25.5) 45,00 100:0 0 170 128" 22,0
Baltinore 1000l : 1168l 204 B0.0 7.2/ 700500 Less 1ol o0
Pidgeport 100.0 14.2| 22.4| 43.4] 20.0| 100.0 || 12.3 18.6| 46,2

|
abte 1I00s01l 143 9.8 11,8 oed.Eloo.nl 157 el 185
icago 1000 I6:6l 28,71 29.4 35,8 100,00 1B 1780 B2
btroit 1004001 15.9) 2647 36.9] 20.5! 100.01l 16.6 23.7| \3%.7
0us ton 100501 150! 176l 1940 a7l b ol le s 4l 100
Bnchester 100:01F 10,8 1000 64,5 14,55 w00 938 9.1| 58.3
inah, 1100.0( 16.5| 20.9| =29.6| ©2.0| 100.0| 17.7 19.8] 28.5
,ferson 100.0 8,00 13,41 57,3 225] 100.0 8.1 8.2 54.3
be Louig 1000 1@z a8.1( a4l gianl 10050 12,8 16,7 55,0
80 Francisco 100.0| 24.9! 23.4| 24.3| 27.4| 100.0 || 23.5 20.2| 23.2
ilkes-Barre 100.0 7ad) Msll 141l 6750 100,01 7.5 8.3{ 1%.9

- LN S el

/Totals exclude those for whom, occupation is "Unknown! and those who report "No ‘
Usual Occupation', i
Excludes "Unknown!" occupation. '

£
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Table 7.

Distribution of Workers in Opened and Closed Relief Cases by
Occupational Group of Last Usual Employment

January - JAugust 1935

B

bccupat ional Group Jan, Feb, Mar. APTe May June | July hug.

or}:ers in Opened Cases 27,972 [23,168 |21, 731 |12,427 11,519 117,438 |22,322 123,290
E Percent Distribution.

b /11 @ccupations 10040 | 100,0 [100.0 | 100.,0 | 100:0 1€0:0 | 100.0 | 100,80
i te Collar PBLZ I Te e g | 1B9il leeh |- B2 B 61 B !
Professional 2 2L 167 145 18 252 1 1e8 |
Proprietors 4.4 3.5 4,5 3.0 2.9 Be3 Bk Dl |

b (lerks lgeel uBdl e dar) Algay e gsl mieL7l e n10g i g
Bkilled V6.9 1ez) a6l T2sll 1856 g6 e N4,0 | ddgy !
Beni—Skilled Bo. Al 29.41 BA.B T Blo0 I Syl BRI OB 86,6 ;
lnskilled 2206 B4y B5u6| 40:81 @B BB BOWS | E8:0 :

b Laborers Bl apael 4961 2bie i IgaRl. Bl 165 [ 1856
Servants 1546 168481 16461 1521 4.0 1851 - Jd 04 ddse |

03 Qs Yo 2 0.5 (0)5¢ Gt Oy 1

Unknown O

forkers in Closed Cases [22,982(25,971 [18, 621 {22,422 (20,578 |25, 726 | 28,007 |21, 249 ]
' Percent Distribution

A1 Oceupations . 100.0| 160.0| 100.0| 120.9| 186,0| 100.8| 100.¢ | 100,0
fliite Collar Teudd 6.4 “d6.0f 15,91 WAcEl 14551 (legsi 15,6
Professional ol oigl o pl calpE Rl el 9Bl i |
Proprietors 2.6 2.6 Bs2 250 3.2 3.3 3,6 2,2 _
Clerks Seto TIe0| IB| 1S 9.8 geAl 1.0 T0LE |
fokilled Iz g anl G7.0] SO B8l Hebl 1657 16gE '
Seni-Skilled a5.9| BA.cl E3g60 B0.0f 25.4l Ze.Ll 28,9 EOE
Unskilled sl mpnl mmeol ERGol BBl AD D Rh o Bhd
Leborers ledl 150 18,31 18,0 2807 20,4l 20520 21,5 |
Servants 105 15,4 14,09 wa Bl kg sl gl driel 15T |
Unknovm G2l 300 g8 090 el osvl SuTl . Oa
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Table 8
Employed Persons in Closed Relief Cases, Classified by ‘
Occupational Group of Current Employment ‘
January - /mgust 1935 ]
LOccupational Group o [wen, T | el e 1o July |ng.
Bliiver of Bmployed Persons |17,545 18,503 |12,866 |16,471 |14,879|17,388 119,008 |14,468 |
B4l1 Cceupations 100,0 100.0} 100.0 | 100.0| 100.0| 100,0| 100.0| 100.0 ’
] Percent Distribution
Wibite Collar 8B 9imy dombe andsl gl Ciaoisil s g e
Professional 0.6 1.0 0.6 6.9 g il 1175(0) I
Proprietors 140 1.6 1.9 250 a9 3.8 B o
L Clerks 6.7 7.0 ) aan 6.8 7.6 8.4 846 |
8killed 9.0 Geal 12.81 Gdyel g sk dzial q@inh s |
PSemi-skilled 48,71 (B2u9l B0 seNEl AR Ol 2 Al oml ol e ‘;
Miskilled Laadl 247l 287 o580 Beus B1.0l foiel ol ;
Laborers L1,70 1506 ABIS] « ABI7H To ol (AL G e Pl |
L Servants P 9elil TOSET 2041 Su6l Rl wng e e aig :
tinowm Lag6i sB.e iz0,0t 20,500 seael oAl sl 3
1
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Table 9
Duration of Uhemploymentéjof Unemployed Persons in Relief Intake of
Thirteen-city Aggregate, Classified by Occupational
Group of Usual Employment

January - JAungust 1935
(Number of weeks)

Occupational Eight || Jan. |Feb, iMarp Apr. |May |(June |July | g,
Group Months
Persons 1in Total Intake
Al occupations 22 14,4 |14.8 |15.2 | 13.4 |11.6 9.6 8.3 9
White~collar Teed e 1171 t1e.9 170 ool 18, giie. 0 1E,
Skilled 1l ® 12e4 [1L&48 1,4 12,9 106 Bad!| Te2 8
Semi-skilled ) e LTSy AL SRR B S L0 8.8 a8y et Y
Unskilled 1304 14,9 [14.8 [14.2 14,9 |12.4| 13.0| 9.3 9
Persons in New Cases
All occupations | 14.9 {116,2 |15.8 1644 | 14,7 [15,1| 14.3|11.6 el
White~collar izt iz 6,8 (1688 Hiie 2 1 20,7 | 9s 84 | 1I6g4d
Skilled 14,8 15e2 lBed | 1859 a2 s 1S9l gt 450
Semi-skilled 1358 AL S B i) LSS B AL 0 | 152 5\ alO 2R LI (5
Unskilled 14,7 169 a8 s s sz AP RS2 i P
Persons in Reopened Cases

5 A1l occupations Ot WiE202 LG G a0 !11.4 8RO 8o 2l LD | 8

g White-collar s 2 1eed Ny g slistE e e B | el (i@ 9

9 Skilled 9.0 Fai9 HEBSS T S i 105 & 8e ik 7.4| 6.4 7

; Semi-skilled 8 2 12:2 1 1158 g 8a2 7.4 6.5} 6.4 8

] Unskilled 1E i2e 4 A S8uiipas LA G OS2 SRS 8s a8

i

g/ In terms of median weeks,
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Table 10
et Eight-lionth Change in the Number of Enployable Persons on Relief
in Thirteen Cities Reporting Usual Employment,

Classified by Occupational Groups

January - fugust 1935

White-Collar Unskilled

ﬁmty beu Props. ’-_h
4 fess |Mgrs. Skill- Labor- | Ser—
Total|ional Clrizs.ed > Total krs vants

ﬁ CITIES L =461 |-507 ~265 |-6938 -10,741| -6209 |-4532

llanta \=11, 855 L1zos| 1a7 s 747 |-1795 LB Poalneel | are
ltinore ‘ = cople g ' 130 |- 336 S Lol veg
fidzeport s g G e i 68/~ 62

ite 46 oz 428| - 446
ficaz0 ‘ 560 69 : Seiong) 5,018|-3662
iz S 1+ 18y : - Daa 463\~ 47
9US t o L B 836 1,387| - 846
fichester 57 120 ! SR E
. 192 209 |4 b dger.

- 1

+

dlerson Sl ¢ 21 86
hilous s . 9o 536 543| -
8 Francisco 549 ’ L 158 782 &
lkes-Barre 249 ] 77 b 81.7| 4

=+ -
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Table 11

Net Change in Employable Persons on Relief (Classified by
Occupational Group of Usual Employment

January - August 1935

City an. 3 Mar. Apr. May

fhite Collar : -1,599 | -1,074
Utlanta - = slap o e
Beltimore : ) : Skl = L)
Bridgeport : : 25 doan
Butte : 0
80hicago : , =1127
Pletroit 2 = 102
Houston | Zalh o 42
llenchester : : < : Al 12
@uha : ; Z ; 3
Paterson : : : e 20
Bt. Louis

%an Francisco
lilccs-Barre |-

Professional
Atlanta
B:1timore
Bridgeport
But te

lhicago

@
~2

Uetroit

o ton
llenchester
Onoho

feterson

5t. Louis

Ben Francisco
Wlilkes-Barre

',—.J
—
N

D
OO NO I

N OO VW

(G}
-
£5

ropristors
Mtlanta

Bz 1timore
Bridgeport
Butte

¥hi ca g0
etroit

Hous ton
lenches ter
Onaha
Paterson

06, Louis

Uen Francisco
lilkes-Barre

ol
(eXd

=
O W
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Poblis il
Net Change (cont'd.)

Mar.

Apr,

May

Uity
ferics

flanta
pltimore
pdgeport
,“tte

licogo

et roit
ouston
lBnchester
‘ha

terson

i, Louis

fan Francisco
lilkes-Barre
fki11ed
itlanta
Bltimore

it dgeport

it te

It cago
Btroit

ouston
gnchester
jieha
aterson
i, Louis

an Francisco
ilkes-Barre
fni-skilled

645

-1,164

667

e e B e i S S [ 0 S I R Ay

+ -

e
o

’_1
Ul
S
®

61
36

=+ | =+ [+

=

1

= 88
=0 o9
= 16

52
26
18
3
3
57
21
8

-

5)
10

Pl )

5F s sv o3 s |

(0]
@ ~3 ¢

H

30

24

36

160

37
-2,880

tlanta,
Eltimore
lidseport
tte

iticago
Btroit
st on
Enchester
m

aterson

i, Louis

L Francisco
ilkes-Barre
iskilled
filonta,

@l timore
Miigeport
bt e

fll ca o0
Biroit
ston
fhchester
LN

terson

h Louisg

&L Francisco
lkes-Barre

s o

~ > O}
© 7

LAY
Gl O O W
OO0 N

—
vJ1

[

[

s R B

=
%) O ~3; O
O @ oo w

- 237
= 401
=
=0
“g 3o
233
130
191
18
151
198
159
170

Z,370

|

S B

381
569

- 2
- o7
~2,0686
= 128
419

71

217

15

333
106
+1,230

I

=t

T S

1

gl

.. (

1

Jaiiad

g

=5

P e ol (i ol |




Net Change (cont'd,)

Table 11

S

——

City

Apr,

e

. Laborers

P Atlanta

L Baltimore

. Bridgeport

. Butte
Chicago

" Detroit

. Houston

} Manchester

. Omaha

. paterson
St. Louis
San Francisco
fiilkes-Barre

. Servants

l Atlanta

. Baltimore

. Bridgeport

l Butte

§ Chicago
Detroit
Houston

¥ Manchester

Omaha,

Paterson

St Diouis

i San Francisco

¥ VWilkes-Barre

Unknown
Mlanta

i} Atlanta

. Baltimore

¢ Bridgeport

. Butte

. Chicago

- Detroit
Houston
Manchester
Omaha,
Paterson
St, Louis
San Francisco
Wilkes-Barre

1+ 141+

T o

R Bt f

(@)]
({6

Rt e

L4+ + + + + |

+

Lateot o

++ + + + -+

Hr
O NH 6l PO 6y (3o UG Ok

R WO

(@3]
IS

1

+

-+ + +

TR T

-1,065
Smileh
& 41y
Soain
— 84
il 22
S aes
~. 2
ity
= iee
L nign
sl
+1,196

-1,305
- 290

&

(=]
[aG]

s
(BT i @) LA (0N
(93

OLOM UV ¢

=
) o]
FoOooWHF oo WU d Oag

++ 1+ 1+

<}

VNV OO OWN RO

VDNOOOHHOKROLMM OH

Lo P e

t

t

| Vs v e

W o v e

HODOMNOQOHORAVHGK®
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Table 1lla
Employable Persons in Opened Relief Cases Classified by Occupational

Group of Usual Employment
Thirteen Cities

January - August 1935

Feb. Mar. Apme May

W thite Collar 4,338 | 4,108 | 1,974 | 1,904
B Ltlanta 87 47 68 98
 Baltimore 299 204 97 gl

| Bridgeport 44 36 30 10
¥ Sutte 26 17 31 30
(hicago 1,800 | 2,688 196

i Detroit 248 319 170

¥ Houston B2 121 109
' llanchester 28 42 ) 23
Imaha 203 192 173

¥ Paterson %5 43 76
BSt. Louis 474 434 408
¥ San Francisco 708 486 424
¥ Ulilkes—Barre 250 S 94

W Professional 490 375 212
W Atlanta 12 14
¥ Baltimore 21 3
¥ Bridgeport 2 =
¥ Butte it 4
- Chicago ~ 18
Detroit 26 20

¥ Houston 54 10
& llanchester 6 ' 4
f Omaha 19 19
Paterson < 14
§t, Louis - 38 27

¥ San Francisco 72
¥ Tilkes—-Barre 16 12 7

1 Proprietors
¥ Atlanta 117 23
¥ Baltimore 87 19
. Bridgeport 7 (5)
B Butte - 3 4
¥ Chicago 4]
" Detroit 67
4 Houston 38 27
§ lenchester : 5 3
¥ Onsha » 28 : 32
¥ Paterson 20 14
§t. Louis 74
1 San Francisco 85 : 50
¥ Tlkes-Barre ! 23 14




- 25 -~ Table 1la (cont'd.)

Feh,

Mar.

Apr.,

May

Jun.

L plerks
Mtlanta

‘paltimore

Lgridgeport

- putte
chicago

B Detroit

: 3 HO'llStOl’l

¥ Janchester

Y onaha
" Paterson

B St, Louls

W San Francisco

¥ jilkes-Barre

o Skilled
i itlanta
N Raltimore
& Bridgeport
o Butte
o Chicago
o Detroit
W fouston
o llanchester
Omaha
& Paterson
& 5t Louis

' San Francisco

filkes—-Barre

W Semi~skilled
Atlanta
Baltimore
W Bridgeport
o Butte

W Chicago

W Detroit
Houston

| Manchester
& Omaha

; Paterson
§t. Louis

¥ San Francisco

| Tilke s—~Barre

" Unskilled
¥ Mtlanta

| Baltimore
¥ Bridgeport
§ Butte

¥ Chicage
¥ Detroit
| Houston

| Mlanchester

¥ Omsha

¥ Paterson
"St. Louis
| San Francisco

3,036
58
191
35

22
1,320
155
129
L7
156
46
308
513
86 |

85979
81
424
36

1.7
15528
340
129
16
156
94
324
471
163

6,815
164
567

76
25

2,880
537
150

72
395
259
842
662
186

I Bi
513
874

B
111

24752
396
467

45
469
109

1,100

709

{515¥5)

2,748
29
142
31

14
1,352
201
86

35
143
27
294
339
55

3,167
52
221
26

9
1,360
457
88

30
169
€5
236
364
50

6,687
1152
394

€8
16

2,936
854
123
100
354
314
784
461
ALl

7,734
152
607

47
86

3,264
487
324

43
493
100
878
500
753

1,414
36
60
21
25

196
141
73
18
107
26
271
347
95

1,499
48
it
6
32

70
43

45

1,354
61
65

5
22
137
118
72
16
128
48
307
302
73

1,457
51
99
33
7

124
241
94
29
118
64
2 T
291
7o)

4,306
226
2zl

68

20
326
519
114
334
314
554
978
411
ol

3,822
118
272

Bil
103
371
219
256

66
300

94
785
438
749

2,206
3

58

21

14
1,026
202
42

47

89

42
244
330
80

2,864
bt
102
33
8
834
470
55
37
109
64
21.9
341
81

6,581
32
213
74

1L
2,100
1,507
47
292
194
614
761
494
244

5,282
15
295
36
135
2,070
469
63

60
237
111
676
570
545

lilkes—-Barre.
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Table 11& (cont'd.)

City Feb. | Mar. Apr.

. Laborers 4,064 1| 4,247 | 3,177

# itlanta 67 36 22
. Baltimore 496 299 160
W Bridgeport 40 36 29
¥ Butte 93 2 85
¥ Chicago 158921 1,760 246
B Detroit 170 238 1395

& Houston 233 72 2B
4 Manchester 28 20 56
| Omaha 291 289 3
. Paterson 55 64 5il
St. Louis 432 344 364

. San Francisco 285 213 197

| Tilkes~Barre 482 7041 1,538

4 Servants 3,893 | 3,487 | 1,896
¥ Atlanta 246 116 84
4 Baltimore 378 308 144
4 Bridgeport ~ 17 il 15
o Butte 18 14 16
Chicago 1,360} 1,504
Detroit 226 249
Houston 234 152
Manchester 17 23

% Omaha 178 204
o Paterson - 54 36
¥ St. Louis 668 534
¥ San Francisco 424 287
o Tilkes—Barre 3 49

£z

~2
O

. Unknown
| Ltlanta
4 Baltimore
Bridgeport
| Butte
¥ Chicago
4 Detroit
4 Houston
N Manchester
§ (mahg
I Paterson
$ St. Louis
| San Franciseo
1 Wilkes~Barre

L

—

(e}
[ @m0 ) [ St |

L= o VIER SR e - hs

!

1

!
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Table 11Db
Bmployable Persons in Closed Relief Cases Classified by

Occupational Group of Ususl Employment

Thirteen Cities

January - August 1935

G Ty n. 3 Mar.

8 Tite Collar 2,972
B itlanta 146
o Baltimore 94 152
| Bridgeport 41

B Butte 54 S
N (hicago 15501745 3 2,330
W Detroit 186 285
| Houston 180 WshiE
W Manchester ‘ > ‘ 115} 2 it
Omaha, 74 ) 208
Paterson ¢ 21 47
St., Louis 418

M Soen Francisco ' 424
W Wilkes-Barre 36 e . 9l

M Professional 5 3 ( 410
W Atlanta 2 : 40
M Baltimore 23
™ Bridgeport 2
W Butte 5
M Chicago 100
M Detroit 103
W Houston 20
W .anchester =

l Omaha, 115

| Peterson 3
@ St. Louis 26
¥ San Francisco 60

| Tilkes—~Barre 9

(o]
RIACEESN AV

A%
o)

S
o

H ~J ¢
H Ot 0

—

4% =

H

o

4]
(BN 48] Q0
SR A(ORTRAG) e ST @RY [ =

(@)}
B
O 2N O ¢

=

B Proprietors
B Atlantg

W Baltimore

¥ Bridgeport

& Butte

3 Chicago

B Detroit

¥ Houston
Manchester
¥ Omahsa

A Paterson

B St. Louis
A San Francisco
N Tilkes-Barre

{AY]
(@ I - WS

ORI DGO G N D OF

~N s 0
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Table 11b (contd,) e
City Jahi. | Teb,| Mar.| Apr.| May June | July | Mug.
) (lerks 2,225 | 2,854] 2,103 | 2,678 2,021 2,423 | 3,157 | 2,261
M Ltlanta 148 178 90 124 113 240 126 83
Baltimore 72 86 106 213 91 153 147 135
M 3ridgeport 19 21 29 37 23 31 28 32
o Butte 13 28 16 23 19 34 41 2
| (hicago 500 | 1,400 772 1,024 910 824 | 1,680 844
W Detroit 707 283 148 145 175 101 140 153
| fouston 59 102 94 139 99 112 128 92
W llanchester 1z 4 10 22 8 2 2 19
3 (Onaha 62 45 51 137 123 154 145 90
| Paterson v 18 14 38 38 14 28 32
o 5t. Louls 317 372 400 184 161 290 294 300
B San Francisco 204! 284 316 450 187 400 316 356
A filkes-Barre Bl e 57 42 w4 68 82 98
o Scilled 3,180 | 3,806 3,172| 4,483| 3,661| 4,231 | 4,674 | 3,459
i silanta 189 292 225 240 281 488 272 230
o Boltimore 130 172 222 417 185 312 331 264
A Sridgeport 28 39 78 e 78 w3 62 62
M Butte ) 28 23 29 27 31 20 20
W (hicago 564 | 1,800| 1,056 | 1,788 1,449 1,440 | 2,240 | 1,096
M Detroit 1,508 608 320 463 550 346 %23 342
3 Houston 128 157 179 352 195 215 249 124
. Ml lanchester BB 9 77 1.3 18 7 i 28
W Onaha a7 80 96 263 206 269 204 | 169
N Paterson 83 30 30 69 101 40 45 40
¥ 5t. Louis - 196 262 528 241 302 458 396 | 402
M Sen Francisco 221 273 336 452 163 416 360 542
W Tilkes-Barre 44 56 72 79 106 136 165 | 140
o Semi-gkilled 10,558 | 8,990, 6,143| 6,731 | 5,839 6,707 | 8,097 | 6,395
W itlants 334 519 329 366 355| 1,088 459 359
) Baltimore 321 238 407 622 218 498 512 439
N Bridgeport 55 goilt S auiad o Gaetl  ogied e g kB B
o Dutte 20 2% 26 19 32 41 24 35
o (hicago 1,280 | 3,992| 1,984| 2,768| 2,618| 2,032 | 4,020 | 2,108
W Detroit 5,863 2,054| so7| 7weo| 78?| 452| 429 | 672
N Houston 129 148 193 239 141 222 23% 125
A lanchester 157 VIS 103 81 49 36 38 143
3 Onaha B6 Mg ool miod pdEi SO 200l o
W Paterson 1,428 289 119 187 232 159 215 338
W St. Louis 622 864! 1,274 554 581! 1,084 | 1,038 | 1,000
¥ San Francisco 285 427 500 586 220 506 422 544
¥ Tilkes-Barre 88 127 169 124 195 162 266 229
W sxilleg 5,432 1 8,147 6,176 | 7,443 7,917]10,866 [10,412 | 7,953
W itlanta 403 661 328 4387 5791 2,786 974 650
1 Baltimore (344 429 509 873 375 1,176 799 588
| Bridgeport 31 39 48 56 96 &7 74 57
4 hutte 219 150 106 19l lew oool  1EA i 4D
4 Clhicago 1,260 | 3,688 1,784 | 2,584| 3,388 2,968 | 4,550 | 2,428
o Detroit 1. sl B4l 290 B93F 449 17| 299 @316
3 Houston 242 256 421 680 523 490 554 468
W lanchester 58 99 24 15 26 8 10l - 48
A Omaha 158 201 259 561 382 504 449 41¢
A Paterson 138 70 53] 108 157 99 101 99
o St. Louis 653 919 1,266 544 531 9881 1,116 856
. San Francisco 257 368 482 568 206 546 532 678
| "ilkes-Barre 297 670 606 376| 1,038 725 800 | 1,215
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Table 11 (cont'd.)

8026

| City Jan. | Feb. | Mar. |Apr May June| July| Aug.
‘Laborers 3,070 |4,659 |3,397 |[4,242 | 4,884 | 5,239 |5,655 |4,561
'Atlanta 82 160 103 TE1LES 136 316 201 142
Baltimore 193 233 306 Sit 217 555 a7 G
Bridgeport 22 27 B 44 75 Bk 49 32
Butte 214 138 98 169 149 197 132 126
| Chicago 680 Ii25 152 916 11,428 | 2,093 | 1,840 |2,470 |1,208
Detroit 827 361 142 218 229 517 128 147
Houston LB 165 219 395 305 292 286 260
Manchester 29 12 13 9 14 6 5 21
1Omaha Gilk 106 136 BHE 248 316 268 2
Paterson 102 49 26 74 92 67 59 59
‘St. Louis 280 431 606 272 265 Bl 584 474
'San Francisco 1&2 198 226 268 1705 250 252 '338
‘Wilkes—Barre 281 627 569 342 988 680 744 11’124
Servants 2,363 |3,488 {2,779 | 3,201 | 3,033 | 5,627 |4,757 |3,392
Atlanta B2l S10)k ) 374 443 | 2,440 D 508
Baltimore 1Sl 196 203 296 158 621 &2 289
Bridgeport 9 112 i 12 2i 16 25 25
Butte B 2 8 29 18 25 22 14
Chicago B8O L4536 868 | i5el HE206 e S 28 2 F 080 S22
éDetroit 546 ESALE) 148 175 220 160 7L 169
Houston 105 91 2202 285 218 198 268 208
Manchester 29 10 18 6 12 2 5 21
(Omaha 67 D, 123 228 134 i 188 181 139
Paterson 26 21 27 34 8o B 42 40
ISt. Louis 373 |+ 488 660 272 266 | 476 532 382
;San Francisco 125 170 256 300 L&) 296 280 340
|Wilke s—-Barre 16 43 B 34 50 45 56 gl
| Unknown &2 LTS 158 192 183 184 260 1555
Atlanta 10 15 2 5 12 28 1 3
'Baltimore 3 7 7 5 = ~ - -
' Bridgeport < 4 - ) 4 2 2 2
| Butte i) & 6 B 5} % - 4
| Chicago 36 104 40 50 L) 104 160 68
Detroit TGl 60 28 68 13 20 85 68
 Houston 3 = - - - 6 = 1
Vanchaster 2 1 2 it & 2 1 -
Umaha 6 4 5 21 18 8 il -
 Paterson - = 2 3 - - - -
St. Louis . 499 563 52 L2 - - —r -
San Francisco 4 9 14 6 S 6 8 + 8
Wilkes-Barre 1L - - it 2 2 2 1

o



Classification

Occupational Distribution
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Table 12

Thirteen Cities

January - August 1935

of Workers in Opened Cases Reporting
Usual Employment and in Closed Cases Currently Employed

| White Collar
| Atilanta
| Baltimore
| Bridgevport
| Butte
| Chicago
Detroit
Houston
Manchester
Omaha
| Paterson
St. Louls
San Francisco
Wilkes—-Rarre

|IPrdfessio:
Atlanta
|Baltimore
Bridgeport
Butte

Chicago
Detroit
zouston
\Manchester
Omaha,
Paterson

St. Louils

San Francisco
‘Wilkes-Barre

Proprietors
Atlanta
Baltimore
Bridgeport
Butte
Chicago
Detroit
Houston
Manchester
Omaha
Paterson

St. Louis
San Francisco
Vilkes-Barre

Cpened Cases Closed Cases
Jan.Feb Mar.Apr.MayJuneJulyiug.| Jan.Feb.Mar. Apr.llayJuneJulydug.
147% 13% 13% 19% 20% 26% 18% 319 21% 22% 20% 21% 16% 18% 16% 15%
das s At e kg ) kg ealalialal analie ke alalee el sl s kil
g Rl e gl By Bl e e 2o lE il Sas igs B
19 e g lies g el e alie Bl el WIe) o) e i Slie el
22 020 220 2l Sloii2E 20 Bl AR et Bl b ] B e
g ler Cllfs g v als o) g L Bl S sl e @ e 2O Sl
L7s s 28 8 20 SlGiRar A il i 7 SR e 28 e AL 3T
2l Al 20) Bireihl G O SR L e B BRI e By il il
diees i e LB 20 g gl el e ke alE g S alis s 2ol LY
14 14 8 shes Hole e rdn Ol S e e B s ks ) g8 7
il el Sl el el g ieiey . s izl algialal kg il e
26 28 27 27 w2 De 2h 29 2R 2R B6 26028 Br R s gl
14 a2 g Bl g Bl A G Stis Bl Bis
1L 2 2 4 3 4 & 4 i 2 ik 2 ik 1 i 1
deid il el B n ek e vl * flenGat 1 1l
3 il — 3 - 2 3 al 3 e 2 il ¥ 2 2 15}
P il B Pk PR SRl Tt Al ST L il
EliaP i 2n P o SR o 2l ol oDl Bl Ll
2 2 2 2 2 il L 1 % * o ik 1k a5 5) 2
Sl L B e R a3 i linasidi P el
4 4 % ¥ Lemeanan il s e s e e 1
L sk Bl Al S Al s el sl e el il SRt el i
Il IRl Sl * R 2l et
hea o L } e T e
4 4 5 2 5 4 4 6 3 4 4 e 4 5 3 2
2 2 i 1k 1 1 1 i i * * 1t * % 1t i
Brreams S Bl b B e St G St e 5 1) 8 5
4 4 B 4 5} 2 3 3 ik 2 2 3 3 7 4 3
S rid i i) e P ) sl o Gl DD
4 2 Al ks 2 1 2 2 o 1L 2 A 3 4 3 3
5 A 6 8 4 -k 4 A 2 %) 2 2 & (5) 3
& B 4 3 2 il £ R 1 1 2 3 4 5 5
B d cad e S Brao e bl @ n B Sl s B BB nd il
3 3 3 ¥ il 2 1 * 1t it - 3 3 2 9 Z
3 2 3 3 4 2 3 4 1 3 s 3 3 4 5 4
Arsaula P Sl e Piendlie el s S GRS G 5
dohboadiaa il e B v b s s e SR e L e S s
4 A 3 2 5 4 3 3 3 2 o 3 4 5 2 s
S =B Bt e 1 A sl i o s Dol i il
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Table 12 (cont'd,)

{‘
Classification , Opened Cases Closed Cases é{
Jan,Feb,Mar, Aor. MayJuncJuly fug, |Jan, Feb, Mar, Apr, MayJunedulyhug, %
Clerks ' 4
Atlanta 11% 9% 8% 10% 124 14% 7% 23%|14% 14% 12% 14% 9% 7% 8%k % )
Baltimore 8 9 g e iR e (ST T B R i e e ol e L 2
Bridgeport N0l 0 pol iz SR A e s A s ] g S eleE e B EES ’
Butte B el e SRR RS s S e R el Pl A L) L
Chicago A A A el G e e T e el ]
Detroit Jioic A g 5 e S B s G G e S i
Houston o el il el G el S L LR Gl [ B 0 s e
Manchester PEadliaE . W g B Bl e Bea@ i 6 e
Omaha, 0 13 Pl g s ol 1% 10 03 A e S g Rl e
Paterson 9 9 5 5 6 Bl 8 3 4 6 O 6 5
St. Louis T e 0 a0 fai s e s Jodlgis o ql . ge g Eign g
Szn Francisco Y820 B9 ol g U178 20 e 28 G e Bl 1Y
Wilkes-Barre gioig 5 e 8. 7 A e 2 Braas R e
Skilled
Atlanta 18 12 a9 A4 T 14 8 0e s s g4l g 24 10
Baltimore 99 oN a5 aE e s e 1814 a5 8 190y A
Bridgeport 2l bl s Slen levs kel iz alae || S i L on) alie) sl el
Butte g gie g =0 ASi g e g g s R e
Chicago N719 14 3Reas a3 05 05 (12 gy Pe g
Detroit 91 “aoupn. o dpd e uaes . gl o e B0 Ph 25
Houston 792 9 a5 e waan. g lng n . e 9 Sl a6
Manchester 82 10 34 e 6 g aolhs L5 s B NS B
Omaha, T4 1 o4 9 s Uy 14 47 e o4 W8 20 W2y 92
Paterson e ag o gt g B g ool g Ke e 90
St. Louis E - gelepptege big N s G g S 2
San Francisco o) 0g 20 18 19 18 AR A a4y il ggag g
Wilkes-Barre J4- 16 g e B T g m g gl Ansgenn it 80 g
Semi-skilled
Atlanta 29 oh . - 2R A AT Borize gA g Al BB SR P
Baltimore 29 S oR . Bl BE c@n og Bopad Bl 65 g1 o gL
Bridgeport g5 2@ mg mo Ao AE Ae Aw Was AB AR bE A8 s
Butte B ga ma A ) 109 18 g pa G- g g
Chicago B2 2130 %1 32 32 P30 .23 156 4090 89 2 B8 28
Detroit 37 B35 A6 40 45 56 57 53 |69 63 58 44 39 36
Houston 200 16 19 20 290 20 21 gl =2b 2n 24 18 36 28
Manchester 40 A5 A Bd WA ol 78 W9 W6Y W2 TS 82 4B 56
Omaha - B 2o ogr e g S mnNRa o8 i Siagic 09 NG T D R
Paterson 39 48 60 66 70 Z67 50 191 79 BF 47 48 45
St. Louis Bl da gl vy BE o 2E S 3G A A 0. 3Es - igh
San Francisco o5 26 95 96 26 26 27 926 (28 B3 98 2B PA PP
Wilkes-Barre Sge g e i gy oh e - qe i El A gl G




Teble 12 (cont'd.)
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Classification Cpsned Cases Closed Cases
Jon:feb.Mar . Apr. MayJuneJulyAug. | Jan.Feb.Mar. Apr.MayJuneJulyAug.
Unskilled
Atlanta 40% 49% 42% 20% 24% 19% 37% 20%| 31% 26% 16% 29% 33% 497 48% 43%
Baltimore 38 40143 42 .40 4B 42 B lad A1 BE B8 49048 4 (dE
Bridgevort 2dnell 27 24 B ol ng e oRe oon g T o o9 onl e
| Butte 56 62 w67 oF 6l 74 B85 G2 BB WO 66 4. Yo 65 pd el
' Chicago g9 20 3L (56, 363286 B5 iBp L B4 B 2900 Bo i BE e
Detroit 2 PBN 2R Be. N9 e L a9 A el 20 0B B el 2a ol
Houston a6 ae A9 nar a2 A ARG B9 A6 BB BB e Ao g
Manchester 6 2820 20 15 i iz 6 g sdign s e o el iass i
Omaha 4l 88 41 38 33 3R 38 4@ (d2 dAh. As. A4 BN Gl BE Bl
| Paterson 0. 20- Mior iR 13 AE S A5 2p 43 an. B B e wa s ol
8t. Louis 88 40s 38 140 - 35 @AY 36 BRlige - ge Be wBe W wE e
San Francisco 28 2828 28 .28 20, B30 ©R 28 BB @5 B0 2 g AR
Wilkes-Barre 254 °69 U5 86 56 63 7o GE U W 6D Sorgol 6 e
Laborers
Atlanta CB o Sillen s sl et s e G Beo e Bl ol s
Baltimore B 28 2] 95 95 A 24 G826 od 2R 9Y- Dl D2 D5 N ee
Bridgeport Lo 19020 %6 =22 a4 a0 Aot A S ligs s 2AL aiR e i
Butte 4902 - 86 - A5 50 89 55 Bl el BB B0 e e BdL HeEy
Chicago 14 <lB 18 g 18 e iy 19 o eran AT S e o2t b ailg
Detroit I e an il eehsig 8 0 9o G e Tl s e lis s g
Houston 28 24026 g2 22 Wb 26 23 |PgiFo By WA gonon - on L
Manchester Senilz 9 g e gl o e s g BalElion T T Bl e i s R
Omaha ge.ed 24 0. N8 ver 21 22 20 el PE Bo - fn  lge el o
Paterson 1510 e e 6 B el e B sl e el a0 e
St. Louis 1616 15 dn A5 A e 160l e iR ik s ligu e e e
San Francisco 1o el 2 e il ign TR lg e e g A R D B e g
Wilkes-Barre. 4G di od R B B0 BY e 60 A gl Bl inimgnn 5o
Servants
Atlanta Bl B Le0 Bl g B 06 125 00 8 o8 oEt Mol Tl GE
Baltimore B 07 B2 20 ls s g Gy BRI g e 4 o8 Bl
Bridgeport 7T o888 g e s UGOhE el A s e
Butte G O e el B G L] et ol e L e
Chicago de B 16 19 - Aga ab 1B Ue g 08 s ad T 00 0T ike
Detroit e A 12 e 1L L B O e b A Be s B alige e 0 - e
Houston 18- 20 P8 05 26 1B 16 20 |07 10 0 S0 ol apeol s ae
Manchester MRkl gl 77 5 6 4 2 8 8 7 Gl O 7 el 7
Omaha do 16 17 19 16 20 a7 g kop ven o9 dB o el 5 i
Paterson e 0 % 8 5 s s % 0 B S s e
Sty Liouis 2l 24 By 25 18 20 20 2o lon (Bl g s A s g0 e
San Francisco e a6 10 8 a3 s e 8 Ba aE g v e
Wilkes-Barre et s e b g e b kB B o s e
* Less than one-half of one percent.




e e o
Reasons for Opening and Closing Relief Cases
August 1935

C
O (0]
(%] =
P & o &
St s (o] & o 2 S LY
Classification = o L =] il =) )
a3 o} 24 [0} -+ < (%] e} =) < 1
2 £ © ] o o ) @ Q [ 73
1) o &0 © @ o L < I} S = B~ 9
o3 -+ e} 1 [} 15 %] (3} = [0} -~
= — ! P - i) =] =] Q3 ﬁ s g j
= & & A © a = < 5 & %) ) =
Case load, August 1935 115,163 23,343 | 4,275 3,610(136,101]43,125 10,219 | 3,566 (12,557 | 6,378|38,688134,601|13,342
Accessions
(Rate 2 . 4 3 6 Gl bl 4 9 7 7 (5 5 9
(Number 302 897 128 213 8,438] 4,632 452 &) 829 420 1,943 1,641 1,144
Separations
(Rate 8 5 6 7 5 4 7 5 8 7 6 7 10
(Number 1 1591 240 245 246 6,344 1,505 157 1li7a7 968 418| 2,258 2,304 1,308
Percent Distribution ol
(oM
[}
All reasons-opening 100 100 100 00 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Loss of job 53 A 62 57 38 82 64 78 62 55 Sl 79 80
Decreased hours or pay 7 6 12 3 6 4 2 5 13 15k g 3 5
Strike - * - = = = - = i = 5 * =
Depletion of resources 8 8 &) 15 13 T/ 1l 15 7 At 8 12 10
Increased needs 1 e 2 2 i * i 3 e 1 1 * -
Other reasons 31 14 15 23 44 7 22 l 15 20 25 15 5
Unknovm = = = = * = - = - = = =
A11 reasons-closing 100 100 ¢ 100 100 100| 100 Dol 100 100 100l 100 0D 100
Job secured 35 57 66 51 4 45 43 35 49 61 35 58 82
Increased hours or pay 13 6 4 4 It 3 3 & 6 12 13 2 4
trike ended = = = - = = = - = il 10 = =
Client failed to report 14 10 i s 10 18 31 2 19 8 10 15 2
Decreased needs - o 1 i * * - - 1 * ik - = -
Resources discovered by =
agency i 2 8 4 3 1 il 3 2 1 2 3 il e
Other reasons 37 5 20 29 46 33 22 56 28 A 29 22 13k
Thnlmowm -~ e e Dl -1 * - Sl s - - - = =

* Less than one-half of one percent.
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Table 14 ' :

Opened and Closed Relied Bases Mavisz Mool ow el 4 |

August 1935 :

Opened Cases Closed Cases ]

Unemployable Unemployable %

Total Number Percent Total Number Percent ﬁ

Total 21,356 1,982 ? g 9EE e 9 \

h

Atlanta 302 8 3 ks atste) ii52 13 J
Baltimore 897 91 10 1,249 53 ikt

Bridgeport 128 10 8 245 18 7 !
Butte k%) 87 1L5) 246 52 it
Chicago 8,438 1,219 14 6,344 764 12
Detroit 4,632 159 & 15505 73 (5)
Houston 452 52 12 o 73 10
Manchester 319 10 5 177 10 6
Omaha 829 59 7 968 72 7

Paterson 420 43 10 418 24 6 !

St. Louis 1,943 171 9 2,258 188 8 |

San Francisco 1,641 1L 7 2,304 194 8 i
Wilkes-Barre 1L ilas 5 i 1,308 46 4

Table 15 {

Percent of Households in Relief Intake Receiving
Hirst Public Reliaef
January-August 1935

City Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug.
Atlanta 489 4% 50% 436 39% 30% 265 27%
Baltimore 43 47 48 42 35 32 26 %1
Bridgeport 41 32 19 20 15 35 39 33
Butte 44 22 34 2% 25 19 Do oy
Chicago 44 45 5 53 2B 36 45 41
Detroit 42 42 39 30 31 22 26 28
Houston 43 47 46 46 49 3 51 45
Manehester 59 51 49 27 40 46 53 52
Omaha 63 69 69 66 66 52 46 45
Paterson 55 50 44 40 OB 3D 38 57
St. Louis 59 61 58 58 54 53 46 50
San Francisco 60 62 60 63 50 47 49 46
Wilkes—Barre 50 57 41 25 49 61 65 38
Hlchoo o s e e e e s S
oW e VAN mos DG o B O P o ol

Mediane .o v ik A8 ceh0i i edBl s edRvu o BT BB et el







