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ParT IV

Reproducible Wealth
Its Growth and Industrial Distribution
1880-1939






The purpose of the analysis is partly to test the validity of the
wealth estimates when compared with cumulated totals of capital
formation based on commodity flow data; partly to attempt a
distribution of capital formation by categories of industrial users.
We first discuss the character of the wealth estimates that can be
had for this purpose; then present the detailed basic and summary
tables.

A CHARACTER OF THE ESTIMATES

1 Scope
‘The first official estimate of wealth in the United States was pre-
pared for 1850. And the first estimate distributed by categories
was for 1880. The 1890 estimate was similatly classified; and the
1900, 1904, 1912, and 1922 in considerably greater industrial
detail.

In preparing its 1922 estimate, the Bureau of the Census de-
fined wealth as the material wealth or value of tangible property
within the continental United States, including, in addition, all
vessels of the United States Navy and merchant marine. It de-
cided to adhere closely to the methods previously used by the
Census in computing wealth, and presented totals and their com-
ponents for the selected years back to 1880.' The increment in
these estimates should reflect, therefore, the accumulation of
consumer commodities and capital formation and yield some in-
formation on the industrial distribution of the latter. But the
data are not strictly comparable for the entire period and for sev-
eral wealth categories no trustworthy conclusions can be reached.

The value of consumer goods in households was one category
we had to omit. The 1922 estimate was based upon a question-
naire survey asking for the total fair value of household equip-
ment and wearing apparel in use. In making estimates for earlier
years attention was concentrated on production, imports, and .
exports with assumed periods of usefulness and rates of deprecia-
tion.? Because the methods for 1922 and preceding years dif-
fered and because the basis of the estimates for the years before

1“The chief merit of the method actually followed by the census of 1922 in
evaluating the wealth of the people of the United States is its continuity with
the methods used in earlier censuses'” (Estimated National Wealth, Bureau of
the Census, 1924, p. x).

2 See Wealth, Debt, and Taxation: 1913 (Bureau of the Census, 1915) 1, 19-20,
and Wealth, Debt, and Taxation (Special Report of the Census Office, 1907),
pp- 25-6.
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1922 was inadequate, an attempt to compile a comparable and
acceptable series of values for this category was deemed hope-
less. This omission did not affect the primary purpose of our
study—to distribute capital formation by industrial categories—
but it did preclude the possibility of presenting a series on fotal
commodity wealth, Consequently, the definition of wealth used
here was narrowed to omit commodity stocks in households.
Further exclusions had to be made to obtain data satisfactory
for our purposes. For only two of-the four components of capital
formation, producer durable equipment and new construction,
could the wealth estimates be used. For changes in claims against
foreign countries they are useless, since they include the value of
all property in the United States regardless of ownership. Nor
are the Census of Wealth data on inventories usable. Although
inventories were estimated for each wealth report, they were actu-
ally based on diverse and crude assumptions; so that the resulting
series cannot be considered adequate.® The estimates of changes
in both claims and inventories prepared in connection with the
commodity flow and capital formation study were used here
whenever necessary; but unfortunately, this left us with the dis-
tribution by channel of industrial destination only for the output
of producer durable goods and for construction.
3 E.g., for stocks of manufactured products in 1922 “it'was assumed that 25 per-

cent of the year's production of foodstuffs and kindred products and two-thirds
of other products were in stocks at the close of the year” (Estimated National
Wealth, p. 15).

In 1912 “it was assumed that one-twelfth of the value of foodstuffs and one-
half of other products for domestic use were in the possession of the merchants,
and the value of materials and products in possession of the factories was assumed
to be an amount equal to one-sixth of the gross products of the year 1912 (Wealth,
Debt, and Taxation: 1913, 1, 19).

In 1900 “it allows for the value of materials and products in the possession of
the factories an amount equal to two months’ ‘gross products’ of 1900, and for the
manufactured goods in the possession of merchants an amount equal to one-half
the annual 'net products’ of the factory output, exclusive of hand trades” (Weal1h,
Debt, and Taxation, Special Report of the Census Office, p. 24).

In 1890 “the Eleventh Census Report on Wealth, Debt, and Taxation, Part II,
expressly states that it includes an estimate for the value of the products of manu-
factures in the hands of factory owners” (ibid.). But no explanation of the
derivation is given.

In 1880 “three-quarters of the annual product of agriculture and manufactures
and of the annual importation of foreign goods, assumed to be the average supply .
in the hands of producers or dealers,” is reported (Estimated National Wealth,
Table 3). ’
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Even for producers’ equipment and construction the wealth
estimates cannot be used as reported. Some of their limitations
we can merely list; for others we have attempted to adjust.

N

OMISSIONS

The coverage of the wealth estimates is narrower than that of
the two corresponding components of capital formation in that
they exclude the value of (a) streets and roads and (b) United
States Navy and other military equipment.

a) Streets and roads: The Bureau of the Census omitted this item
from its wealth estimates since “in most cities a part or all of the
cost of such improvements is assessed against property presum-
ably benefited by the improvement, such presumption doubtless
being taken into account by officials in determining assessed valu-
ations for purposes of taxation”.*

Carried to its logical conclusion this argument is hardly valid.
It would mean excluding irrigation enterprises from the national
wealth just because farm land in the ‘dry’ states is not fertile
unless irrigated; and electric power or electrical equipment just
because the latter is virtually worthless without the former.

The reason for omitting streets and roads here is lack of data.
For 1922 the Federal Trade Commission estimated the value of
land and improvements in streets and roads to be $21,850 million
—$9,100 million as the value of land and $12,750 million, of
improvements.® But these estimates cannot be extrapolated to
preceding decades on even a crude basis.

b) United States Navy and other military equipment: Since 1900
the Bureau of the Census has stated in its wealth reports that the
value of the Navy is included, but only for 1912 and 1922 does it
give separate figures. That for 1912, $402 million, is “the re-
ported cost of the vessels of the United States Navy in active
commission, the cost of light vessels and tenders of the Light-
house Service, the cost of the vessels of the Revenue-Cutter
Service, and the value of the floating equipment of the War De-
partment. No depreciation is shown for the vessels of the United
States Navy, as the Navy Department carries its vessels at cost”.®
4 1bid., p. 6.

8 National Wealtb and Income, 69 Cong., 1st Sess., Senate Doc. 126, pp. 28, 34,

40-3.
8 Wealth, Debt, and Taxation: 1913, 1, 18.
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The figure for 1922, $1,446 million, is “‘the value of the floating
equipment of the United States' Navy . . . secured from the
Navy Department 7

If ‘in active commission’ is understood to be the same category
as ‘in commission’ a considerable part of the fleet appears to be
omitted from the wealth estimates. According to the Statistical
Abstract, 1925, Table 144, the tonnage displacement of vessels
‘in commission’ was 1,501,315 and of vessels ‘out of commission’
745,227 on January 1, 1926. A third category, ‘under con-
struction and authorized but not placed’, covers some 38 vessels,
but for most of these, displacement is not given. Similar data for
earlier years are not published in the Statistical Abstract.

It is doubtful, therefore, that the 1912 and 1922 data are com-
plete or even comparable in scope. And since it would be difficult,
if at all possible, to prepare estimates for the entire period, this
item was excluded from our totals. For similar reasons, the value
of other military equipment also was omitted.

EXCESSES

The wealth reports include two items that do not fit into the

pattern of our purpose: the value of (a) land and (b) motor

vehicles.

" a) Land: The official wealth reports contain estimates of the
value of real estate, i.e., the sum of the value of land and of im-
provements. Since our primary concern is with the value of repro-
ducible wealth, in order to allocate capital formation industrially,
we had to estimate the value of improvements separately. The-
details of this adjustment are given in Section B.

This exclusion of land limits even further the definition of
wealth adopted. Theoretically we might have omitted land values
from the capital formation analysis and included them in the
wealth discussion. Practically, however, it was impossible be-
cause of the difficulty of reducing land values to a common and
constant base. Data on real estate are reported at market, or book
or cost values. While with some statistical ingenuity and arbitrari-
ness the value of land could be segregated from the reported
totals, information is not available whereby land values for the
various industrial categories can be converted to a constant and

7 Estimated National Wealth, p. 12.
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comparable base. Table IV 1 gives the reported values of land
by industrial groups; but this category is omitted from any sum-
maries intended to show comparable real magnitudes.
Segregation of the value of land, for the purpose of estimating
reproducible fixed capital, is a difficult statistical operation, and
the results are subject to error. National Wealth and Income, our
primary source for this distribution in 1922, is relied upon heavily
and is supplemented by fragmentary material for the earlier years.
There is a distinct possibility that our estimates of land values
include some improvements that should properly be included in
our estimate of reproducible wealth. For agriculture, for example,
in years for which the Census of Agriculture reports land sepa-
rately, it is stated that the figures include the value of fences, tile
drains, and other incidental improvements. Consequently, the
value of improvements, net of land, may be understated.
b) Motor vehicles: In 1922 the value of motor vehicles was in-
cluded as a separate category for the first time in the national
wealth estimate. It is excluded from our totals for two reasons.
First, it is too broad in coverage: we are concerned only with
the value of trucks and that portion of the value of passenger cars
used solely for business. Second, since motor vehicles are part of
capital equipment and would be covered in any report on that
item, and since our estimates of equipment for specific industries
are based upon such reported totals, motor vehicles, so far as they
are capital equipment, are already covered. An additional figure
would, therefore, introduce duplication.

2 Allocation by Type

Within total reproducible fixed capital, the only allocation pos-
sible on the basis of both wealth and capital formation data is
that between construction or real estate improvements, on the
one hand, and producer durable goods or machinery and equip-
ment, on the other. A

While a rough and ready distinction between these two cate-
gories of durable capital can be made on the basis of attachment
to or separability from a specific location, it is too much to expect
the line to be drawn consistently between one Census of Wealth
and the next or among industrial categories; or the distinction
followed in preparing the capital formation estimates to be
identical with that drawn in the responses to or estimates in the
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Census of Wealth. Furthermore, for many industrial categories,
the Census of Wealth does not itself separate out equipment and
improvements from total capital (or from total real estate) ; and
the segregation must be made on the basis of fragmentary data
and assumptions of doubtful validity.

For these reasons, the estimates for each major category of
reproducible durable wealth are less reliable than for their total ;
and in the comparison of wealth and capital formatioh data the
over-all totals, rather than the two components of each should
be emphasized.

3 Allocation by Industry

The characteristic of the distribution of wealth and capital forma-
tion by industries most important to bear in mind is that it is
based upon a mixture of two criteria: industrial affiliation of the
unit owning and using the capital item. The significance of this
mixture of criteria is not the same for the two major components
of reproducible wealth. For equipment the distribution by owner-
ship is probably not very different from that by use: it is unlikely
that rented equipment is an appreciable percentage of the total.
But for improvements there may well be a substantial discrepancy
between the two, e.g., all property owned by real estate firms, or
a preponderant part of it, would be redistributed on the basis of
use; a considerable part of property used for residential purposes
would be redistributed on the basis of ownership.

Ownership is the dominant criterion. Three broad groups can
be distinguished by type of ownership: private, public utility, and
tax exempt, the last including public and ‘socially owned’ prop-

‘erty (nonprofit institutions, etc.). But for the minor industrial
divisions within these major groups the classification is mixed,
based in part on ownership and in part on use. The public utility
subdivisions are based on ownership throughout the period

whereas agricultural and residential property are based on use.
For mining, manufacturing, and other industrial property, how-
ever, in the early period, when the estimates are derived from
capital values, the classification is based on ownership, while in
the later period, when the estimates are derived from expendi-
tures, it is based on use.

Another source of difficulty in interpreting the industrial classi-
fication is the incomparability of the periods before and after
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1922, because Census of Wealth data are used for the former,
capital formation data for the latter. The distribution for the
earlier years is more detailed; that for the later must use broader
categories (see Table IV 12). And in some minor respects full
comparability could not be established between the sums of the
narrower and the broader industrial divisions.

4 . Valuation

Before the Census of Wealth data can be used, the valuation
methods must be examined. In computing the ‘value’ of the sev-
eral forms of wealth, what price has been assigned to them? Can
these values be readily adjusted for changes in the price and value
levels from one point of time to another? There is no single
answer since the total is the sum of the components and the com-
ponents have not been valued by similar methods.

As taxable real estate values are based on assessments and the
relation of sales values to them, they can be said to approximate
the current price of the property. Tax exempt property, on the
other hand, is taken at book value, which may be assumed to be
original cost modified by resale and revaluation The value of
shipping is stated to be current reproduction cost; that of canals,
the cost of construction. The totals, therefore, are sums of items
evaluated at either market or_ book prices.® Obviously, any
analysis of the uncorrected reported values would have little
meaning. ‘

Hence, once the reported values for the several industrial and
type categories of wealth had been established, the next major
task was to convert them to a common price base. Since we are
dealing with both market and book values two sets of indexes
had to be calculated: of current prices and of prices underlying
book values.

These indexes, used to convert reported values to a constant
price base, are rough and subject to a considerable margin of
error, especially for periods when changes in the price level were
marked. They suffer from the paucity of statistical material, par-
8 See Solomon Fabricant, Capital Consumption and Adjustment (National Bureau
of Economic Research, 1938), for a discussion of the effect of revaluation of
assets on book values.

® For more detailed distussion see the wealth reports of the Bureau of the Census
and National Wealth and Income, Ch. II.
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ticularly for the early years; and the index of prices underlying
book values has the additional qualification that arbitrary life -
spans had to be assumed. Furthermore, the price indexes are
annual averages whereas the value figures are for particular
points of time. When prices are rising rapidly, converting the
value at the beginning of the year by the average index for the
year leads to an underestimate of the value in constant prices;
an opposite bias occurs in periods of rapid price decline. For
reasons stated below, two variants of adjustment for price changes
were calculated for wealth components reported as valued at
current prices. But when all is said and done, the adjustment
remains the least satisfactory step in our procedure, and yields
results that can be accepted only in their broadest indications.

5 Gross or Net

Are the wealth estimates gross or net of depreciation, i.e., do
changes in them represent gross or net capital formation ? Capital
assets in the speciﬁc industries are estimated from reported
‘capital invested’, ‘value of road and equipment’, ‘investment in
plant and equipment’, 'market value of taxable real estate’, and
even ‘capitalization’. For some items it is expressly stated that
depreciation has been allowed for; others, especially the estimates
for the early part of the period, undoubtedly include undeducted
depreciation, since not until recently has depreciation become an
important consideration in business accounting.

The depreciation included in the total can be estimated roughly.
For manufacturing, for which the Census instructions since 1890
have specifically stated that depreciation should be deducted,
John R. Arnold has estimated that undeducted depreciation
fluctuated between 4 and 5 percent from 1899 to 1919, and was
smaller in the earlier years, becoming negligible before the Civil
War.?® For several public utilities, depreciation reserves are re-
ported for 1922. The gross and net figures on capital are shown
in the accompanying tabulation. Investment in 1922 is overstated
by the amounts shown and we can assume less overstatement in
the earlier years. For 1912 steam railroads, the one industry for
which data are available, report $16,408 million for gross and
$16,149 million for net value of road and equipment.

10 ‘Manufacturing Capital and Output, 1839-1931; Main Factors in Their Changes’,
The Annalist, July 7, 1933. -
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CaPITAL VALUES, 1922 (millions of dollars)

GROSS NET
Steam railroads, road and equipment 21,327 19,988
Street railways, road and equipment 5,059 4,878
Telephones, plant and equipment 2,205 1,746
Telegrapbs, plant and equipment 361 257%
Electric light and power, plant and equipment 4,229 3,888%

* Total reserves, depreciation and other, deducted.

Although the Census reports are not definite concerning the
deduction of depreciation allowances in every case, the assump-
tion that the items reported at market values are net of deprecia-
tion is probably valid. On this assumption, at least G0 percent of
our totals for the value of real estate improvements and of equip-
ment is net. If we further assume that undeducted depreciation
amounts to about 10 percent of the balance, our totals exceed net
values by, at most, 5 percent.!!

6 Comparison with Capital Formation
To test our estimates of the increase in the value of improvements
and of equipment derived from the wealth data, we use the esti-
mates of the flow of producer durable goods and total new con-
struction for 1879-1938 from the capital formation study. The
comparison in Table IV a, Part 1 shows that for the full period
the increase in the wealth items falls $28 billion, or almost 20
~ percent, short of that indicated by net capital formation data;
that this shortage is both absolutely and relatively greater for
improvements than for durable equipment; that most of the
shortage in improvements occurs during the decade 1912-22; and
that the decade-to-decade discrepancies are relatively larger than
those for periods of about twenty years.
Of the many reasons that could explain positive or negative
discrepancies, the following are important:
a) The wealth data exclude street and road construction, which
are covered in the net capital formation data. The net value of
street and road construction for 1919-38, the only period for
which statistics are available, was $19 billion in 1929 prices.*? It
" 11 The 1922 ratio of net to gross derived from the text table is .927. Ir.n the earlier
years, with smaller depreciation reserves, the ratio would approach unity. Solomon
Fabricant’s data on gross and net capital assets for transportation and public

utility corporations in 1934 yield a ratio of .871 (op. ciz., p. 271).
12 Data underlying estimates in Table I 8.
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does not seem unreasonable to assume that the cumulated total
for 1880-1922 was not far different from that figure.2®

b) The wealth data exclude shipbuilding for the United States
Navy and, indeed, net additions to stocks of all military equip-
ment, which, so far as they originate in private production, are
included in the net capital formation figures. This item, however,
is minor.

¢) Undeducted depreciation items, which are included in the
wealth estimates, may have constituted a larger percentage of
the total in 1880 than in 1922. Even if they did, the effect on the
understatement of the increase in wealth can be only negligible,
since the difference in the percentages would have to be large
enough to offset the huge increase in the absolute values of wealth
between 1880 and 1922 (from $32 billion to $158 billion, in
1929 prices, as shown in Tables IV 4 and IV 5).

d) A more important factor is that some improvements may be
included with land; if they are, part of the net addition to im-
provements is omitted from the increase in wealth as measured
in Table IV a. How much cannot be guessed, even crudely, but
it may mean that the increase in the estimates based on the Census
of Wealth is substantially less than that based on net capital
formation data.

e) As already indicated, the adjustment of wealth data for
changes in valuation is most difficult; and the results are subject
to wide errors. For the wealth items that are supposed to be valued
at market prices, it is not easy to assume that the reports are based
upon a wide variety of well sampled current market transactions;
and it is impossible to construct accurate indexes of changing
market valuation. To measure changes in the market values of
improvements and durable equipment in Table IV a, Part 1, we
used current construction costs or current prices of durable equip-
ment—a procedure that may be valid for the shorter lived items
of durable equipment sold on well organized central business
markets but can yield only the crudest approximation for the long

18 The Federal Trade Commission estimated the value of improvements embodied
in public roads and streets to be $12.75 billion as of December 31, 1922 (National
Wealth and Income, p. 43). This total, based largely on past costs, is, according
to the Commission’s own statement, an underestimate (see particularly the bottom
of p. 41) and should not be adjusted for depreciation. In view of the much lower
level of cost underlying this estimate, as compared with the 1929 price level,
the assumption in the text does not seem unreasonable.
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lived structures, etc. sold on thousands of local markets. For the
wealth items supposed to be reported at book value, the cost may
not be identical with the original construction or production cost
minus the accumulated depreciation; but for lack of better data
we adjusted for changes in values on the basis of indexes of past
production or construction costs calculated on the assumption of
a constant life period.

The errors in these procedures are likely to be biggest for
wealth items that are reported as valued at current prices, for
petiods during which the prices have risen or fallen drastically
and quickly, or for items reported at-book values for periods dur-
ing which readjustments in book values (from original costs)
are likely to be major. On both counts, 1912-22 is the period for
which we could expect the biggest error. For improvements, the
use of current construction costs may well have overcorrected
the current price wealth items in 1922, since prices of real estate
may have risen less than current construction costs—either be-
cause of a more sluggish movement or because an easier supply
of new construction units had already been anticipated. For dur-
able equipment the change in the wealth items may reflect a writ-
ing down of assets in the postwar reconversion process of a type
that cannot be reflected in our price indexes; and certainly not
in the estimates derived from net capital formation data.

We could not improve or replace our price indexes for capital
wealth items reported at book values. But for those valued at
market prices, we give an alternative price index in the form of
a simple mean of the index of past costs and of current produc-
tion costs. The assumption is that current market prices undes-
lying the valuation of wealth items do not fully reflect the ups
and downs in the current cost of new items, but are rather a cross
between past and current costs. The changes introduced are not
great; but they do reduce the discrepancy between the two sets of
estimates in 1912-22 and lessen the difference between the two
totals for 1880-1922 from $28 to $17 billion (Table IV a, Part 2).

The factors discussed so far stress the possible biases and errors
in the wealth data. We turn now to those in net capltal formation
estimates:

f) Net construction and net durable equipment totals allow for
the deduction of consumption estimates that include depletion
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of nonreproducible assets. As these assets are presumably part of
the land values changes in them do not enter the values of im-
provements and durable equipment derived from the wealth data.
Consequently, while in calculating net capital formation, it is cor-
rect to deduct the calculable consumption of nonreproducible
assets, it i1s not correct to make this deduction in comparing net
increases in construction and equipment with net increases shown
by the corresponding wealth items.

In the 1920’s the ratio of depletion to total consumption was
roughly 5 percent (Solomon Fabricant, Capital Consumption and
Adjustment, Table 30, proportion of depletion to total, the latter
excluding automobiles and repairs and maintenance items) . Since
for most of the period, consumption and net capital formation
were about equal (see Table II g), the increase represented by
net capital formation should, for comparison purposes, be 5 per-
cent, or about $8 billion, larger than is shown in Table IV a.

g) On the other hand, depreciation, depletion, and fire losses—
the only items used in estimating consumption—do not exhaust
the types of capital consumption. Items may be discarded before
the end of the depreciation period; items may be destroyed by
forces other than fire. Hence net capital formation totals tend to
be biased upward by an amount that cannot even be guessed, but
that may be substantial (as was already suggested with reference
to durable equipment for 1912-22).
h) Capital formation is also too high so far as it includes items
that may have been charged to maintenance and other current
expenses. However, so far as the items are really durable, the
wealth reports are an understatement rather than the net capital
formation account an overstatement.
i) If too long a life period for improvements and equipment was
assumed incalculating consumption, theconsumptiontotalsaretoo
low andthenet capital formation residualstoohigh. If, onthecon-
- trary, too short a life period was assumed, the consumption esti-
mates are too high and the net capital formation residuals too low.

It is difficult to balance all these factors. Those to which magni-
" tudes have been assigned (a and f) reduce the total discrepancy
for 1880-1922 $19 billion and raise it $8. This still leaves a dis-
crepancy of $17 billion in Part 1 of Table IVa, and of $6 billion
in Part 2. Of the other factors the ones that lead to an understate-
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ment of the wealth figures seem most important (d and e). Of
these (d) could well account for a large part or all of the remain-
ing discrepancy in Part 2.

The preceding discussion has also indicated why the differences
were so large during the decade 1912-22; and why the discrepancy
should have been relatively greater for improvements than for
durable equipment. That the differences between the two sets
of estimates are relatively, and sometimes absolutely, greater for
short periods than for long is due to other factors.

The first is the comparative importance of net changes and of
the totals used as diminuend and subtrahend. Under conditions of
steady growth or decline, the shorter the period the smaller the
total change compared with the initial and terminal quantities.
Hence, errors in the latter may greatly affect the net difference,
i.e., the total change. The longer the period, on the contrary, the

- less the relative effect on the net difference of errors in the term-
inal quantities. This argument is of particular bearing in connec-
tion with possible errors in the adjustment of wealth totals for
changes in valuation.

The second factor is also more important in short period com-
parisons. The capital formation data are for overlapping decades
(1879-88, 1884-93, 1889-98, 1894-1903, etc.) and in the form of
annual averages; from these we calculated the total flow for
1880-90, 1890-1900, 1900-12, and 1912-22. That the dates for the
wealth data are June 1 for 1880, 1890, and 1900, and December
31 for 1912 and 1922 also had to be taken into account. We
calculated the capital formation for each period as follows:

1880-90: (8.5 X annual average for 1879-88) -+ (1.5 X annual
average for 1889-98)

1890-1900: (8.5 X annual average for 1889-98) 4 (1.5 X annual
average for 1899-1908)

1900-12: (8.5 X annual average for 1899-1908) + (4 X annual
average for 1909-18)

1912-22: (1 X annual average for 1904-13) + (9 X annual
average for 1914-23)

Other combinations of decade figures would have yielded dif-
ferent results. For example, if the estimates for 1912-22 were the
sum of 6 times the annual average for 1909-18 and 4 times the
annual average for 1919-28, improvements would have totaled
$32,779 million, and equipment $14,540 million, instead of
$21,862 million and $14,891 million. And were annual estimates

available, the differences might well be reduced.
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For these reasons we used, in subsequent analyses, longer time
spans—subdividing the full petiod for which wealth and capital
formation could be estimated into three twenty-year spans. Also,
for reasons stated above, we considered the capital formation
estimates more reliable in general than changes in wealth totals
reduced to constant and comparable valuation; and used the
wealth estimates only to suggest the distribution of capital forma-
tion by industrial destination for long periods when the capital
formation estimates themselves did not give the information.**

14 We also tried to compare the totals for real estate and equipment based upon
the Census of Wealth for 1922 with the values of fixed assets based upon the
capital stock tax returns summarized in Stasistics of Income, 1924, pp. 41-76.
The comparison is difficult since the date for which the capital stock tax returns
are reported is not identical with that of the Census of Wealth; the returns are
not complete for all corporations; do not include fixed assets in the hands of
unincorporated enterprises; and may well be based upon a definition and valua-
tion of fixed assets that differ materially from the contents and valuation base of
real estate and of durable equipment in the Census of Wealth. Before making the
comparison we had to adjust the corporate data for undercoverage and for exclusion
of noncorporate assets. These adjustments could be made for the capital stock
tax returns data as of the end of 1923, and cover adequately four major divisions—
mining, manufacturing, public utilities, and other industries (construction, trade,
service, finance, and miscellaneous).

For these four categories, the value of real estate and equipment based on the
Census of Wealth is estimated to be $96.3 billion at the end of 1922; that based
on the corporate data, $86.4 billion at the end of 1923. If we allow for an addition
to assets during 1923, the estimate based on the wealth data is roughly 15 percent
higher than that based on the corporate data. However, for mining and manufactur-
ing combined the two estimates are quite close ($35.5 billion from wealth data
and $34.8 from corporate data). The major discrepancy is in the public utility
group ($37.2 billion from the wealth data and $30.8 from corporate data) for
which the wealth estimates are based upon a careful consideration of the valuations
as checked by various regulatory commissions; and for which the reporting of assets
as part of corporate income statistics has not been too complete, even in recent years.
The discrepancy for ‘other’ industries, while sizable ($23.6 billion from wealth
data and $20.8 from corporate data), cannot be assigned too much significance,
because in so many subdivisions, corporations constitute a small proportion of the
total ; and hence the ‘blow up' from corporate to total bases may easily be deficient.

While, in the nature of the case, the comparison cannot be conclusive there seems
on the surface little reason to infer a sizable error in the wealth estimates. They
may not reflect upward or downward revaluations of assets as promptly as cor-
porate data. But they are sufficiently grounded on various censuses (agriculture,
manufacturing, mining, utilities, etc.) and other comprehensive data to yield an
estimate perhaps more indicative of the general order of magnitude than a set
derived by raising the totals on corporate assets to cover all durable reproducible
commodity wealth.
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B Basic TABLEsS

Three groups of tables are presented below:

1) Tables1V 1-1V 7: estimates of the value of improvements and
equipment and data basic to them. Estimates of reproducible
wealth are given for June 1, 1880; June 1, 1890; June 1, 1900;
December 31, 1912; December 31, 1918; and December 31, 1922.
To each table are appended notes giving sources and methods
and, in some cases, alternatives the reader may consider prefer-
able. -

Although the value of land is excluded from our estimates,
Table IV 1, which gives estimates for the Census of Wealth dates,
is presented in the belief that it may be of interest to some
students. ‘ , _

Table IV 7 gives (unless otherwise noted) the wealth totals
at the initial date of the period for which additions to repro-
ducible wealth are available, January 1, 1919.

2) Tables1V 8 and IV 9: estimates of changes in the value of im-
provements and equipment, based upon capital formation, 1919-
38. Gross and net additions to construction and equipment are
given in current and 1929 prices.

3) Tables IV 10-1V 13: summary tables. The entries are either
transcribed or derived from the preceding tables in this Part ot
Part II.
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, TaBLE IV 1
Value of Land, Census Dates, 1880-1922 (millions of dollars)
‘Based on Reported Valuation
VALUATION '

BASE 1880 1890 1900 1912 1922
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

1 Agriculture Market 8,158 10,623 13,058 31,574 41,541
2 Mining Book 364 818 1,189 2,109 3,362
3 Manufacturing Book 320 776 1,027 1,700 4,328
4 Other industrial Market 1,293 2,844 3,507 5,382 9,382
S Residential Market 3,170 7,687 10,513 18,455 36,011
6 Total taxable, excl.

public utilities 13,305 22,748 29,294 59,220 94,624
7 Tax exempt Book 1,152 2,170 3307 6,689 11,065
8 Steam railroads Book 886 1,494 1,741 2,602 3,202
9 Street railways Book 15 41 157 434 455
10 Pullman, express, etc. Book 4 7 8 9 38
11 Telephone Book 1 3 14 34 66
12 Telegraph Book 4 6 6 7 11
13 Shipping & canals Book 145 176 237 454 511
14 Electric light & power  Book 0 9 46 222 424
15 Waterworks Book 12 12 13 14 18
16 Irrigation Book 1 3 5 18 28
17 Pipe lines Book 0.5 2 8 18 25
18 Total public utilities 1,069 1,753 2,235 3,812 4,778
19 Total land 15,526 26,671 34,836 69,721 110,467

The derivation of the value of land is given in the notes to Table IV 2.
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TaBLE IV 2 s
Value of Real Estate Improvements, Census Dates, 1880-1922
(millions of dollars)
Based on Reported Valuation

VALUATION
BASE 1880 1890 1900 1912 1922
1 @) ) 4 (s)

1 Agriculture Market- 2,039 2,656 3,557 6,889 11,169
2 Mining Book 91 201 325 644 1,120
3 Manufacturing Book 363 879 1,450 3,450 8,772
4 Other industrial Market - 1,374 2,491 3,173 6,044 8,320
5 Residential Market 3,361 6,736 9,527 20,676 31,904
6 Total taxable, excl.

public utilities 7,228 12,963 18,032 37,703 61,285
7 Tax exempt Book 626 1,237 2,061 4,258 7,164
8 Steam railroads Book 3,376 5,794 7,054 10,672 13,220
9 Street railways Book 104 288 1,131 3,156 3,339
10 Pullman, express, etc. Book - 4 7 9 10 44
11 Telephone * Book 9 33 178 455 882
12 Telegraph Book 43 70 72 94 144
13 -Shipping & canals Book 145 176 237 454 511
14 Electric light & power  Book 0 44 223 1,100 2,113
15 Waterworks Book 209 225 242 261 325 -
16 Irrigation Book 27 60 97 325 495
17 Pipe lines Book 10 42 141 323 450
18 Total public utilities 3,927 6,739 9,384 16,850 21,523
19. Total improvements 11,781 20,939 29,477 58,811 89,972

LINE 1

COL. 1 AND 2: The value of farm real estate is reported in the Census of Agricalture.
The value of improvements is assumed equal to 20 percent of the total value of
real estate (the average of the ratio of improvements to real estate in 1900—21%,
1912—189%, and 1922—219%).

coL. 3: The value of improvements is reported in the Census of Agriculture.

coL. 4 AND 5: Obtained directly from the Bureau of Agricultural Economics. The
figures reported are for March 1 of the following year but are assumed correct for

the end of the given year.
& ¥ LINE 2

coL. 1: The 1880 wealth estimate includes the item “Mines (including petroleum
wells) and quarries together with one-half the annual product reckoned as the
average supply in the hands of producers or dealers™ reported to amount to $781
million. One-half of the value of product, the sum of the value of product for
precious metals, nonprecious metals, quarries, and petroleum reported in the 1880
Census Compendium, is subtracted, leaving $641 million as the value of capital
invested. :

The 1880 Census of Mines also reports separately the value of real estate, plant,
and working capital for nonprecious mines, and on the assumption that the per-
centage distribution shown is representative of the entire mining industry, the
value of real estate in 1880 is computed. The further apportionment of the value
of real estate between the value of land and of improvements is based on the 1890
ratio of buildings to real estate (see the notes to col. 2).

Several other estimates of total capital invested are possible. The 1902 Census
of Mines reports $1,449 million for capital invested in 1880 (more than double
the figure we use). However, the 1890 Census reports $369 million for value of °
product in 1880; and if we subtract from the wealth estimate for 1880 one-half
of this we get a smaller estimate of capital invested than the one we use. The 1902
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[
Census reports $252 million for value of product in 1880; using this subtrahend,
. we get a slightly larger estimate ofi capital invested.

A somewhat different apportionment of total capital among real estate, equip-
ment, and working capital is also ;‘possible if we use the nonprecious mining dis-
tribution for the total exc/uding petroleum and accept the 1880 Census of Mines
figures for petroleum: $2 million for buildings, $4 million for machinery, and $27

million for total capital. \

COL. 2: The 1890 Census Abstract reports capital invested in the mining industry
as $1,292- million. The Minerals, Census for 1890 classifies capital invested in
specific mineral industries, $l,27| million, into four groups: land, building and
fixtures, tools, etc., and cash and miscellaneous. The ratio of building and fixtures
to the total is applied to total capital invested. The resulting estimate of ‘building’
is probably too high because of the inclusion of ‘fixtures’ but no correction could be
made for this item. | ) '

Here also alternative estimates c%ould have been made from other data. The 1890
wealth estimate for “Mines and guarries including product on hand” is $1,291
million but on the assumption that one-half of the annual product is included
(following the procedure used for 1880) investment would be reduced to about
$1,000 million. |

The value of product reported in the 1890 Census Abstract as comparable with
‘capital invested’, which we accept, is $419 million. The same source gives $587
million as the total value of product. Had we used this figure the capital invested
figure would have been increased |40 percent. We did not, because later Census of
Mines teports do not show it. E.g., the 1902 Census gives (without explanation)
$411 million and $438 million as; the 1890 value of product, and the 1919 Census
accepts the latter, ‘

The 1902 Census gives “‘capital invested"” figures for 1890 as $1,288 million and
$1,311 million (also without ex!planation). The 1919 Census reports the latter

“but qualifies it as “for producing "mines". These figures are not very different from
those we adopted. !

coL. 3: Total capital invested is :estimated by multiplying the value of product by
the ratio of capital invested to it. The value of product is interpolated between
1890 and 1902 (see the notes tp col. 2 for 1890 and the Census of Mines and
Quarries for 1902) by means of the Bureau of Mines data on value of product
(see Mineral Resources). The ratio of capital invested to value of product is intes-
polated along a straight line between 1890 and 1909 (see the notes to col. 2 for
1890 and the Census of Mines and Quarries for 1909).

The value of real estate is estiinated by multiplying total capital invested by the
ratio of the value of real estate to it. The ratio of the value of real estate to capital
invested is interpolated along a straight line between 1890 and 1922 (see the notes
to col. 2 for 1890 and to col. 5 for 1922).

The value of improvements is the product of the value of real estate and the
ratio of the value of imprwem%nts to it. This ratio also is interpolated along a
straight line between 1890 and 1922 (see the notes to col. 2 for 1890 and to col. 5
for 1922). !

An alternative for the value of mining real estate is the estimate in the 1900
wealth report, $687 million; our estimate is $1,514 million. Qur estimate for
1890 is $1,019 million, and the 'ratio for 1900 of the value of real estate (wealth
estimate) to the value of produc‘t is much lower than in other years. Consequently,
the wealth estimate seems unre%lsonably low and was disregarded.
coL. 4: The value of improvemelénts in 1912 is estimated by a procedure analogous
to that for 1900 (see the notes to col. 3) except that the ratio of capital invested
to- value of product is interpolated along a straight line between 1909 and 1919.
The data basic to this ratio are ;’reported in the Census of Mines and Quarries for

1909 and 1919. ‘
|
[
|

I
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Table IV 2 continued:
LINE 2 (conel.)

coL. 5: For the value of real estate we accepted Robert R. Doane's estimate of
$4,482 million which he bases on the Federal Trade Commission's figure of $6
billion but corrects in the light of state distributions (see The Anatomy of Amer-
ican Wealth; Harper, 1940; pp. 209, 217-8). This reduction seems reasonable,
especially since the F.T.C. figure is based on Siatistics of Income data, which
include all fixed assets, and is therefore an overestimate. For the allocation of real
estate between land and improvements we accepted Doane’s estimates of 75 percent
for land and 25 percent for improvements (in line with our 1890 figures, 80 and
20 percent).

Total capital invested, to which the value of real estate is related in deriving the
1900 and 1912 estimates, is extrapolated from 1919 with the value of product as
index. The value of product, reported for 1919 in the Census of Mines and Quarries;
is extrapolated to 1922 by the Bureau of Mines series.

The Federal Trade Commission estimates the ratio of value of land to value of
real estate in mineral counties to be 0.609 (National Wealth and Income, p. 35).
This ratio is too low for mining property since it covers all real estate in those

counties.

LINE 3
coL. 1: Total capital invested is reported in the 1900 Census of Manufactures..
The value of buildings is estimated by multiplying capital invested by the ratio
of the value of buildings to it for 1879 (Paul Douglas, Theory of Wages;
Macmillan, 1934; p. 115):

“It seems undeniable that buildings and machinery did not increase as rapidly
in comparison with working capital during the eighties as they did during the
fifteen years which followed 1889 when buildings advanced from 13.4 to 15.8
per cent, or an increase of 2.4 points, and machinery, etc., from 24.3 to 27.5 points
a year, respectively. We have assumed that the growth in the proportions which
buildings formed of the total was at approximately only one-quarter of the rate of
speed of the nineties and for machinery at only one-fifth. This would give 13.0
per cent as the probable figure for buildings in 1879 and 24.0 per cent as that for
machinery, tools, and equipment.”’

COL. 2: The value of buildings is from the 1900 Census of Manufactures.
The $3,059 million for “machinery of mills, and production on hand, raw and
manufactured” in the wealth estimate for 1890 was not used in our calculations.

coL. 3: The value of buildings is from the Census of Manufaciures.

The value of real estate, the sum of the value of land and of buildings, from
this source, $2,478 million, checks with the value for 1900 in Wealih, Debt, and
Taxation (Department of Commerce and Labor, 1907), $2,477 million.

The 1914 Census Abstract reports capital (excluding hand and neighborhood
trades) as $8,975 million; but since the original figure, $9,817 million, has broader
coverage, we did noz adjust it to the lower level.

coL. 4: The value of buildings is estimated by multiplying total capital by the
ratio of the value of buildings to it. The ratio is interpolated along a straight line
between 1909 and 1914 (for the ratio in 1909 and 1914 see Douglas, op. cit.,
Ch. 5, Table 4). Total capital is estimated by dividing the value of machinery
(Wealih, Debt, and Taxation: 1913, 1) by the ratio of the value of machinery to
it (calculated by a method similar to that for the ratio of buildings to total capital).

As a check on these estimates the value of fixed assets also was computed and
the percentage distribution of total capital derived. The value of fixed assets s
interpolated between 1904 and 1922 with the value of buildings and machinery
as index (for 1904, see the Census of Manufactures, and for 1922, see the notes to
col. 5). The value of land is obtained by subtraction. The percentage distribution
of total capital is compared in the accompanying table with that for 1904.
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PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION | OF TOTAL CAPITAL (MANUFACTURING)

1904 1912
Land i 7.7 7.9
Buildings 15.7 16.1
Machinery 27.5 28.5
Other capital 49.0 47.5
Total 100.0 100.0

Total capital in 1912 is estimated to be $21,404 million, a reasonable figure
when compared with total capital

reported for 1909 and 1914 in the Census of
Manufactures—$18,428 million an

d $22,791 million.
coL. 5: The value of buildings i
ratio of the value of buildings to
capital is derived by extrapolating
the index of the value of fixed a
Fabricant).

Total capital may have a wider margin of error than the other estimates since
Douglas’ ratios are assumed to have a more or less steady trend and Fabricant’s
index of fixed assets is used for total capital. Working capital, and therefore total
capital, may undergo marked cyclical fluctuations. Unfortunately, no data are avail-
able with which to check on this point.

Total fixed assets, essential to|the computations for col. 4, are estimated by
dividing the sum of the value of bulldmgs and of machinery (for the latter see the
notes to Table IV 3, line 3, col. 5) by its ratio to the value of fixed assets. The
ratio is derived from data on land and other fixed assets for Missouri (Mumtm
Red Book, 1923).

Lowell J. Chawner’s estimates of expenditures for manufacturing plant (‘Capital
Expenditures for Manufacturing Plant and Equipment—1915 to 1940, Survey of
Cutrent Business, March 1941) were used to test the accuracy of our estimates.
Total capital in 1914 (Census of !Manufactures), multiplied by Douglas ratio of
buildings to capital yielded an estjmate of the value of buildings in 1914. To this
total were added Chawner’s estimates of plant expenditures for 1915-22, yielding
$8,646 million as the 1922 value iof bulldmgs gross of depreciation for 1915-22.
Our estimate for 1922, net of depgecnatlon is $8,772 million.

Several other estimates of the value of capital and some of its components can
be compared with our figures. Our estimate of total capital is $53,164 million.
The Federal Trade Commission, lin National Wealth and Income, uses $44,000
million, the 1919 figure, statmg that “there was probably comparatively little
change for 1922".

The Census figure, $52,611 mllllon (Estimated National Wealth, 1924) is de-
rived by extrapolating the 1919 figure to 1921 by the value of land, bulldmgs and
machinery for a sample of 60 corporatlons 1919-21, and assuming that the increase
from 1921 to 1922 was at the saqe rate as from 1920 to 1921. An error was intro-
duced in the initial steps by the use of $44 567 million for total capital in 1919
instead of $44,467 million, as reported in the 1920 Census of Manufactures
(VIIL, 14). !

The difference between our estlnmate of the value of buildings, $8,772 million,
and Douglas’, $8,681 million, is also due to the use of an incorrect figure for total
capital in 1919, since Douglas uses the data in Estimeated National W ealth.

Our estimate of the value of la‘nd is $4,397 million; of the value of real estate,
therefore, $13,169 million. The| Federal Trade Commission puts this item at
$24,000 million—definitely an overestimate since its basis is Statistics of Income

corporate data, which include maéhinery. By applying the 1904 ratio of real estate

estimated by multiplying total capital by the
it (Douglas, op. cit.,, Ch. 5, Table 4). Total
the 1919 figure (Census of Manufactures) by
sets (unpublished series prepared by Solomon

to capital (.235) to total capital a
estimates the value of real estate
An alternative estimate for the

s reported in Estimated National W ealth, Doane
o be $12,364 million.
value of land is also possible. On the basis of
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Table IV 2 continued:
LINE 3 (concl.)

a sample of Massachusetts corporations, collected by the National Bureau (Finan-
cial Research Program), the 1904 ratio of machinery to fixed assets can be extra-
polated and applied to the 1922 machinery figure to yield total fixed assets. The
value of land, $5,833 million, is the difference between total fixed assets and the
value of machinery and buildings. The percentage distribution of fixed assets on
this basis is land, 18.9; buildings, 28.8 ; and machinery, 52.3; for the estimates we
use, the percentage distribution is land, 14.9; buildings, 30.2; and machinery, 54.9.
For a sample of Wisconsin corporations the National Bureau also collected some
fixed asset data; the percentage distribution for it is land, 17.2; buildings, 36.9;
and machinery, 45.9. We accepted the Missouri data as more typical and reliable.

LINE 4
The values of all taxable real estate (excluding public utilities) in the wealth re-
ports for 1880, 1890, 1900, 1912, and 1922 are basic to our estimates.

coL. 1: To the value of taxable real estate as reported is added the value of mining
real estate (see the notes to line 2, col. 1) since in the wealth estimate the latter,
combined with the product on hand, is shown separately. From the total the value
of real estate in agriculture, mining, and manufacturing (see the notes to lines 1-3,
col. 1) is subtracted to yield the value of other industrial and residential real
estate,

The value of land in total taxable real estate is obtained by multiplying the value
of real estate by the ratio of the value of land to it. The ratio is extrapolated from
1900 (see the notes to col. 3) by the ratio for agriculture, mining, and manu-
facturing combined. The value of other industrial and residential buildings is the
difference between the value of real estate and of land.

The value of other industrial real estate.is the difference between the value of
other industrial and residential real estate and the value of residential real estate
(for which see the notes to line 5, col. 1). The value of other industrial buildings
is based on the assumption that the ratio of the value of other industrial and resi-
dential real estate is applicable to the value of other industrial real estate alone.

coL. 2: The method is analogous to that used for col. 1 except that total taxable
real estate as given in the wealth report already includes mining real estate.

coL. 3: To the total value of taxable real estate reported is added the value of tax
exempt property used for agriculture and manufacturing since both are presumably
covered in the agricultural and manufacturing statistics. The value of other indus-
trial and residential real estate is estimated by the method described for col. 1, with
the value of mining real estate given in the wealth report as part of the subtrahend.

The value of land in all taxable real estate is estimated by the method described
for col. 1. The ratio of the value of land to the total value of real estate is extra-
polated from 1922 (for which see the notes to col. 5) by the comparable ratio for
five sample states. The data for the latter ratio in 1922 are the percentages for
California, Colorado, Indiana, Minnesota, and West Virginia (National Wealth
and Income), weighted by the value of taxable property reported for those states
(Estimated National Wealth) ; the data for the 1900 ratio are from Wealth, Debt,
and Taxation (Special Report of the Census Office, Washington, D. C., 1907),
Table 2.

From this point on the procedure is the same as that outlined for col. 1.

coL. 4: The method is the same as that for col. 1 except that the ratio of the value
of land to the value of real estate for all taxable property is interpolated along a
straight line,

coL. 5: The method here too is similar to that for col. 1 except that the value of
land included in total taxable real estate as estimated by the Federal Trade Com-
mission (National Wealth and Income) is used.
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LINE 5
COL. 1 AND 2: The value of residential real estate is estimated by multiplying the
value of other industrial and residential real estate (see the notes to line 4, col. 1)
by the ratio of the former to the latter The ratio is extrapolated along a straight
line, based on the data for 1900 and 1922.
For the assumption under which the total value of real estate is divided into the

value of land and of buildings see| the notes to line 4, col. 1.

coL. 3: The method is similar to that for col. 1 except that the value of residential
real estate is given separately in I}Tealtb Debt, and Taxation.

coL. 4: The method is similar to that for col. 1 except that the ratio of the value
of residential real estate to the total value of taxable real estate is interpolated
along a straight line between 1900|and 1922.

coL. 5: The method is similar to that for col. 1 except that the value of residential
real estate is from A Study of the Physical Assets, Sometimes Called Wealth, of
the United States, 1922-1933, prepared by the University of Notre Dame, Bureau
of Economic Research (1939). |

] LINE 6
Sum of lines 1-5. |

. LINE 7
coL. 1-5: The total value of tay exempt real estate as given for 1922 in the
Notre Dame report is extrapolat'ed for the earlier years with the value of tax
exempt real estate in the wealth reports as index. The 1900 figure had first to be
reduced by the value of tax exer'npt agricultural and manufacturing real estate,
already covered in the estimates fok those groups.
To estimate the value of buildirlrgs we assumed the same percentage distribution
between land and buildings as for taxable real estate. The percentage of the value of
“land to the value of real estate in 1922 is 60.7, the figure the Federal Trade Com-
mission uses (National Wealth and Income, pp. 31-5). The Notre Dame percentage
is 24.5 (A Study of the Physical Auet.c pp. 123-32). Federal Ownership of Real
Estate and Its Bearing on State and Local Taxation (76 Cong., 1st Sess., House
Doc. 111) gives two divisions of federal real estate—one based on cost, the other
on assessed valuation—for propert owned June 30, 1937. The percentage of land

in real estate is 9.0 on the cost basrs and 43.7 on the assessed valuation basis.

LINE 8
Available statistics cover the cost ?f construction of roads as a whole, and the divi-
sion into land and equipment in all years is based on the 1922 distribution. The

ratio of the value of 1mprovement§ to the total value of real estate that the Federal

Trade Commission reports for 1922 (National Wealth and Income) is extrapolated
for the other years with the similar ratio for taxable real estate as index. The

deérivation of the cost of construction is given below for each year.
8 y

|
coL. 1: The cost of construction reported in the 1880 Census of Transportation is

raised to the total by including th‘e Census estimate of such cost not reported.
As the estimate in the wealth report for 1880 is for railroad capital, it includes

the value of equipment. It also i‘ncludes the investments and cash assets of the
railroads and is, therefore, too broad in coverage.

coL. 2: The cost of road and equr‘pment is reported in the 1922 Statistics of Rail-
ways. The segregation of equipment is based on the percentage distribution of the

total in the 1890 Census Ab;trart}
Several other figures for the cost of road and equipment are available. The esti-

mate we use is $8,134 million; the wealth report shows $8,296 million; the 1890
Census Abstract reports $8, 041 Iof which $7,202 million is for road and $838
million for equipment (the percentage division we apply to the total we use);

Statistics of Railways for 1890 reports $7,755 million, of which $7,333 million is




208 o : PART IV

Table IV 2 continued:

LINE 8 (concl.)
for road and $422 million for equipment. As the latter division gives, unreasonably,
a lower percentage for equipment than we have for 1880, it was not used.

CoL. 3: The cost of road and equipment is reported in the 1922 Statistics of
Railways. The division into real estate and equipment is derived by interpolating
the ratio of real estate to the total along a straight line between 1890 and 1922,
and applying the resultant ratio to the total for 1900 (see the notes to col. 2 for
1890 and to col. 5 for 1922). )

Our total of the cost of road and equipment is $10,263 million whereas the
estimate for railroad capital in the wealth report is $9,036 million. Our estimate
checks, however, with the total in the 1900 Statistics of Railways. The latter also
reports the cost of road and of equipment separately, $9,675 million and $588
million; but as the percentage of the cost of equipment to the total seems un-
reasonably low, it was disregarded.

coL. 4: The method is similar to that for col. 3 except that the cost of road and
equipment for switching and terminal companies is taken from the 1912 Statistics
of Railways. i )

The estimate of railroad capital in the wealth report differs from ours in that
it is net of depreciation.

coL. 5: To the cost of road and equipment for both railroads and switching and
terminal companies (Statistics of Railways) we added the cost of road and equip-
ment for private and intrastate companies (Estimated National Wealth). The
segregation of the values of land, improvements, and equipment is based on the
percentage distribution in National Wealth and Income.

The difference between our total, $21,327 million, and that in the wealth report,
$19,951 million, is due almost entirely to the deduction for depreciation made by
the Bureau of the Census.

LiNE 9

coL. 1: The only available data are miles of lines reported in the 1890 Com-
pendium of the Census. The cost of road and equipment is estimated by multiplying
the number of miles by average cost per mile, the latter being assumed to be the
same as in 1890, Real estate is segregated by multiplying the estimated cost of road
and equipment by the 1890 ratio of real estate to the total, extrapolated by the
similar ratio for steam railroads. The further division of real estate into land and
improvements is based on the 1922 ratio extrapolated by the ratio of land to real
estate for taxable real estate.

. €oL. 2: The total cost of street railways in the Census Compendium is divided into
animal, electric, cable, and steam railways in the 1890 Transportation Census. Also
given for sample railways (for each of the four types) is the division of the total
cost into road and equipment cost. On the basis of these samples (over 50 percent
coverage) and total cost a weighted ratio of equipment to total cost is derived
and applied to total cost to yield separate estimates of the cost of equipment and
of construction. The cost of construction is divided into land and improvements by
the method used in obtaining the 1880 estimate.

COL. 3-5: The estimates for road and equipment are taken from the wealth reports
except for 1922, when depreciation was deducted. For that year the figure, before
depreciation, in the Census of Electrical Industries is used. The series, taken from
both sources, is, in millions of dollars: 1900, 1,576; 1902, 2,168; 1904, 2,220;
1907, 3,638; 1912, 4,597; 1917, 5,136; 1922, 5,059 (4,878 after deducting
depreéciation). The 1922 total is divided into land, improvements, and equipment
by means of the Federal Trade Commission percentages. For the other years the
ratio of equipment to the total is interpolated between 1890 and 1922 by the
similar ratio for steam railroads and applied to the total to yield the value of
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|
equipment and real estate. Real e;state for years other than 1922 is distributed by
extrapolating the 1922 ratio of land to real estate (derived from the Federal Trade
Commission ratios) by the similar ratio for taxable real estate.

} LiNg 10

COL. 1 AND 2: The total is extrapolated from 1900 by the cost of steam railroad
real estate and equipment. The value of real estate is estimated by multiplying the
total by the ratio of real estate to it. This ratio (derived for 1922 from Federal
Trade Commission data) is extrapolated with the similar ratio for steam railroads
as index. The value of improvements is estimated by multiplying the value of real
estate by the ratio of improvements to real estate. This ratio, also derived for 1922
from Federal Trade Commlssmm data, is extrapolated with the similar ratio for
taxable real estate as index. f

COL. 3-5: The total value is glvenlm the wealth reports. The value of improvements
is estimated by the methods desctibed in the notes to col. 1 and 2.

Wealth, Debt, and Taxation for 1900 and 1904 states: “The value of Pullman
and private cars was ascertained jin connection with the estimates of the value of
railroads. . . .”” The report for 1912 states: "The estimate of the value of cars
belonging to.the Pullman and other private car companies is based upon the report
rendered by the Pullman Company to the Interstate Commerce Commission, which
shows the cost of property and equipment, exclusive of land.” The report for 1922
states: “The estimated values of cars belonging to the Pullman Company and
express companies are based on reports . . . to the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission. . . . The estimated value of privately owned cars . . . is based on the
number of such cars as shown in the Equipment Register of January, 1923, and the
average value of such cars. . ,The estnmated values of the three classes of cars
are combined into a single item in this report.”

It would seem, therefore, that our estimates are too large in that they include
cars owned by other industries and presumably covered under equipment in those
industries. On the other hand, th!ey are too small in that they exclude the value of
real estate and other equipmenﬁ owned by the Pullman Company and express
companies. Also, if the wealth item is only cars, as stated above, we are in error
in following the Federal Trade Commission’s technique of dividing the total into
land, improvements, and equipment.

Some other data are available for 1922 in the Interstate Commerce Commission's

published data for the Pullman land express companies—Preliminary Abstract of
Statistics of Common Carriers:

EXPRESS COMPANIES (millions of dollars)
Land (cost) b
Buildings (cost) 10
Equipment] (cost) 22
Total (cost) 37
Deprecxanon 10
Net physical property 27
Equipment| (mventory value) 13

of which cars 0.7

PULLMAN COMPANY
Cost of propetty and equipment 195

Reserve acCounts 74

Similar data are not available for any of the other years for which we have wealth
estimates. !

I LINER 11
For no years do we have statlstlcs other than for total investment in plant and
equipment. The value of real estate is estimated by multiplying this total by the
ratio of real estate to it. The raulo derived for 1922 from Federal Trade Commis-

sion data (National Wealth and Income), is extrapolated with the similar ratio

(
\
|
|
|
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Table IV 2 continued:

LiNE 11 (concl.)
for steam railroads as index. The value of improvements is estimated by multiply-
ing the value of real estate by the ratio of improvements to it. This ratio (also
derived for 1922 from Federal Trade Commission data), is extrapolated with the
similar ratio for taxable real estate as index.

coL. 1: The only investment figure reported is for capital stock and funded debt
(given in the 1880 Census of Transportation and also in the 1912 Census of Tele-
phones). The 1880 Census also reports total miles of wire and the miles of wire
of companies reporting capital stock and funded debt. The reported figure was
raised accordingly.

coL. 2: ‘Investment in plant and equipment’ is given in the 1927 Census of Tele-
phones with a note “Partial enumeration only”. In the 1912 Census of Telephones
this item is reported as ‘“‘capital stock and funded debt”. Data by which this figure
can be stepped up to the total are not available.

COL. 3-5: The estimates of investment in plant and equipment are from the wealth
reports. They agree with the Census of Telephones figures for 1912 and 1922, and
seem reasonable when assembled with the latter figures for earlier years. The
combined series is, in millions of dollars: 1900, 400; 1902, 404; 1904, 586;
1907, 820; 1912, 1,081; 1917, 1,258 ; 1922, 1,746.

LiNE 12
The values of land, improvements, and equipment were estimated by the same
method as for telephones (see the notes to line 11).

coL. 1: Investment in plant and equipment is assumed equal to ‘franchise and con-
struction’, $93 million, for land telegraph only (1880 Census of Transportation).
In a table on world statistics in the same volume ‘cost of line and equipment’ is
given as $18.7 million with a note: “based on the report of the president of the
Western Union Telegraph Co. for 1869, and upon other data found in Mr. Lines’
report”. .

coL. 2: No data on investment are reported. We interpolate between 1880 and
1902 on the basis of “Telegraph lines; stocks owned of leased telegraph companies
that are merged in Western Union Co.’s system; franchises; patents, etc.” given by
the Western Union Telegraph Co. in its annual reports for 1880, 1890, and 1902.

coL. 3-5: For 1900, 1904, 1912, and 1922 estimates of plant and equipment are
given in the wealth reports; for 1902, 1907, 1912, 1917, and 1922 in the Censas
of Telegraphs. For 1912 alone do the two sources check. The series based on the
two sources is in millions of dollars: 1900, 212; 1902, 162; 1904, 227; 1907, 210;
1912, 223; 1917, 253; 1922, 361 (Census of Telegraphs) and 204 (Estimated
National Wealth). Since for 1900 and 1904 the description of the derivation in
the wealth reports is vague, and since the figures seem out of line with those in the
Census of Telegraphs we used the 1902 Census of Telegraphs estimate for 1900.
Wireless is included for the first time in 1907.

For 1922 we use the figure reported in the Census of Telegraphs. The 1922
estimate in the wealth report is net of depreciation reserves but still seems unreason-
ably low. The Census of Telégraphs reports ‘Reserves, depreciation and other' as
$94 million; subtracting that from the gross figure, we obtain $267 million; the
wealth estimate is $204 million.

LINE 13
The cost of canals (described below) and the value of vessels (see the notes to
Table IV 3, line 12) were estimated separately, then combined and raised to the
value of total fixed capltal before’ being classified into land, improvements, and
equipment.
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The total value of fixed capx;tal is estimated by dividing the value of vessels
(equipment) by its ratio to theitotal. The ratio is obtained as the complement of
the ratio of real estate to total fixed capital, which is estimated for 1880, taken for
1922 from National Wealth and Income, and interpolated along a straight line
for other years. The ratio for 1880 is derived as follows:

For steamship traffic the value of vessels is $80 million; of capital invested, $112
million (1880 Census of Transporsation). Assuming that the difference repre-
sents real estate we multiplied its ratio to the comparable value of vessels by the
total value of vessels to obtain the value of real estate in shipping. The ratio of
real estate to total fixed assets is obtained by dividing the value of real estate in
shipping plus the cost of canals by the value of real estate in shipping plus the
cost of canals plus the value of vessels.

The real estate value is estimated by subtracting the value of equipment from
total fixed capital. It is divided into land and improvements on the assumption
that the Federal Trade Commissfion's distribution (National Wealth and Income)
is applicable for the entire peri?d.

Canals |

COL. 1 AND 2: The cost of oper‘ated and of abandoned canals is given in the 1916
Census af Water Tmmpommon An alternative estimate for operated canals, $170
million, is given in the 1880 Census Compendium; our estimate is $184 million.

coL. 3: The estimates of the cost of canals, both operated and abandoned, are
mterpolated along a straight Ime between 1890 and 1906 (for 1906 also reported
in the 1916 Census of Water Tmmpormtmn)

|

coL. 4: The estimate of the cost of abandoned canals is interpolated between 1906
and 1916 (for 1916 also repotted in the 1916 Census of Water Transportation).
The cost of operated canals is estxmated by addmg $51 million to the 1906 figure.
In Wealih, Debt, and Taxatzorz 1913, 1, it is stated: “The increase in the valua-
tion reported for 1912 over the valuation shown for 1904 and 1900 is due largely
to the ¢onstruction of the Barge Canal in New York, upon which $50,864,369 has
been expended down to Octobet 1, 1912.”

coL. 5: For both operated and abandoned canals the 1916 value (Cemu: of Water
Transportation) is used. In Estimated National Wealth it is stated: “the values of
canals and investments in canal’xzed rivers were taken from a report of the Bureau

of Census for 1916”. | .

The figures in the wealth reports for 1900, 1904, 1912, and 1922 are smaller
than those described above, presumably because they exclude the value of real
estate in shipping; on the other hand, they include the value of the Navy in 1900
and 1904. The comparison is, in millions of dollars:

SHIPPING AND CANALS

I 1900 1904 1912 1922
Wealth estimates 5380 8462 1,089 1,506
Present estimates 817v . 1,693b 2,044b
@ Includes Navy. b Includes shipping real estate.

For 1880 the wealth report's! figure for telegraphs, shipping, and canals'is $§419
million. Our total for the two igroups is $539 million.

For 1890 the wealth report’s figure for telegraphs, telephones, shipping, canals,
and equipment is $702 million. Our total for the three groups is $798 million.

\
LINE 14
The values of land, improvements, and equipment are estimated by the same method
as for telephones (see the notes to line 11).

COL. 1: We assumed the mves; ment to be zero since of those companies surviving
in 1902 only 7 began operations in 1881, and there are no other figures by which

|
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Table IV 2 continued:

] LINE 14 (concl.)
we can estimate the investment in 1880. If it was not zero, it was probably very
close to it.

coL. 2: The 1902 Census of Electric Light and Power reports the number of sta-
tions in operation in 1890. Plant and equipment is estimated on the basis of the
number of stations and the estimated cost of plant and equipment per station.
The latter figure, available for 1902 from the Census, is extrapdlated to 1890 by the
similar figure for New York electric light and power stations (also reported for
1890 and 1902 in the 1902 Census).

COL. 3-5: The estimates are from the wealth reports. They agree with the Census
of Electric Light and Power figures for 1912 and 1922, and seem reasonable when
assembled with the latter figures for earlier years. The combined series is, in
millions of dollars: 1900, 403; 1902, 483 ; 1904, 563; 1907, 1,054; 1912, 2,099;
1917, 2,933; and 1922, 4,229,
) LINE 15

The 1922 distribution of total investment into land, improvements, and equipment
(Nasional Wealth and Income) is applied throughout the period.

COL. 1 AND 2: Total investment in 1880 and 1890 is derived by assuming the same
annual increment as held from 1900 to 1904.

coL. 3-5: Total investment is from the wealth reports.

LINE 16 .
According to the 1930 Census of Irrigation of Agricultural Lands, “The invest-
ment includes cost of construction and cost of acquiring rights. The latter usually
consists of filing fees only, . . .”" Assuming therefore that improvements make up
the preponderant part, we used the Federal Trade Commission percentages for
waterworks—S3 for land, 90 for improvements, and 5 for equipment—and kept
them constant for the entire period.

cor. 1: The value of irrigation enterprises is an extrapolation of the 1890 figure
based on the investment in 1930 of companies in business in 1880, 1890, and 1900.
While the latter series (1930 Census of Irrigation), includes, of course, invest-
ments made after the date in question, it was thought to be a better basis for
extrapolation than a straight line. The ratio of the'percentage change in this series
from 1880 to 1890 to the percentage change from 1890 to 1900 was applied to the
percentage change in capital invested as reported in 1890 and estimated for 1900.

coL. 2: The estimate is that in the 1912 Census of Wealth, Debt, and Taxation,
which states (p. 18): “These enterprises increased in value from $66,062,275 in
1889 to $360,865,270 in 1912. , , .”

Another estimate for 1890, $30 million, is reported in the 1930 Census of
Irrigation.

coL. 3: The only figure reported is in the 1930 Census of Irrigation. Since figures
are also given there for 1890 and 1910 we used that series as an index to inter-
polate between the 1890 and 1912 figures in the wealth reports. The 1910 figure
is used for 1912 without any adjustment (the former, from the Census of Irrigation,
is $321 million and the latter, from the Census of Wealth, Debt and Taxation, is
$361 million).

coL. 4: The estimate is from the wealth report.

COL. 5: The 1920 figure in the Census of Irrigation, but excluding government
investment, is used.

The figure for 1922 may well be an underestimate. For 1930 the Census of
Irrigation reports the ‘cost of preparing land for irrigation’, an item not included
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in ‘investment in irrigation enterprises’. The two figures for 1930 are for investment
$1,033 million, and for cost of ’Elearing tand $524 million.

LINE 17

The only figure for investment in pipe lines, a rough estimate for 1922 (Estimated
National Wealth), is extrapol‘ated by mileage figures for interstate pipe lines
(Walter Splawn, 'Transwrtati&n by Pipe Lines’, Qil and Gas Journal, Sept. 22,
1938). No data for intrastate mileage are available for these years, but for 1924-38
the ratio of interstate to total mileage is quite stable.

The 1922 Federal Trade Corhmxss:on petcentage distribution into the value of
land, improvements, and equlpment (National Wealth and Income) is applied
throughout the period.

{ LINE 18
Sum of lines 8-17. ‘

f LINE 19
Sum of lines, 6, 7, and 18. |

) TaBLE IV 3

Value of Equipment, Censjus Dates, 1880-1922 (millions of dollars)
Based on Reported Valuation
vuiwmon

BASE 1880 1890 1900 1912 1922
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

1 Agriculture Mglrket 407 494 750 1,392 2,292
2 Mining Book 143 202 399 980 2,001
3 Manufacturing Book 670 1,584 2,543 6,091 15,949
4 Other industrial Market 889 1,778 2,227 3,809 5,901
5 Total taxable, excl. |

public utilities | 2,109 4,058 5,919 12,272 26,143
6 Tax exempt B:ook 222 438 730 1,507 2,536
7 Steam railroads Book 418 846 1,468 3,134 4,905
8 Street railways Book 19 60 288 1,007 1,265
9 Pullman, express, etc. Book 37 64 82 104 463
10 Telephone Book 9 36 208 592 1,257
11 Telegraph Book 46 77 84 122 206
12 Shipping & canals Market 156 221 343 785 1,022
13 Electric light & power  Book 0 23 134 777 1,692
14 Waterworks Bfook 12 12 13 14 18
15 Irrigation Book 1 3 5 18 28
16 Pipe lines Book 1 2 8 18 25
17 Total public utilities \ 699 1,344 2,633 6,571 10,881
18 Total equipment ] 3,030 5,840 9,282 20,350 39,560

LiNE 1

COL. 1-3: Value of farm equipment is reported in the Census of Agriculture.

COL. 4 AND 5: The estimates| are those prepared by the Buteau of Agricultural
Economics (Income Parity for Agriculture, Part I, Sec. 3, Washington, D. C,,
Aug. 1940). Forty percent of the value of automobiles is included to cover business
use of passenger cars.

The figure for 1922 is $2/292 million; that reported in Estimated National
Wealth is $2,605 million. The;1 latter excludes automobiles and trucks, estimated by
the Bureau of Agricultural Economics to be $750 million, of which $358 million
was included in our estimate.

LiNg 2
COL. 1 AND 2: The method is the same as that described for value of improvements
(see the notes to Table IV 2, lme 2, col. 1 and 2).

|
|
|
|
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Table IV 3 continued:

LINE 2 (concl.)
coL. 3-5: Value of equipment is obtained by multiplying capital other than real
estate by the ratio of machinery to it. The derivation of the former is given in the
notes to Table IV 2, line 2, col. 3-5; for the latter the 1890 figure is used (see the
notes to Table IV 2, line 2, col. 2).

LiNe 3
COL. 1 AND 2: The method is the same as that described for value of improvements
(see the notes to Table IV 2, line 3, col. 1 and 2).

COL. 3: See the notes to Table IV 2, line 3, col. 3 for the method. Value of equip-
ment, $2,543 million, checks with the value in the wealth report for 1900, $2,541
million,

coL. 4: The value of machinery is given in Wealth, Debt, and Taxation: 1913, L

coL. 5: The estimate is obtained by multiplying total capital (see the notes to
Table IV 2, line 3, col. 5) by the ratio of the value of machinery to it (Emmated
National lVealz/a and used also by Douglas).

We checked our estimate of the value of machinery in 1922 against Chawner’s
estimates of expenditures for manufacturing equipment. The method and sources
are the same as those for Table IV 2, line 3, col. 5. Our total is $15,949 million;
that based on Chawner’s data is $15,755 million.

LINE 4 :
As no estimates for this item are available for any year, we had to make our own.
The National Bureau (Financial Research Program) has collected data on fixed
assets for Massachusetts nonmanufacturing corporations. The material is available
for several years but unfortunately for a varying and small number of corporations.
For the largest sample, covering 129 corporations, 1920-21, the ratio of the value
of machinery to the value of fixed assets is .274 in 1920 and .270 in 1921. We took
.25 for the entire period, 1880-1922. Since the manufacturing ratio of the value of
machinery to the value of fixed assets rose only slightly (from .50 in 1880 to .55
in 1922) the assumption of constancy in the ratio for ‘other industrial' probably
does not introduce a great error. On the basis of the value of real estate (see the
notes to Table IV 2, line 4) and this ratio the value of equipment can be estimated.

The data in the Notre Dame repoit are a possible check on our estimate. Ap-
pendix B, Table 8, of A St#dy of the Physical Assets, Sometimes Called W ealth, of
 the United States gives total commercial and industrial fixed assets, based upon
corporate data from Stazistics of Income, and divided (a) by industry and (b) into
land, buildings, and equipment. The figure for all industries other than manu-
facturing and mining is $22,868 million in 1922; our figure is $23,603 million
($17,702 million for real estate and $5,901 for equnpment)

The Notre Dame division by type of asset, based on the Federal Trade Commis-
sion division of real estate and the Census of Wealth estimate of manufacturing
machinery, and allowing for no other type of equipment, is questionable. Its ratio
of equipment to total commercial and industrial fixed assets is .32. Ours, obtained
by combining manufacturing, mining, and ‘other industrial’, is .40.

LINE 5
Sum of lines 1-4.

LINE 6
For the value of equipment in 1922 we took the Notre Dame estimate and assumed
that in the preceding years it was the same percentage of the value of buildings.

LINE 7
The method is the same as for the value of real estate (see the notes to Table IV 2,
line 8).
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! LINE 8
The method is'the same as for the value of real estate (see the notes to Table IV 2,
line 9). e
LINE 9
The method is the same as for the value of real estate (see the notes to Table IV 2,
line 10). I
© LINE 10 :
The method is the same as for thee value of real estate (see the notes to Table IV 2,
line 11). |
| Ling 11
The method is the same as for the value of real estate (see the notes to Table IV 2,
line 12). |
LN 12

coL. 1: The value of vessels is from the 1880 Census of Transportation.

coL. 2: The value of vessels is from the 1890 Census Compendium.

In the 1916 Census of W/ater) Transportation the value of vessels is reported as
$207 million; in the 1890 Census Compendium, as $221 million ($215 million
plus $6 million for canal boats).

coL. 3: The value of vessels is estimated as the product of the tonnage and the
value per ton. Tonnage is interpolated between 1890 and 1906 (for 1890 given in
the Census Compendizm and for 1906 in the Census of Water Transporiation)
by tonnage of the total merchar‘u marine (1923 Annual Report, Bureau of Navi-
gation). Value per ton, computed for 1890 and 1906, is interpolated along a
straight line. Value ﬁgures fOf 1890 and 1906 are from the sources cited for

tonnage. '

coL. 4: The value of vessels is lestimated as the product of tonnage and value per

ton, but both are interpolated along a straight line since the tonnage figures in the

Bureau of Navigation report increase from 1906 to 1916 whereas the tonnage
~ figures in the Census of Water Iramportatwn decrease.

coL. 5: The value of vessels, the difference between the figure for shipping and
canals, excluding the Navy ( Emmated National Wealth), and the cost of operated
canals (see the notes to Table v 2, line 13, col. 5), $1,022 million, is larger than
the 1916 figure, $960 million. !If abandoned canals had also been deducted from
the total the value of vessels in 1922 would have been Jower than in 1916. This
seemed unlikely since the tonn!age given in the Bureau of Navigation report for
1922 is much bigger than the! 1916 tonnage figure, as is the 1926 tonnage than
the 1916, both reported in the ‘1926 Census of Water Transportation.

LINE 13
The method is the same as for the value of real estate (see the notes to Table IV 2,
line 14). |
! Ling 14
The method is the same as for the value of real estate (see the notes to Table IV 2,
line 15). !
i LINE 15
The method is the same as for the value of real estate (see the notes to Table IV 2,
line 16).
; LINE 16
The method is the same as for the value of real estate (see the notes to Table IV 2,
line 17). ‘
: LINE 17
Sum of lines 7-16.
LINE 18

Sum of lines 5, 6, and 17.

|
n
f
|
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TABLE IV 4
Price Indexes (1929:100), Census Dates, 1880-1922

1880 1890 1900 1912 1922
m @ 6 @ e

CONSTRUCTION .
1 Market price, all construction* 79.2 777 .795 979 173.2
2a Market price, residential 42.2 414 423 52.1 92.2
2b Market price, residential, 2d variant 432 436 43.2 50.5 77.5
3a Market price, other private 41,5 407 417 513 908
3b Market price, other private, 2d variant 42.8 432 430 50.1 76.8
4a Market price, farm . 418 410 420 517 | 9L5
4b Market price, farm, 2d variant 430 434 431 503 772
5  Book value, all construction 446 462 446 49.1 628

EQUIPMENT :
6a Market price 62.1 49.0 498 559 947
6b Market price, 2d variant 644 500 473 s42 964
7  Book value ‘ 666 51.1 448 525 98.0
*1913:100

LiNe 1

This index, necessary for the extrapolation of lines 2-4 and basic to the computation
of line 5, is a weighted average of an index of building materials prices, and of
an index of building wage rates. Constant weights for these two components, used
for the entire period, are derived from the data for 1919-33 on the cost of materials
and the cost of materials and wages and salaries, in 1929 prices (Commodity Flow
and Capital Formation, Table VI-5, lines 19 and 20).

‘The construction materials price index is derived from Shaw’s unpublished data.

The wage index for 1890 and later years is derived from Paul H. Douglas’
figures on full time weekly earnings in the building trades (Real Wages in 1he
United Siates; Houghton Mifflin, 1930, p. 137). The data for the years prior to
1890 are based on wage rates for various occupations in several states (Bureau of
Labor Statistics Bullezin 499). The occupational groups covered are bricklayers,
carpenters, engineers, firemen, hod carriers, masons, painters, plasterers, and
plumbers. Linked relatives are based on quotations for two successive years for
identical states. The 1890 index is extrapolated to the earlier years by the arithmetic
average of the relatives. -

: LINE 2a
" cOL. 1-4: The index is extrapolated from 1922 by means of line 1.

coL. 5: The value of residential construction in current prices divided by the
value in 1929 prices. The value figures are from Part I, Tables I 7 and I 8, col. 1.

LINE 2b
Average of lines 2a and 5.

LINE 3a
‘The method is the samie as for line 2.

LINE 3b
Average of lines 3a and §.

LINE 4a

The average of lines 2 and 3 is used here since farm values include both residential
and business property.

LiNg 4b
Average of lines 4a and 5.

LINE 5
The index of prices underlying book values is based on the construction cost index
(line 1) and the assumption of a fifty-year life. The materials price index is extra-
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polated to 1840 by the index for l“umber and building materials (W holesale Prices,
Wages and Transportation, Parti], p. 91). The wage data are available back to
1840 in the Bureau of Labor Statistics Balletin 499 (see the notes to line 1 for
the derivation of the index). ‘

The weights used in computing the index of prices underlying book values are
the product of the constant price values of new construction and the estimated per-
centage of construction in use iq‘ a given year. The construction values (see the
notes to Tables II 5, col. 7, and II 14, col. 4) are annual averages for the decades
from 1829-38 to 1909-18 and annual estimates from 1914 on. The percentage in
use is based on the assumption of a fifty-year life so that in 1890, for example,
2 percent of construction in 1841, 4 percent in 1842, etc. are the weights assigned
to the price index for those y'earéz. The decade averages, however, are for periods
whose terminal years do not coincide with the specific years for which the index
of prices underlying book values is desired. We were therefore compelled, in deriv-
ing the index for 1890, for example, to use average annual construction, 1889-98,
in deriving the weights for 1889;and 1890.

The resultant index of prices underlying book values is used to extrapolate the

1922 index (see the notes to col.[5).

CoL. 1: Since there are no price daf.ta for years before 1840 the index of prices under-
lying book values in 1880 does not take account of construction for 1831-39.

COL. 5: Capital Consumption and Adjustment, Table 35.

| LINE Ga
Shaw's price index for producer 'durable goods is adjusted by minor groups to the
1929 level. His data are availabfle for 1869, 1879, and 1889-1922. Interpolation
for 1880 is by the price index for metals and implements excluding pocket knives
(Wholesale Prices, Wages and iTmmpaﬂation, Part I, p. 92; see also the notes
to Table II 6, col. 1).

' Live 6b
Average of lines 6a and 7. ‘
| LINE 7
The method is like that used for|line 5 except that annual data on the value of pro-
duction are used and a thirteen-year life is assumed. For the.derivation of the values
see Table II 4, col. 1. For the price index see the notes to line 6a; extrapolation of

the index back to 1868 is on the I‘Jasis indicated there for the interpolation for 1880.

|
I
|
|
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1
2
3
4
5
6

10
11
12

14
15
16
17
18

19

20
21
22
23
24
25

38
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PART IV

Value of Real Estate Improvements, Census Dates, 1880-1922
1929 Prices (millions of dollars)

1880
(1)

1890
(2)

1900
(3)

A ApjusTED BY CURRENT CoSsT (FOR MARKET VALUATION)

AND Past Cost (FOR BOOK VALUATION)

8,469
735
3,281
7,609
22,522

42,616
4,663

15,959
2,559
20
403
163
536
505
548
219
319
21,231

68,510

1912 1922
(4) (s)
13,325 12,207
1,317 1,783
7,055 13,968
11,782 9,163
39,685 34,603
73,164 71,724
8,708 11,408
21,824 21,051
6,454 5,317

20 70

930 1,404
192 229
928 814
2,249 3,365
534 518
665 788
661 717
34,457 34,273
116,329 117,405

(FOR MARKET VALUATION) AND PAsT CosT (FOR BOOK VALUATION)

8,253
735
3,281
7,379
22,053

41,701
4,663

15,959
2,559
20
403
163
536
505
548
219
319
21,231

13,696
1,317
7,055

12,064

40,943

75,075
8,708

21,824
6,454
20

930
192
928
2,249
534
665
661
34,457

14,468
1,783
13,968
10,833
41,166

82,218
11,408

21,051
5,317
70
1,404
229
814
3,365
518
788
717
34,273

Agriculture 4,878 6,478
Minin 206 439
Manufacturing 821 1,919
Other industrial 3,311 6,120
Residential 7,964 16,271
Total taxable, excl.

public utilities 17,180 31,227
Tax exempt 1,416 2,701
Steam railroads 7,638 12,651
Street railways 235 629
Pullman, express, etc. 9 15
Telephone 20 72
Telegraph 97 153
Shipping & canals 328 384
Electric light & power 0 96
Waterwois . 473 491
Irrigation 61 131
Pipe lines ‘ 23 92
Total public utilities 8,884 14,714 -
Total improvements 27,480 48,642

B ApJUSTED BY AN AVERAGE OF CURRENT AND Past CosT

Agriculture 4,742 6,120
Mining . 206 439
Manufacturing 821 1,919
Other industrial 3,210 5,766
Residential 7,780 15,450
Total taxable, excl. -

public utilities 16,759 29,694
Tax exempt 1,416 2,701
Steam railroads 7,638 12,651
Street railways 235 629
Pullman, express, etc. 9 15
Telephone 20 72
Telegraph 97 153
Shipping & canals 328 384
Electric liiht & power 0 96
‘Waterworks 473 491
Irrigation 61 131
Pipe lines 23 92
Total public utilities 8,884 14,714
Total improvements 27,059 47,109

67,595

118,240

127,899

Values in 1929 prices are obtained by dividing the reported values (Table IV 2)
by the appropriate price indexes (Table IV 4). Table IV 4, line 4a is used for line
1; Table 1V 4, line 5 for lines 2, 3, 7-17, 21, 22, 26-36; Table IV 4, line 3a for
line 4; Table IV 4, line 2a for line 5; Table IV 4, line 4b for line 20; Table IV 4,

. line 3b for line 23, and Table IV 4, line. 2b for line 24.
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J TaBLE IV 6

Value of Equipxjnent, Census Dates, 1880-1922
1929 Prices (millions of dollars)
|

A Apjustep BY CURRENT COST (FOR MARKET VALUATION)
AND PAsT CosT (FOR BOOK VALUATION)

1 Agriculture

2 Mining

3 Manufacturing

4 Other industrial

5 Total taxable. excl.
public utilities

Tax exempt

Steam railroads
Street railways
Pullman, express, etc.
Telephone

Telegraph

Shipping & canals
Electric light & power
Waterworks
Irrigation

Pipe lines

Total public utilities

e e b
NV AWV~ OVON O

18 Total equipment

1880 1890
(1) (2)

1655 1,008
1215 395
1,006 3,100
1:,432 3,629
{
3,308 8,132
;333 857
| 628 1,656
29 117
I 56 125
14 70
[ 69 151
| 251 451
[0 45
[ 18 23
o2 6
b2 4
1,069 2,648
4710 11,637

1900
(3)

1,506

891
5,676
4472

12,545
1,629

3,277
643
183
464
188
689
299

29
11
18
5,801

19,975

1912
(4)

2,490
1,867
11,602
6,814

22,773
2,870

5,970
1,918
198
1,128
232
1,404
1,480
27
34

34
12,425

38,068

B ADJUSTED BY AN AVERAGE OF CURRENT AND PasT CoST
(FOR MARKET VALUATION) AND Past CosT (FOR BOOK VALUATION)

19 Agticulture

20 Mining

21 Manufacturing

22 Other industrial

23 Total taxable, excl.
public utilities

24 Tax exempt

25 Steam railroads
26 Street railways
27 Pullman, express, etc.

29 Telegraph

30 Shipping & canals

31 Electric light & power
32 Waterworks

33 Irrigation

34 Pipe lines ‘
35 Total public utilities {

36 Total equipment :

!

|
28 Telephone I

|

\

|

|

|

)

| 632 988
| 215 395
1,006 3,100
1380 3556
3,233 8,039
I 333 857
628 1,656
29 117
56 125
14 70
69 151
242 442
o 45

18 23

2 é

2 4
1,060 2,639
4,626 11,535

1,586

891
5,676
4,708

12,861
1,629

3,277
643
183
464
188
725
299

29
11
18
5,837

20,327

2,568
1,867
11,602
7,028

23,065
2,870
5,970

1,918

198
1,128
232
1,448
1,480
27

34

34
12,469

38,404

219

1922
(s)

2,420
2,042
16,274
6,231

26,967
2,588

5,005
1,291
472
1,283
210
1,079
1,727
18

29
26
11,140

40,695

2,378
2,042
16,274
6,121

26,815
2,588

5,005
1,291
472
1,283
210
1,060
1,727
18

29
26
11,121

40,524

Values in 1929 prices ate obrz‘u'ned by dividing the reported values (Table IV 3)
by the appropriate price indekes (Table IV 4). Table IV 4, line 6a is used for
lines 1, 4, and 12; Table IV l4, line 7 for lines 2, 3, 6-11, 13-16, 20, 21, 24-29,

31-34; Table IV 4, lin~ 6b for, lines 19, 22, and 30.

|
|
J
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! COLUMN 1
LINE 1: The estimate is for March 1 as obtained from the Bureau of Agricultural
Economics.

LINE 2: Capital invested is repofrted in the 1919 Census of Mines and Quarvies.
The value of real estate is obtained by multiplying capital invested by the ratio of
real estate to it. The ratio is intérpolated along a straight line between 1890 and
1922 (for the latter see the notes to Table IV 2, line 2, col. 2 and 5).

The value of improvements is obtained by mult:plymg the value of real estate
by the ratio of improvements toit. The ratio is interpolated along a straight line
between 1890 and 1922 (for ghe latter see the notes to Table IV 2, line 2,
col. 2 and 5). |

This value figure is for the end of 1919, and no data are available by which a
figure for January 1, 1919 could\be computed.

LINE 3: Capital invested is reported in the 1919 Census of Manafactures. The value
of improvements is obtained by mulnplymg capital invested by the ratio of improve-
ments to it (Paul H. Douglas, Tbeory of Wages, Ch. 5, Table 4).

Here also the figure is for December 31, 1919 but there is some evidence that the
estimate for the first of the yeat would not be much smaller. Chawner estimates
expenditures for plant in 1919 a§ $815 million, and for equipment, §1,409 million.
Fabricant estimates deprecxatxon‘ as $1,152 million, leaving a $1,072 million net
increase in 1919 in the value of| plant and equipment. It can be assumed therefore
that the December 31, 1919 ﬁgure is representative of the situation at the beginning
of the year (the error involved after converting the increase in the value of plant
and equipment to 1929 prices al:nounts to less than 5 percent of the December 31,
1919 value). |
LINE 4: The value of manufactlerin'g improvements is used to interpolate the value
of other industrial improvements between 1912 and 1922 (for the latter see the

notes to Table IV 2, line 4, col! 4 and 5).

‘LINE 5: From the value of residential improvements in 1922 (see Table IV 2,
line 5, col. 5) residential real estate construction, 1919-22, is subtracted, and to it
residential real estate consumptibn, 1919-22, is added (see Part I, Table I 7, col. 1,
and the notes to Table I 16, cok. 1).

LINE 7: The total value of real lestate and equipment is interpolated between 1912
and 1922 (see the notes to Table IV 2, line 7, and Table IV 3, line 6, for derivation
of estimates for these years) by the value reported for property of states and of
cities of 30,000 and over. The values of both state and city property in 1912 are
reported in the Census of Wealth, Debt, and Taxation, 1913. The state property
figures in 1918 and 1922 are from Financial Statistics of States, 1919 and 1923.
Since the majority of the states report for fiscal years ending June 30 we have not
made any further adjustment. The property figures for cities of 30,000 and over
in 1918 and 1922 are from Financial Statistics of Cities, 1918 and 1923 (no
data are available for 1922),

The ratios of improvements and of equipment to total real estate and equipment
are interpolated along a straxght line between 1912 and 1922 (see the notes to
Table IV 2, line 7, and Table IV 3, line 6) and applied to the estimated total for
1918 to yield the values of improvements and equipment.

LINE 8: The gross value of road and equipment for steam railroads and switching
and terminal companies are both given in the 1918 Statistics of Railways. The
ratios of real estate to road and equipment and Jand to real estate are interpolated
along a straight line between 1|912 and 1922 (see the notes to Table IV 2, line 8,
col. 4 and 5). By applying these ratios to the value of road and equipment, we get
the values of improvements an%i of equipment.

|

|
|
|
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Table 1V 7 continued:
COLUMN 1 (concl.)

Total depreciation on road and equipment for both steam railroads and switching
and terminal companies, also reported in the 1918 Statistics of Railways, is divided
into depreciation on road and on equipment by means of the 1920 figures for de-
preciation on equipment and total depreciation (1938 Statistics of Railways). The
1920 relation is assumed to apply in 1918.

LINE 9: Value of road and equipment at the end of 1917 is reported in the Census
of Electric Railways. The ratios of real estate to road and equipment and of land to
real estate are interpolated along a straight line between 1912 and 1922 (see the
notes to Table IV 2, line 9, col. 3-5). By applying these ratios we get the values of
improvements and of equipment at the end of 1917. To obtain the value of im-
provements, December 31, 1918 we add construction expenditures in 1918 as esti-
mated by Lowell Chawner (Constraction Activity in the United States, 1915-
1937).

LINE 10: The value of plant and equipment is interpolated between 1912 and 1922
by gross revenues reported by the Pullman Company (Statistical Abstract, 1923).
The ratios of real estate to plant and equipment and land to real estate are inter-
polated along a straight line between 1912 and 1922 (see the notes to Table IV 2,
line 10, col. 3-5). By applying these ratios we get the values of improvements and
of equipment.

LINE 11: Value of plant and equipment, December 31, 1917 is reported in the
1932 Census of Telephones. For the procedure see the notes to line 9; for the
sources see the notes to Table IV 2, line 11.

LINE 12: Value of plant and equipment, December 31, 1917 for telegraph com-
panies is reported in the 1932 Census of Electric Light and Power Stations and
that for wireless companies in the 1917 Census of Telegraphs. For the procedure
see the notes to line 9; for the sources, see the notes to Table IV 2, line 12.

LINE 13: Value of vessels is interpolated between 1916 and 1922 by the gross
tonnage reported (1923 Annual Repor?, Bureau of Navigation). On the basis of
the value of vessels the value of improvements is derived by the procedure described
in the notes to Table IV 2, line 13. *

LINE 14: Value of plant and equipment, December 31, 1917 is reported in the
Census of Electric Light and Power Stations. For the procedure see the notes to
tine 9; for the sources see the notes to Table IV 2, line 14.

LINES 15 AND 16: Value of capital is interpolated along a straight line between
1912 and 1922. See the notes to Table IV 2, lines 15 and 16, for the 1912 and
1922 figures and the procedure used to derive the values of improvements and
of equipment. .

LINE 17: The procedure is described in the notes to Table IV 2, line 17.

COLUMN 2
The price indexes- are averages for the year; values are for the first of the year.
So far as prices were moving upward during this period the figures in constant
prices are underestimates.

LINES la AND 4a: Market price index. The sources and methods are given in the
notes to Table IV 4, lines 3a and 4a.

LINES 1b AND 4b: Average of market and cost price indexes; see the notes to
Table IV 4, lines 3b and 4b. .

LINES 2, 3, 7-17: Index of prices underlying book values. The sources and methods
are given in the notes to Table IV 4, line S.
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| CoLuMN 3
LINES 1-4, 7-17: Col. 1 divided b{: col. 2.

LINE 5: See the notes to col. 1, llqe 5; Table I 8, col. 1; and the notes to Table I 16,
col. 6. |

/ COLUMN 4
LINE 1: Estimate prepared by the Bureau of Agricultural Economics (Income
Parity for Agriculture, Part 11, Sec. 3, Washington, D. C,, Aug. 1940). To allow
for business use, it includes 40 percent of the value of automobiles.

LINE 2: The value of equipment is obtained by multiplying the value of other assets
(capital invested minus real estate) by the ratio of equipment to it. For the deriva-
tion of the value see the notesjto col. 1, line 2; for the ratio see the notes to
Table IV 3, line 2, col. 3-5. |

LINE 3: See the notes to col. 1, ;‘line 3. The ratio of equipment to capital invested
is also from Douglas’ Theory o)[' Wages.

LINE 4: The value of real estate is derived by dividing the value of improvements
(see the notes to col. 1, line 4) by the ratio of improvements to it. The ratio is
interpolated along a straight linle between 1912 and 1922 (see the notes to Table
IV 2, line 4, col. 4 and 5). With value of real estate estimated the value of equip-

ment is denved by the procedur:e described in the notes to Table IV 3, line 4.

LINES 7, 8, 10-17: See the notesjto col. 1, lines 7, 8, 10-17.

LINE 9: See the notes to col. 1, lme 9. To obtain the value of expenditures in 1918
the 1919 figure was extrapolated by the number of street railway cars built, the
procedure used by George T erbforgh (see Federal Reserve Bulleiin, Sept. 1939),

' CoLumN 5
LINES 1a, 43, AND 13a: Market price index. The sources and methods are given

in the notes to Table IV 4, ]in‘e 6a.

LINES 1b, 4b, AND 13b: Average of market and cost price indexes; see the notes
to Table IV 4, line 6b. |

LINES 2, 3, 7-12, 14-17: Index
methods are given in the notes

of prices underlying book values. The sources and
to Table IV 4, line 7.

. CorLumN 6
LINES 1-4, 7-17: Col. 4 d1v1ded by col. 5

{l

|
|
|
|

|
f
|
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TABLE IV 8

Value of Additions to Improvements and Equipment, Gross and Net
Current Prices, 1919-1938 (millions of dollars)

CONSUMP-
IMPROVE- TION OF IMPROVE-
MENTS & IMPROVE- MENTS &

IMPROVE- EQUIP- EQUIP- MENTS & EQUIP-
MENTS  MENT  MENT EQUIP- MENT
Gross Gross Gross MENT Net
(1) (2) 3) (4) (5
1 Agriculture 3,650° 11,067 14,717 17,254 -2,537
2 Mining & manufacturing 8,098 38,804 46,902 52,795 -5,893
3 Other industrial 12,455 30,787 43,242 29,639 13,603
4 Residential 50,414 50414 42,281 8,133
5 Total taxable, excl.
public utilities 74,617 80,658 155,275 141,969 13,306
6 Nonprofit institutions 6,841
7 Publice 20,352
8 Tax exempt 27,193 2,999 30,192 16,667 13,525
9 Steam railroads 5,582 3,350 10,932
10 Transit 1,170 1,169 2,339
11 Telephone 2,762 3,785 6,547

12 Electric light'& power 5,011 4,630 9,641

13 Other public utilities® 3,000 1,463 4,463 .. -
14 Total public utilities 17,525 16,397 33,922 18,533 15,389
15 Total® 119,334 100,054 219,388 177,169 42,219

2 Excludes construction of streets and roads, $18,684 million.
b Includes pipe lines, gas, and telegraph and cables.

COLUMN 1
LINE 1: Sum of annual estimates of nonresidential construction (see the notes to
Table I 7, col. 2).

LINES 2, 3, AND 6: 'Other private construction’ (Table I 7, col. 2) minus agri-
cultural construction (an unpublished series underlying the former) yields a total
which is distributed among mining and manufacturing, other industrial, and non-
profit institutions. This distribution is based upon the percentage distribution of
expenditures on plant for mining and manufacturing, commercial and miscellaneous,
and buildings for nonprofit institutions (George Terborgh, ‘Estimated Expenditures
for New Durable Goods, 1919-1938’, Federal Reserve Bulletin, Sept. 1939 and
Feb. 1940) The series for mining and manufacturing, however, is ad)usted to
exclude mining development outlays.

‘Other industrial’ (line 3) covers all types of private property other than rail-
roads, electric light and power, telephones, electric railways and buses, pipe lines,
gas, telegraph and cables, mining and manufacturing, and agriculture. It therefore
includes miscellaneous public utilities not estimated separately below.

LINE 4: Table I 7, col. 1 contains the annual estimates of which this item is
the sum.

LINE 5: Sum of lines 1-4.

LINE 7: From annual estimates of total public construction (Table I 7, col. 5) the
value of construction of streets and roads (Lowell J. Chawner, Construction
Activity in the United States and the Survey of Current Bu.rme.r.r, June 1943 and
June 1944), was deducted.

LINE 8: Sum of lines 6 and 7.
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LINES 9-13: The allocation of the total public utility estimate (see the notes to line
14) to the minor public utility groups is based on the percentage distribution of Ter-
borgh’s estimates for those groups (see the notes to lines 2, 3, and 6 for the source
of Terborgh's data).

LINE 14: Table I 7, col. 3 contains the annual estimates of which this item is
the sum.

LINE 15: Sum of lines S, 8, and 14,

. COLUMN 2

LINE 1: Sum of annual estimates ptepared by the BAE (Income Parity for Agri-
culture, Part 11, Sec. 3). To allow for business use, it includes 40 percent of ex-
penditures on automobiles.

LINES 2 AND 3: Total expenditures on mining and manufacturing and other indus-
trial business equipment is the difference between total expenditures on equipment
(the sum of annual estimates in Table I 6, col. 2) and expenditures on agriculture,
public utility, and tax exempt equipment. Agricultural expenditures are from line 1;
public utility and tax exempt expenditures, from lines 14 and 8, respectively. The
residual is apportioned between the two groups by the percentage distribution of
the similar total from Terborgh's data (see the notes to col. 1, lines 2, 3, and 6
for source).

LINE 5: Sum of lines 1-3.

LINE 8: Expenditures on equipment are derived for 1923-33 from the estimates
of the value of equipment in the Notre Dame report (A Study of the Physical
Assets, Sometimes Called Wealth, of the United States). Since the data are on a
cost basis and no allowance is made for depreciation, according to that report, the
increase from year to year reflects actual expenditures. From 1923 the estimate is
extrapolated back to 1919 with expenditures on improvements as index ; from 1933
it is extrapolated forward to 1938 by the same index.

LINES 9-13: The data are taken directly from Tetborgh's tables (see the notes to
col. 1, lines2, 3, and 6 for source).

LINE 14: Sum of lines 9-13.
LINE 15: Sum of lines 5, 8, and 14.

CoLuMN 3
Sum 6f col. 1 and 2.

CoLuMN 4
For the coverage of these estimates and comparability with the data on expendi-
tures see the notes to Table IV 9, col. 4.

LINE 1: Sum of annual estimates prepared by the BAE (Income Parity for Agri-
culture, Part 11, Sec. 3 and 5). To allow for business use, it includes 40 percent
of depreciation on automobiles.

LINES 2, 3, AND 14: The total for these groups, agriculture, and residential prop-
erty is derived from the annual series’(Table I 16, col. 1). The residual after de-
ducting agriculture (line 1) and residential (line 4) is distributed among the
three groups on the basis of the industrial distribution of depreciation and deple-
tion charges, reported for 1919-35 in terms of accounting measures by Fabricant in
Capital Consumption and Adjustment, Tables 17 and III, and estimated by similar
methods for 1936-38. For their conversion to charges in 1929 prices see the notes
to Table IV 9, col. 4. The annual data in 1929 prices are multiplied by Fabricant’s
price index (ibid., Table 32, for 1919-35, and estimated by similar methods for
1936-38) to yield the current price series by which the total is distributed.

LINE 4: Sum of the annual data underlying Table I 16, col. 1.
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Table IV 8 concluded:

CoLUMN 4 (concl.)
LINE 5: Sum of lines 1-4.
LINE 8: Sum of the annual data in Table I 16, col. 2.

LINE 15: Sum of lines 5, 8, and 14.

COLUMN 5
Col. 3 minus col. 4.

TaBLE IV 9

Value of Additions to Improvements and Equipment, Gross and Net
1929 Prices, 1919-1938 (millions of dollars)

CONSUMP-
IMPROVE- TION OF IMPROVE-
- © MENTS & IMPROVE- MENTS &
IMPROVE- EQUIP- EQUIP- MENTS & EQUIP-

MENTS MENT MENT EQUIP- MENT
Gross Gross Gross MENT Net
(1) (2) (3) 4 (5)
1 Agriculture 3,666 11,091 - 14,757 17,603 -2,846
2 Mining & manufacturing 8,170 39,854 48,024 54,011 -5,987
3 Other industrial 12,673 31,830 44,503 30,652 13,851
4 Residential 52,255 .. 52,255 45,478 6,777
5 Total taxable, excl. .
public utilities 76,764 82,775 159,539 147,744 11,795
6 Nonprofit institutions 7,003
7 Publica 20,586
8 Tax exempt® 27,589 3,050 30,639 17,213 13,426
9 Steam railroads 5,658 5,327 10,985
10 Transit 1,181 1,193 2,374
11 Telephone 2,799 3,946 6,745

12 Electric light & power 5,046 4,739 9,785

13 Other public utilities® 3,035 1,491 4,526 . .
14 Total public utilities ' 17,719 16,696 34,415 19,476 14,939
15 Total? 122,072 102,521 224,593 184,433 40,160
& Excludes construction of streets and roads, $18,993 million.

b Includes pipe lines, gas, and telegraph and cables.

CoLuMN 1
The preliminary totals for 1919-38 are the sum of the annual data converted to
1929 prices. The final estimates are then derived by the methods described for the
current price data. For the methods and the sources of the annual data in current
prices see the notes to Table IV 8, col. 1; for the price indexes, see the following
notes.

LINES 1, v2, 3, AND 6: The price index is that implicit in ‘other private construction’
and is derived from Tables I 7 and I 8, col. 2.

LINE 4: The price index is derived from Tables I 7 and I 8, col. 1.

LINE 7: The price index is the Aberthaw index of construction costs (see the notes
to Table I 8, col. 2 for source), assumed applicable to public building.

LINES 9-14: The price index is that implicit in public utility ‘construction, and is
derived from Tables I 7 and I 8, col. 3.
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COLUMN 2
Here also the preliminary totals for 1919-38 are the sum of the annual data con-
verted to 1929 prices. The final estimates are then derived by the methods described
for the current price data. For the methods and the sources of the annual data in
current prices see the notes to Table IV 8, col. 2. The price index is Shaw's for
producer durable goods, adjusted by minor groups to the 1929 base.

CoLUMN 3
Sum of col. 1 and 2.

CoLUuMN 4
LINE 1: The annual series in current prices (see the notes to Table IV 8, col. 4,
line 1 for source) is converted to 1929 prices by Fabricant's current price index
for business capital goods (Capital Consumption and Adjustment, Table 32, for -
1919-35, and estimated by similar methods for 1936-38).

LINES 2, 3, AND 14: Annual estimates of capital consumption for business use
underlie the series in Table I 16, col. 6, but they include a series on agricultural
capital consumption. To distribute the total for business use the residual after
subtracting line 1 is used.

Accounting measures of depreciation and depletion, given by Fabricant for
1919-35 for mining and manufacturing, other industrial, and public utilities
(Capital Consumpiion and Adjustment), are extrapolated to 1936-38 by Suaristics
of Income corporate data. The annual data are converted to 1929 prices by Fabri-
cant’s index of prices underlying depreciation charges (0p. ciz,, Table 35, and un-
published estimates for 1936-38 prepared by similar methods). The percentage
distribution of the resultant totals for 1919-38 is used in apportioning total con-
sumption among the industrial groups.

Line 3 includes forestry and fishing, service, finance and real estate, construc-
tion, trade, and miscellaneous. Differing in coverage from the expenditure data in
that it excludes miscellaneous public utilities not estimated separately, it results
in an overestimate of the net change in the value of improvements and equipment
for this group. Line 14, therefore, suffers from the same lack of comparability
between expenditures and consumption.

LINE 4: Sum of annual estimates underlying the series in Table I 16, col. 6.
LINE 5: Sum of lines 1-4.

LINE 8: Sum of annual estimates in Table I 16, col. 7. The data are not comparable
with the expenditure estimates since they cover government property only. No esti-
mates are available for consumption of other tax exempt property.

LINE 15: Sum of lines 5, 8, and 14.

CoLuMN §
Col. 3 minus col. 4.
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TaBLE IV 10

Growth of Reproducible Wealth other than Household
Selected Dates, 1880-1939, 1929 Prices (millions of dollars)

REAL ESTATE . BALANCE OF TOTAL
IMPROVEMENTS FOREIGN REPRODUCIBLE
& EQUIPMENT INVENTORIES ~ CLAIMS WEALTH
(1) (2) (3) 4) () (6)
A BASED ON WEALTH ESTIMATES
1 June1, 1880 32,190 31,685 11,399 -1,600 41,989 41,484
2 June1,1890 60,279 58,644 16,766  —4,800 72,245 70,610
3 Junel, 1900 88,485 87,922 20,963 —4,800 104,648 104,085
4 Dec. 31,1912 154,397 156,644 29,710 -5,000 179,107 181,354
5 Dec. 31, 1922 158,100 168,423 42,515 5,000 205,615 215,938
B Basep oN CAriTAL FORMATION DATtA .
6 Jan. 1, 1879 29,968 10,554 -1,700 38,822
7 Jan. 1, 1889 51,157 ) 16,188 —-4,700 62,645
8 Jan.1,1899 86,511 20,073 -5,500 101,084
9 Jan.1,1909 132,064 _ 26,063 -5,700 152,427
10 Jan. 1, 1919 177,299 35,201 2,400, 214,900
11 Jan. 1,1929 227,744 47,211 8,000 282,955
12 Jan.1,1939 236,454 46,528 . 4,600 / 287,582

CoLuMmN 1
LINES 1-5: Table IV 5, line 19, plus Table IV 6, line 18.

LINE 6: The value of real estate improvements and equipment is the difference
between their estimated values on June 1, 1880 and the flow of each from January
1, 1879 to June 1, 1880, derived by applying to the flow for the decade 1879-88
(given in the form of annual averages in Table II 14, col. 2 and 5) the ratio of the
output in 1879 plus one-half the output in 1880 to the total output in 1879-88. All
data are in 1929 prices.

LINES 7-12: The sum of line 6 and the flow of producer durables and net construc-
tion (Table II 15, col. 6and 7). -

CoOLUMN 2
LINES 1-5: Table IV 5, line 38, plus Table IV 6, line 36.

CoLUMN 3
LINE 1: The value of inventories on June 1, 1880, in current prices, was derived
from the wealth data (Estimated National Wealth, Table 3). From the total for
“Livestock, whether on or off farms, and farming tools and machinery” the value
of agricultural equipment (Table IV 3) was subtracted to yield the value of live-
stock. The value of mining inventories had already been computed (Table IV 2).
The Census of Wealth includes “three-quarters of the annual product of agriculture
and manufactures and of the annual importation of foreign goods, assumed to be
the average supply in the hands of producers or dealers”. We reduced this figure
one-third, assuming one-half the value of product to be the inventory figure.
Finally, we took the value of specie as reported.

Each of these four components of inventories was then converted to 1929 prices.
The price index for livestock is based on the weighted average of the price per head
of milk cows, other cattle, hogs, sheep, horses, and mules. Averages of the
January 1, 1880 and January 1, 1881 data were taken to represent June 1880.
The price index for the mining and other commodity inventories is the BLS index
of wholesale prices. The value of specie reported was divided into gold and silver
on the basis of figures in the Annual Report of the Director of the Mint. The value
of gold in 1929 prices is the same as in current prices. For silver the price index
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is based on the price per fine ounce in New York. The unallocable balance is
assumed to be the same in 1929 prices as in current. The value of inventories on
June 1, 1880, in 1929 prices, is the sum of the four items.

LINES 2-5: The sum of line 1 and the net change in. inventories (Table II 15,
col. 8), the annual averages for the decades used being those mentioned in Section
6 of the text. :

LINE 6: For January 1, 1879 the value of inventories, in 1929 prices, was esti-
mated by subtracting from the June 1, 1880 figure 1.5 times the annual average
of the change in inventories for the 1879-88 decade (Table II 15, col. 8).

LINES 7-12: The sum of line 6 and the net change in inventories (Table II 15,
col. 8).
CoLUMN 4

Algebraic totals of foreign investments in the United States (—) and of United
States investments abroad (4-). The net balance is estimated in current prices,
then converted to 1929 prices by the BLS wholesale price index. For the years
beginning with 1919, the approximations to the net balance in current prices are
based upon the estimates in the United States in the World Economy (Department
of Commerce, Economic Series 23, Washington, D. C., 1943, especially Table 13,
p. 123). The estimates in this publication for the end of 1919, 1930, 1933, and
1939 are shifted to the dates in Table IV 10 with the help of the annual balances
on all capital transactions (7bid., Table I, following p. 216), adjusted to check
with the cumulated differences in the net balance of capital indebtedness. For the
years prior to 1919, the approximations are based upon various estimates, chiefly
those derived or cited in the Bullock, Williams, and Tucker study (Review of
Economic Statistics, July 1919) as well as in Cleona Lewis, America's Stake in
International Investments (Brookings Institution, 1938, especially Ch. XXI, pp.
439-56).

The )ﬁgures on the net balance in current prices are (in billions of dollars):
1879 and 1880, 1.1; 1889 and 1890, 2.8; 1899 and 1900, 2.8; 1909, 3.9; 1912, 3.7;
1919, 3.4; 1922, 5.4; 1929, 8.0; 1939, 3.7. In deriving the figures for the years
before 1899 American investment abroad was set roughly at $0.1 billion in 1879
and 1880 and at $0.2 billion in 1889 and 1890.

COLUMN $§

Sum of col. 1, 3, and 4.
CoLUMN 6

LINES 1-5: Sum of col. 2, 3, and 4.
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1 June 1, 1880
2 June 1, 1890
3 June 1, 1900

Selected Dates, 1880-1939, 1929 Prices (millions of dollars)

TaBLE IV 11
Value of Real Estate Improvements and Equipment

REAL ESTATE

IMPROVEMENTS EQUIPMENT
(1) (2) (3) (4)
A BAsED ON WEALTH ESTIMATES
27,480 27,059 4,710 4,626
. 48,642 47,109 11,637 11,535
68,510 67,595 19,975 20,327
4 Dec. 31, 1912 116,329 118,240 38,068 38,404
40,524

5 Dec. 31, 1922 117,405 127,899 ° 40,695

6 Jan.
7 Jan.
8 Jan.
9 Jan.
10 Jan.
11 Jan.
12 Jan.

1, 1879
1, 1889
1,1899
1, 1909
1,1919

1,1929.
1, 1939

LINES 1-5:

LINES 6-12:

LINES 1-5:

LINES 1-5:

LINES 6-12:

LINES 1-5:

Sum of col.

B Basep oN CariTaL ForMATION DATaA

25,766
42,470
73,866
109,052
140,725
175,164
180,864

Table IV 5, line 19.

See the notes to Table IV 10, col. 1, lines 6-12.

Table IV 5, line 38,

Table IV 6, line 18.

See the notes to Table IV 10, col. 1, lines 6-12.

Table IV 6, line 36.

1 and 3.

Sum of col. 2 and 4.

4,202

8,687
12,645
23,012
36,574
52,580
55,590

CoLUMN 1

COLUMN 2

COLUMN 3

CoLUuMN 4

.COLUMN 5

CoLuMN 6

PART IV

TOTAL
(5) (6)
32,190 31,685
60,279 58,644
88,485 87,922
154,397 156,644
158,100 168,423
29,968
51,157
86,511
132,064
177,299
227,744
236,454
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TasLE IV 12

Value of Real Estate Improvements and Equipment, by Industry
Selected Dates, 1880-1938, 1929 Prices (millions of dollars)

JuNE 1 DEcEMBER 31
1880 1890 1900 1912 1922 1938
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

A  AbpjUSTED BY CURRENT COST (FOR MARKET VALUATION)
AND PaST CosT (FOR BOOK VALUATION)

1 Agriculture 5,533 7,486 9,975 15,815 14,627 8,631
2 Mining 421 834 1,626 3,184 3,825

3 Manufactuting 1,827 5,019 8,957 18,657 30,242

4 Mining & manufacturing 2,248 5,853 10,583 21,841 34,067 25,995
5 Steam railroads 8,266 14,307 19,236 27,794 26,056

6 Street railways 264 746 3,202 8,372 6,608

7 Pullman, express, etc. 65 140 203 218 542

8 Telephone 34 142 867 2,058 2,687

9 Telegraph 166 304 351 424 439

10 Shipping & canals 579 835 1,225 2,332 1,893

11 Electric light & power 0 141 804 3,729 5,092

12 Waterworis 491 514 577 561 536

13 Irrigation 63 137 230 699 817

14 Pipe lines 25 96 337 695 743

15 Other industrial 4,743 9,749 12,081 18,596 15,394 25,826
16 Residential 7,964 16,271 22,522 39,685 34,603 40,682
17 Tax exempt 1,749 3,558 6,292 11,578 13,996 25,127
18 Total 32,190 60,279 88,485 154,397 158,100 184,261
Major categories

19 Private industrial (1 + 4 + 15) 12,524 23,088 32,639 56,252 64,088 60,452
20 Residential (16) 7,964 16,271 22,522 39,685 34,603 40,682
20a Total private (19 + 20) 20,488 39,359 55,161 95,937 98,691 101,134
21 Public utilities (5 through 14) 9,953 17,362 27,032 46,882 45,413 58,000
22 Tax exempt (17) 1,749 3,558 6,292 11,578 13,996 25,127
Major business categories

23 Agriculture (1) 5,533 7,486 9,975 15,815 14,627 8,631
24 Electric light & power (11) 0 141 804 3,729 5,092
25 Mining & manufacturing (4) 2,248 5,853 10,583 21,841 34,067 25,995
26 Transportation (5, 6, 7, 10, & 14) 9,199 16,124 24,203 39,411 35,842

27 Communication (8 & 9) 200 446 1,218 2,482 3,126

28 Other industrial (12, 13, 15) 5,297 10,400 12,888 19,856 16,747

29 Total 22,477 40,450 59,671 103,134 109,501 118,452
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Table IV 12 concluded:

JunNnEe 1
1880 1890 1900
(1) (2) (3)

PART IV

DECEMBER 31

B ADJUSTED BY AN AVERAGE OF CURRENT AND PAsT CosT (FOR MARKET VALUATION)

AND Past Cost (FOR BOOK VALUATION)

1 Agriculture 5,374 7,108 9,839
2 Miuin 421 834 1,626
3 Manufacturing 1,827 5,019 8,957
4 Mining & manufacturing 2,248 5,853 10,583
5 Steam railroads 8,266 14,307 19,236
6 Street railways 264 746 3,202
7 Pullman, express, etc. 65 140 203
8 Telephone 34 142 867
9 Telegraph 166 304 351
10 Shipping & canals 570 826 1,261
11 Electric light & power 0 141 804
12 Waterworks 491 514 577
13 Irrigation 63 137 230
14 Pipe lines 25 96 337
15 Other industrial 4,590 9,322 12,087
16 Residential 7,780 15,450 22,053
17 Tax exempt 1,749 3,558 6,292
18 Total 31,685 58,644 87,922
Major categories
19 Private industrial (1 + 4 + 15) 12,212 22,283 32,509
20 Residential (16) 7,780 15,450 22,053
20a Total private (19 + 20) 19,992 37,733 54,562
21 Public utilities (5 through 14) 9944 17,353 27,068
22 Tax exempt (17) 1,749 3,558 6,292
Mafor business categories
23 AFriculture (1) 5,374 7,108 9,839
24 Electric light & power (11) 0 141 - 804
25 Mining & manuﬁlcturing (4) 2,248 5,853 10,583
26 Transportatiun (5, 6, 7, 10, & 14) 9,190 16,115 24,239
27 Communication (8 & 9) 200 446 1,218
28 Other industrial (12, 13, 15) 5,144 9,973 12,894
29 Total 22,156 39,636 59,577

COLUMNS 1-5

1912 1922 193¢
(4) ). (6
16,264 16,846 11,57
3,184 3,825
18,657 30,242
21,841 34,067 25,99
27,794 26,056

8,372 6,608

218 542

2,058 2,687

424 439

2,376 1,874

3,729 5,092

561 536

699 817

695 743
19,092 16,954  28,55I
40,943 41,166  40,68:
11,578 13,996 25,12
156,644 168,423 190,07
57,197 67,867 66,12
40,943 41,166  40,68:
98,140 109,033 106,80:
46,926 45,394  58,14:
11,578 13,996 25,127
16,264 16,846 11,57
3,729 5,092
21,841 34,067 25,99
39,455 35,823

2,482 3,126
20,352 18,307
104,123 113,261 124,26

LINES 1-18, Parts A & B: Sum of Tables IV 5 and IV 6, col. 1-5 for the respective industries.

CoOLUMN 6

LINES 1-18: Sum of Table IV 7, col. 3 and 6, and Table IV 9, col. 5 for the respective industries.
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TABLE IV 13

Increase in Value of Real Estate Improvements and Equipment,

by Industry, Selected Dates, 1880-1939, 1929 Prices
(millions of dollars)

A Apjustep BY CURRENT CosT (FOR MARKET VALUATION)
AND Past Cost (FOR BOOK VALUATION)

Agriculture

Minin

Manufacturing
Mining & manufacturing
Steam railroads

Street railways
Pullman, express, etc.
Telephone

Telegraph

Shipping & canals
Electric light & power
‘Waterwor

Irrigation

Pipe lines

Other industrial
Residential

Tax exempt

Total

Major categories

19
20

Private industrial (1 + 4 + 15)
Residential (16)

20a Total private (19 + 20)

21
22

Public utilities (5 through 14)
Tax exempt (17)

Major business categories -

23
24
25
26
27
28
29

Agriculture (1)

Electric light & Fower (11)
Mining & manufacturing (4)
Transportation (3, 6, 7, 10, & 14)
Communication (8 & 9)

Other industrial (12, 13, 15)
Total

Junel, Junel, Junel, Jan.l,
1880to 1900to 1880to 1919to
Junel, Jan.1, Jan.1, Jan.1,
1900 1919 1919 1939
(1) (2) 3) 4)
4,442 1,502 5,944 2,846
1,205 2,504 3,709
7,130 18,895 26,025
8,335 21,399 29,734 -5,987
10,970 5,589 16,559
2,938 4,368 7,306
138 130 268
833 1,340 2,173
185 27 212
646 445 1,091
804 3,346 4,150
86 —44 42
167 530 697
312 298 610
7,338 -106 7,232 13,851
14,558 11,383 25,941 6,777
4,543 5,409 9,952 13,426
56,295 55,616 111,911 40,160
20,115 22,795 42,910 5,018
14,558 11,383 25,941 6,777
34,673 34,178 68,851 11,795
17,079 16,029 33,108 14,939
4,543 5,409 9,952 13,426
4,442 1,502 5,944 -2,846
804 3,346 4,150
8,335 21,399 29,734 5,987
15,004 10,830 25,834
1,018 1,367 2,385
7,591 380 7,971
37,194 38,824 76,018 19,957

233

June 1,

1880 to

Jan. 1,
1939
(s)

3,098

23,747

21,083
32,718
23,378
152,071

47,928
32,718
80,646
48,047
23,378

3,098
23,747

95,975
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Table IV 13 concluded:

w

PART IV
June1l, Junel, Junel, Jan.1, Junel,
1880to 1900to 1880to 1919to 1880to
Junel, Jan.1, Jan.1, Jan.1, Jan.1,
1900 1919 1919 1939 1939

< (1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

ADJUSTED BY AN AVERAGE OF CURRENT AND PasT CosT (FOR MARKET VALUATION)

AND Past CostT (FOR BOOK VALUATION)

Agriculture

Minin

Manufacturing
Mining & manufacturing
Steam railroads

Street railways
Pullman, express, etc.
Telephone '
Telegraph

Shipping & canals

11 Electric Iiiht & power
12 Waterworks

13 Irrigation

14 Pipe lines

15 Other industrial

16 Residential

17 Tax exempt

18 Total

Major categories

19 Private industrial (1 + 4 + 15)
20 Residential (16)

20a Total private (10 + 20)

21 Public utilities (5 through 14)
22 Tax exempt (17)

—
QO WL\ BWVN

Major business categories

23 Agriculture (1)

24 Electric light & power (11)

25 Mining & manufacturing (4)

26 Transportation (5, 6, 7, 10, & 14)
27 Communication (8 & 9)

28 Other industrial (12, 13, 15)

29 Total

4,465 4,582 9,047 =—2,846 6,201
1,205 2,504 3,709

7,130 18,895 26,025

8,335 21,399 29,734 5,987 23,747
10,970 5,589 16,559

2,938 4,368 7,306

138 130 268

833 1,340 2,173

185 27 212

691 551 1,242

804 3,346 4,150

86 —44 42 .

167 530 697

312 298 610

7,497 2,612 10,109 13,851 23,960
14,273 11,852 26,125 6,777 32,902
4,543 5,409 9,952 13,426 23,378
56,237 61,989 118,226 40,160 158,386
20,297 28,593 48,890 5,018 53,908
14,273 11,852 26,125 6,777 32,902
34,570 40,445 75,015 11,795 86,810
17,124 16,135 33,259 14,939 48,198
4,543 5,409 9,952 13426 23,378
4465 4,582 9,047 -2,846 6,201

804 3,346 4,150

8,335 21,399 29,734 -5,987 23,747
15,049 10,936 25,985

1,018 1,367 2,385

7,750 3,098 10,848

37,421 44,728 82,149 19,957 102,106
COLUMN 1

LINES 1-18, Parts A & B: Difference between col. 3 and col. 1 of Table IV 12 for the re-

spective industries.

COLUMN 2

LINES 1-18: Difference between the sum of col. 3 and 6 of Table IV 7 and col. 3 of

Table IV 12 for the respective industries.

Sum of col. 1 and 2.

COLUMN 3

CoLUMN 4

LINES 1-18, 21: Table IV 9, col. 5 for the respective industties.

Sum of col. 3 and 4.

COLUMN 5
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Armed forces, services of, 22
ARNOLD, J. R., 192

BARGER, HAROLD, 8, 11, 34, 140n
BEAN, L. H., 91
BENEY, M. A., 156n
Budget studies
city and state data, 124
components, 125-6
consumer groups covered, 123-4
expenditures, 125, 126, 127
income range, 123
occupational or industrial affiliation,
123-4
use in estimating services, 77
see also Consumers’ outlay
BULLOCK, C. J., 83,112, 113, 229
BURNS, A. F., 91
Business use of passenger cars, 3, 4, 15,
17, 21, 24-5, 27, 28, 37, 75-6, 79,
102-3, 189

* Canals, value of, 191
Capital consumption
adjustment in, 17
derivation of, 53, 80, 116-7
effect on comparison of capital for-
mation and increase in wealth, 197
influence of assumed life period on,
‘197
on construction, 80
on government construction, 19
on producer durable goods, 80
on war construction, 17, 18, 19, 21
ratio of to.gross value, 80
Capital formation
compared with wealth estimates,
1939
coverage, peacetime concept, 14, 85
coverage, wartime concept, 14
effect of bias in inventory changes
on, 83 '
gross, compared with original esti-
mates, 17

235

net, as share in net national product,
21
net, compared with original esti-
mates, 17
private, compared with Dept. of
Commerce estimates, 18
proportion of changes in claims
against foreign countries in, 83
proportion of changes in inventories
in, 83
CARSON, DANIEL, 120
CHAWNER, L. J., 15, 40, 42, 100, 205,
214, 221, 222, 224
Claims against foreign countries
see Net changes in claims against
foreign countries
Clothing, share in total outlay, 145-9
Consumer commodities
adjustments in estimates, 3-4, 75-6
compared with Dept. of Commerce
estimates, 4-5
compared with original estimates, 4
compared with Shaw’s estimates, 5
Dept. of Commerce estimate as com-
ponent of gross national product, 6
price index for, 78
value of, 3
see also Flow of goods to consumers
Construction, new
based on flow of construction ma-
terials, 15, 62, 65
by industrial categories, 186
by user categories, 15
change in finished inventories of, 63-5
compared with increase in real estate
improvements, 193
compared with original estimates, 15
consumption of, 80
cyclical movement in, 73
derivation of, 40-1, 99-101, 116-7
error in estimates of, 65, 85
nonwar public, 18
price indexes for, 41
ratio to construction materials, 68-71




236

Construction, new—Con?.
relation to maintenance and repairs,
71-2
revisions in, 15
transportation and distribution costs,
65
Construction wage index, 70
Consumer durable goods
derivation of, 28-31, 95-6, 102-3
see also Consumer commodities
Consumer goods -
see Flow of goods to consumers
Consumers’ outlay
adjustment in 1914 estimate, 156-7
allocation to commodities or services,
127, 158-9
appraisal of sample data, 169-79
change in service shares, 137-8, 141,
157, 169
components, 125-6
extrapolation to 1914 'of state sample
data for 1918, 155-6
for all urban consumers, 134, 136-7
for low income urban consumers,
123-34, 136-7
for rural farm consumers, 134, 136-7
for rural nonfarm consumers, 134,
136-7
imputed values included in, 135
percentage distribution, 126
service share compared with Lough’s,

157 .
service share for all consumers,
138-40

service share for low income and all
income groups compared, 136-7

service share in state samples
median, 129 )
median and mean changes in, 129
per year change in, 127-8

share of ‘other services in, 133

share of rent in, 133

total in budget studies, 124-5

see also Flow of goods to consumers

Depletion, 196-7
Depreciation, 192, 193, 195

see also Capital consumption
Distribution costs

see Transportation and distribution

costs

INDEX

DOANE, R. R., 204, 205
DOUGLAS, PAUL, 204, 205, 214, 216,
221, 223

ENGLE, N. H., 110
Equipment, value of
additions to, current prices, 224-6
additions to, 1929 prices, 226-7
by industry, 231-4
category of wealth, 189
derivation of, 213-5
in constant prices, 219, 220-3
Error in
construction, 65
flow of goods to consumers, 65, 85
national product, 85
net change in claims against foreign
countries, 83, 85
net change in inventories, 83, 85
producer durable goods, 65, 85
value of services, 145
wealth valuation, 196
Establishments, small, 59, 60

FABRICANT, SOLOMON, 17, 53,
145n, 191n, 197, 205, 225, 227
Fire losses, 197
Flow of commodities at producers’
prices
in constant prices, 62
raised to flow at final cost, 62
shortages in, 60
understatement in 1869 Census, 59,
60-2 .
Flow of goods at final cost, 62
see also Construction, new, Flow of
goods to consumers, and Producer
durable goods
Flow of goods to consumers
adjustment for business use of pas-
senger cars, 75-G
change in finished inventories, 63-5
compared with original estimates,
12-3
compared with other estimates, 13
Dept. of Commerce estimate, 12’
derivation, 12 ‘
error in estimates, 65, 85
ratio of services to, 77, 123
share in net national product, 21
stocks in households, 185-6

101,




INDEX

transportation and distribution costs,
65
under peace- and wartime concepts,
14
Food, share in total outlay, 145-9

Government
assets, 19
expenditures, 23
inventories, 85
manufacturing establishments, 59, 60
savings, 87

Hand trades and custom establishments,
59, 61

Income
originating in commodity production,
65
originating in construction, 69-71
originating in transportation and
trade, 65
Inventories
see Net changes in inventories

Land, value of
basis of valuation, 188-9 .
derivation of, 201
inclusion of improvements in, 189,

195

Lend-Lease, 51°

LOUGH, W. H., 34, 104, 134, 140n, 148,
157

Maintenance and minor repairs, 13, 63,
71-2

Manufacturing depreciation, 192

MARTIN, R. F., 69, 70, 86, 87, 89, 117

Motor vehicles, value of, 189

National income
see National product, net
National product
concepts, 3, 13
see also National product, gross, and
National product, net
National product, gross )
compared with Dept. of Commerce
estimates, 21-3
compared with original estimates, 21

237

compared with production indexes,
88-90
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