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A STUDY OF THE CONSUMPTIOl\J OF EGGS IN HINlTE.APOLIS, 1934 
Prepared by W. C. Waite and R. W. Cox 

A survey made in November and December, 1934 of approximately 2,000 ranne­
apolis families showed these families to be consuming about six eggs per person a 
week. This was at the time of the year when egg p:-ices were close to their highest 
point and consw~ption low. Other periods of the year will undoubtedly show some 
cbange, but it is not thought that the general relationships disclosed by the survey 
would be materially different. During the period of tho survey the eggs purchased 
averaged 30 to 32 cents a dozen in price. The families wore located in 228 widely 
scattered areas and represent a good cross section of the city. 

Forty-six per cent of the families in the survey reported a consumption of 
loss than six eggs a wook per person. These famili0s tended to be the larger fami­
lies with child.ren since this proportion of families included 48 per cent of the 
adults and 64 per cent of the children. Abo11t 10 per cent of tho families used a 
dozen eggs or more per week per person. These were tho smaller families since they 
included only 8 per cent of the adults !'1nd about 2! per cent of tho children 
! IT' ' l I) , ... ao. e • 

Table 1 

Eggs: Cumulative Distribution of Families, of Adults, and of Children, According to 
tho Per Capita Rates of Consu,nption 

B.·'tus of cons1.unption Proportion of t.:::.o-"'t""'a=l _________ _ 
.~:£.S per week F~nilies Adnlts Children 

Less than ~ 

9 
12 
15 
24 

Per cent Per cent Per cent 

7.5 
45.6 
83.9 
90.3 
98.8 

100.0 

8.4 
48.2 
85.2 
92.1 
99.1 

100.0 

15.1 
64.0 
91.8 
97.3 
99-9 

100.0 

A very considerable difference in the quality of eggs is indicated by the 
wid.e range in prices Nportod paid. These ranged from less than 20 to over 40 cents 
per dozer.. About 2/3 of the eggs cost less than 35 cents 1'1. dozen while 1/3 cost 35 
cents or more. (Table 2) • 

Published in furtherance of Agriculturr..1 Extension Act of May 8 C~nd June 30, 1914, 
W. C. Coffey, Acting Director, AgriculturRl Extension Division, Depprtmcnt of Agri­
cuJ. ture, University of Minnesota, coopere.ting with U.S. D0pE1.rtment of Agricul turc. 
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Table .2 

Eggs: Cumulative Distribution of Weekly Purcha.sos According to tho Average Prices 
Paid 

Average weekly price 
Prouortion of total 

purchases 
cents per dozen 

Less than 
Per cent 

• 20 
. 25 
• 30 
-35 
.40 
.45 

.3 
3.9 

28.9 
67.6 
92.6 

100.0 

Tho most importAnt factor determining the rP.te of egg cons~ption in tho 
family appc11.rs to be the per capita. income of the family. Per capite. income is 
tr•kon as a basis of comp?rison rA.thcr than family income bec~.use restrictions on 
ex:per.di turc depend upon the income per person rA.thor. th8n tho to~al f .<'roily income. 
:Both the qu;::~nti ty of eggs cm1sumed Pnd tl1.e qu~li ty of those eggs as is indic.<ttod by 
tho change in price, increA,se with per capi tn. inc0mo. (Table 3). On the low income 
level, under $300 per person ?. yoP.r, e.bout 5 egc;s 1'1. week per person wore crmsumed, 
while on tho high income level, $900 a person per year and above, ?.bout T~ eggs a 
week per persnn YJerc used. The lo'fl income group purch::>sod egr;s ~vorPging 30 cents 
a dozen in price while in the high income group the ".yoragc ':7P.S 38 cents. As a 
rosul t of these tendencies per capita e:::;.."Pendi tures per person on eggs is about 
tHice as lHrge on the high as on tho low income level. 

Table 3 

E[;gs and Poultry: Pro:_Jortion of Frunilies Purc:!:lasing Per C'":pi tP. Consumption, 
__________ Capi tr->. Expondi tures on Ve_ri ous Income Levels 

~nd Per 

P0r capita 
income 

Under $300 
300 - 599 
6oo - 899 
900 & above 

Proportion of fami- Per c~pita Per ce~ita 
lies purc!::.asing consu.,-rrotion expenditure 

. :Cg.;;:s Po1.:l tlx Eggs Foul try Eg;o:s Foul try 
per cent per cent Number Pounds Cents Cents 

95. 7 
97.9 
97·7 
98.8 

18.1 
31.7 
41.3 
48.5 

vroekly 

4.8 
5.4 
6.6 
7.5 

weekly 

.19 

.42 

. 68 
1. 23 

weekly weekly 

12.0 
14.4 
18.3 
24.0 

4.1 
9.6 

17.5 
42.4 

This situation is to be contrasted with that frmnd in poultry. While 97 
per cent of the fomilies reported the purchase of eggs only 2.bout one-third of the 
f.,milies reported tho purcl1e.se of poultry. About the spme prol?ortion of families 
wore purchasing eggs on e.ll income levels, while in tho c~_se of poultry there we.s a 
marked difference, the pro:,:Jortion rising from 18 per cent on t~10 low to 48 per cent 
on the high income level. The difference is even more marked in tho case of per 
ce.pi te. consumption e.nd oxpendi turc. W::1ile per capi t!"'. consumption of e[;gs increp.ses 
by one-hF~.lf, tho consumption of poultry is six times greP..ter on the high than on the 
low income level. Likewise while expenditures on eggs ?XC d0ubling, those on poul­
try increase ton times on the ::-... igh as compr>.red with tho low income group. 
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Eggs and poultry at t;·le time of the s tud,y r~nged from 8 per cent of the 
total food expenditures on t:-w low income level to 15 per cent on the high. (Table 
4). The expenditure for ocgs exceeds thP.t for poultry cxco~t tho hiinest income 
level. T:1e prol)Ortion of food expondi tures ma.dc on e{;gs decreases only slightly as 
income increases whilu the proportion spent on poultry incro::>.ses rPcpidly wit:-: in­
come, It is evident th;).t the m0.rkot for cgf,s is much brO?.der rmd r::orc sta.blo t~1.an 

that for poultry. One would expect c:lPngos in tho income of city consur.wrs to 
influence the dornrmd for poultry much r:'.orc tha...J. t~1c dornA.nd for eggs. 

Ta.blc 4. 

Food Expenditures: Weekly Per CA~it~ Expenditure on Food And Pronortion Spent on 
Eggs end Poultry on Various Inconc T-'evels 
Total per ce~ita 

Per capi tn . o:.:pondi ture on ProDortion of food CXl)endi turc used for: 
incone foods Eggs Foul tr•.r 

Under 300 
300 - 599 
6oo - 899 
900 & above 

Dollars weekly Per coat Per cent 

1. 91 
2.4s 
3.18 
4. 56 

Assuwinc tha.t price is an ind.icf'.tion of tho gu.'l.li ty of e{;r-:s purc~l<:>.sod, 
it appe.<>.rs thn.t fani lies in the s:::>ne L1come class consuming tho better s.uEJ.li ties 
of ecgs arc also the lnrger consur.1.ers. Table 5 shov:s thB.t the per copi t.-,. consunp­
tion on each income level is not greatly influenced by t:v.! price p2.id ])Cr dozen 
for eggs. In f<.tct there is a tendency, p,.,.rticub.rly in the higher incone groups 
for )Cr capi t"'. consumption to incron.se vii th t:1e price. It ::tppe<-'.I'S t~l:'.t the better 
que.li ty has led to ar.. i:lcr,~D.se in consumption in s:pi te of the !.1igher Tlrice. This 
inplies t~lf'.t an incrOElSO in t}1e qur.li ty of eggs e.vai b.ble for consULT)tion in the 
mnrkot v10uld incrce.se consumer eA.'?e!ldi ture for eggs alld would tend to incre,.,,se per 
cn;pi te consum~tion. 

EeE;s: Per Capita Consunption on Various Incone Levels and Witl1in Different Price 

P l'i co class, 
cents per 
dozen 

20- 24 
25 - 29 
30- 34 
35 - 39 
4o r>.nd over 

Under 
$300 

NUDber 
per week 

4.8 
5.0 
5.0 
4.4 

Cle..sses 

300-599 
lJUi:iber 
por week 

5.3 
5.6 
5.8 

6o0-89'? 
Number 
per week 

6.6 
6.6 
6.8 
7.0 

goo ::-net over 
Number 
:per v:cel~ 

6.1 
7 ,r) 
8.5 
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MINNESOTA F A..liM PRICES FOR JUNE 1935 
Prepared by W. C. Waite and W. B, Garver 

The index number of Minnesota farm prices for the month of June 1935 was 
79.3. When the average of farm prices of the three Junes 1924-25-26 is represented 
by 100, the indexes for June of each year from 1924 to date are as follows: 

June 1924- 84.8 June 1930 - 82.2 
II 1925 - 107.3 11 1931 - 57.4 
II 1926 - 107.4 It 1932 - 44.7 
II 1927 - 97.8 II 1933 - 47.8 
II 1928 - 110.3 II 1934 - 55. 7* 
II 1929 - 109.5 II 1935 - 79 .3* 

*Preliminary 

The price index of 79.3 for the past month is the net result of increases 
and decreases in the prices of farm products in June 1935 over the average of Jw1e 
1~24-25-26 weighted according to their relative importance. 

Average Farm Prices Used in Computing the Minnesota Farm Price Index, 
June 15 1 1915. with Corn arisons* 

June 15, May 15, June 15, Av. June June 15, % June 15, % June 15, 
1935 1935 1934 1924-25- 1935 is 1935 is 1935 is of 

26 of May of June June 15, 
152 19"35 15, l9J.4 1924-2~-26 

Who at $.85 $1,01 $. 87 $1.36 84 98 63 
Corn . 72 .77 .47 . 69 94 153 104 
Oats .34 .45 .37 .39 76 92 87 
Be.rley • 55 .70 ,62 . )9 79 89 93 
R,ve .37 .49 .56 .74 76 66 50 
Flax 1.50 1, 57 1. 72 2,31 96 87 65 
Potatoes .36 .36 .50 . 34 100 72 43 
Hogs 8,60 8,10 3.45 9.87 106 249 87 
Cattle 7.30 7.20 3.85 6.24 101 190 117 
Calves 7.30 7.10 l+ 60 8,44 103 159 86 . 
Lambs- sheep 6.81 6.99 6.39 11,28 97 107 60 
C11ickens .132 .136 ,089 ,18 97 148 73 
E.::,gs ,20 . 21 .11 .24 95 182 83 
Butterfat .25 . 2~ .24 u.o 86 104 63 . ' 
Hay 13.02 16.8 11.32 11.57 77 115 113 
MI1k 1.49 1.57 1.36 1.98 95 no 75 
*:s:ixcept for milk, these are the average prices for Min..r1esota as reported_ by the 
United States Department of Agriculture, 

Indexes and Ratios of Minnesota .Agriculture* 
June May June Av. June 

__________________ lJ935 1935 1934 1924-26 

u.S. farm price index 74.8 78.3 55.0 100,0 
Minnesota farm price index 79.3 86,1 56.1 100.0 
U.S. purchasing power of farm products 90.1 96.1 68.8 100,0 
Minnesota purchasing power of farm prod11cts 95.5 105.6 70.1 100,0 
U.S, hog-corn ratio 10.0 9.3 6.3 12.2 
Minnesota hog~-corn ratio 11.9 10.5 7.3 14,5 
Minnesota egg-grain ratio 15.5 14.0 9.5 14.5 
MinnesotQ butterfat-farm grain ratio 21.9 20.5 21,6 33.2 

*Explanations of the computation of these data a1·e given in Fann Business rlotes Eo. 
144, 


