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PREFACE
,

Section 823 of the .Echicalion Amendments,of 1974-(PL 93-380)

requires a thordugh studYkef the manner in which the
relative measure)gf poverty for use in thetinancial
assistance program, authorized by Title-I of the Elementar

and Secondary Education Act of 1965, may be more accurate

and currently developed.

0

That financial assistance prOgram is &Ministered by the Commissioner:

of Education, tiffrough the Office of Education,'Department of Health,. Edu-

cation, and.Welfare. An important feature is the use of a formula pre-

-scribed by Section 103 of the Elementary and SecOhdary Education Act' for,

the annual distribution ofTederal funds to school districts.. A signifi-

Pant/factor in the formula,is the nimber'of school-age children 5 to 17 in

poor families within e,a0h School distriCt.' The'measure of.poVerty which

is used, and which is the:subject of the study mandated by Seption 823., :

is the Fçderal government's.offjcial statistical definition o poverty

(also kn6wn as the Orshansky,AOMB, Census Bureau, or Social uritypov-

ert;ilines).

Other work related to poVerty measurement has been cal-

cent legislative acts. .In the ComprehensiVe Emeloyment and

the Secr6tary of Labor. is directed to develop and maintain

household budget data at different levels of livin§, inclu

of adequacy." Any'Such review, of the level of adequacy mu

be closely related to measures of poverty. The Housing

velopment Act of 1974 gives the Secretary, of HUD authorit

poverty measure to reflect local, variations in the cost o

Conference. Report accompanying it directs the Secretary

thin data.with'respect to the "extent of poverty" by Met

and to submit such data.to the Congress as part of a Mat

report..

Because of tpe broad scope of the subject matter,
study of the measure of poverty mandated by Section 823

Amendments of 1974 was extended to'incluOe implication

ings for the poverty-related programs of all affected

and" agencies. The Title I program of 'the Elementary
-tion Act was given the most detailed treatment, to

ed for in re-
TrainingjAc ,
omprehensive
ing a "level
t necessarily
Community De-

to adjust the
living. The
4evelop or ob-

opolitan areas
310 1977, -,

overage ofthe
of. the Education
of-the study find-

ederal departMents
Setondary Educa-

t the legislatively-

mandated specifications'for thg study as well as to serve ps a primary

exaMple of application of the Concepts of povertypeasurpment to Federal

programs. The findings of,the study are published in a report entitled,

"The Measure of Poverty.6, An important objective of the study was full

discussion and documentation of the maj r elements of currently,applied

and potentially usable poveity measure . Material containing essential

supporting documeptation for the study was assembled as.techdical papers.

These have been wtitten to stand alon as coMplete technical treatmente

of specific subjects.



X

The study was.ppaormed under the direct guidance'of a Poverty,

Studies Task Force of the SubcomMittee on ihe Education of the bisadvar

taged and Minorities, Federal Inter-Agency Committee (DP Education., Tech-,

nical papers were'prepared at the request of, under the direction of, And

subject to review by the Task Force members. SoMe papers are krfMarily

the wori ,of one or two persons; theseiare-ittributed to their.authors.

Others result'from-the collectiVe dnput Of Task Force members or advisors

and. no specific attri6uUon is'given except to the Task Force, as a whole.

The following lisf,kngs show members,of the Poverty StudieS TaSk-

'Force by appropriate Federal departmentsland agencies, and the titles and

authus of the technical papers.-

This :report contains Technical Paper XVIII, Characteristics of Low:-

Income Populations Under AlternatiVe PovertytDefinitions. It was prepared

by 9awrence L. Brown III, Office'of the Assistant Secretary for Planning

and Vvaluation-s, Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, with Renee

Miller, Population Division, Bureau of.the.Census. Special thanks are due

to Arno Winard, Richard Hornseth, and Roger Herriott, also of the Census

BUreauv to June 11,ee, Office. of the Assistant Secretary for Planning flci Eval-

uation, Department of'Health, Education, and, Welfare; and to Jill. King,

*hematica, Inc.

- At the request of the, Poverty Studies Task Force, the Bureau of the

C'ensusTrepared the set/-of tabulations show.ing selected characterdstics of,

the,popillation by alternati.Ve measures of poverty. dhe:data from these

tabulations undeeliathe analysis contained in this paper. The tabulations

were,run from the March Currepf:pbpulation Survey (CPS).files for:the income

years 1967, 1969 1971, 1973', and 1974.'.:They were also.run from the 1970

Census one-in-hundred samPle for income year 1969) by.Statei

To obtain copies of the report, "The Measure-of Poverty," or any of

the technical papers, please write to:

Office of the 4.--irstant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation

Department of.Health,Ed9cation, and We]ifare

\, 200 Independence Avenue, S.W.
7 atom #430 -South Portal Building.

WashingtOn, D. C. .20201

./
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INTRODUCTION ,

This paper examines hOw different poverty standards can change the stati-

atiCal description of-the lovr-:income. population. It supplements Chapter V

-"Alternative Poverty Courits Based on Available Data" of The-Measure;-Of-Poverty

(a report tO,Congressv as mandated' by the Education Amendments-pf 1974, U.S.

Departnent of Health, Education,' and Welfare, April 1976). The poverty measure

cqrently used in Title I ofthe Elementary and Secondary.Educition Act (Census

Burru definition' of poverty)- and. alternative ,poverty definitions which have

been .Selected for analysis by the Povdrty Studies Task Force (which produced

The-Measure-of-Poverty) are described. , The characteristics of the poverty pop-
ulation in 1974 pnder the cUrrent Federal definition and under the,various

alternative poverty definitions are then presented based on data. from the

March 1975 Currentl.Population Survey (CPS). In addition, changes over time in

the size and cothposition.of the poverty population Under the alternative
measures are analyzed-4;s A discussion- og the impactof the alternative'defini-
tions on the geogral5hic distribution of the poer based on the One Percent ,

.rSanple of the 1970 Census a Population is also included:

One reason for performing this analysi4 s is to enable those who administer

Social service programs to identify subgroups of the population`which would be

reached by their programs if a particulat poverty measure were to be used as a

program parameter -or in &funding forrrula. The characteristics of potentially
eligible persons are of vital 'interest to administrators who must.plan and bud-

get for proqrsins that are intended to serve target groups with specific.char-
dater iptics. Consequently; the material in this.paper° should preve useful to
administrators and analysts in many:programs which are designed to help'the

poor. (needy, low-income, disadvantaged) and which make usn of a poverty measure-

or income eligibility standard. 10

Different programs use different measures, which is not surprising in view

of the broad spectrum of objectives covered by such programs. _ Some exanpleS

are: Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act, which uses the

official Federal measure as part of an,allocatiVe forrrula; the College Work-

Study program authOrized by the Higher Education Act,of 1965, which uses a

single dollar threshold (unchanged for fatily size); Vile XX of the Spcial

Security Act, which adopted 80 to 115 percent of median family income in each

'state as, its standard; the Comprehensive Employment and' Training.Act, which

Uses a single-dollar threshold with the allocation based partly on the number

of fathilies in an area with income below that. level; and the'Community 84pvices

Administration, which issues income eligibility standards.directly based on

the dfficial Federal measure, but without many of the distindtions, and with -

variations that remain smoothed.

1

1 4
c. /4e.ft



THE FEDERAL POVERTY DEFINITION

ThecurrentFederal definition of poverly is based on a definition ddveloped

by Mollie Orthansky at the Social Seturity Administration (SSA) inJ964 and te-.

- vised by a-Fedeial Interagency Committee in 1969;

H'.the.SSAA.Orshansky).index provided a range of-income cutoffs adjusted by

buch factors as family size; seX of head, number of children under 18 years old,

and farth=nonfarm residence. At the core of.this definition of poverty was the"-

econOmy food planithe least costlyoffour foodplansthat arenutritionelly'

.
sound, designed by the Department. of. Agriculture. It was-determined from the

Department of Agriculture's. 1955 surVey of food coniymbtiOn that families

of three or mote personespend approximately one-third aftheir after tax .

income on food; the povetty level for-these families was, therqoie, 'set at-

:three times the cost of the econoMy food plan. For smaller' fanklies and

'persinsliving alone., the cott of the economy food plan was.muItiplied Of

factOrs that Were plightly higher in order to compenSate for the_relativaly*
larger fixed.expenses of these smaller households.. Annual revdsions of the

pOverty cutofft were based on price changes ofthe items in the ecOnoW

budget. .

result of deliberations of a federal Interagency Committee in)1969,
tfip-f nowing two modifications totheorigina1 SSA definition of povetty were

reco nded: (14 that the SSA thresholds for nonfarm families be retained for

°the base year.1963, but that annual adjustments in the levels be based,on.changes

in the_ConsuMer-Price Index (CPI) rather than:On changes in,the cost of food in-

cluded-in the economy food plan; and (2). that the farm thresholdsOe 'raised from'

70 to 85 percent of the cortesponding nonfarm levels: The. reatOns for making

these changes are discussed in Technical Paper'-I of The Measure,of Poverty,

CUrrently, the tutoffs used by theBureaU of the'Census.to determine the

low-income statut-of.gamilies and untelated-individuals consist of.a set of.-

124 thresholds _arranged in_a fourdimensional.matrix. The/matrix consists of

familYtize dimension (from O)iepersOn, ie., unrelated ,i'xidividuals, to seven

or note perSon families) cross-classified by presence and'number of children
under 18 years. old (from no children present to tix or nore children present),

sex of head, and farm-nonfarm residence. Unrelated individuals and tWo7person

families_are further differentiated by age of head,(under 65:years and 65. years

and oVer). The total income of each family and eAch'unrelated individual'in he

sample jatested against the appropriate dollar thteshold to determine the'low-

income status of that family or unrelated individUaL, If the family's total

income is'less than its cotresponding cutoff, thft family is classified-as below

the low-income level. Table 1-reproduces the. póverty matrix for income year

1974. (See page.20a)
, .

Data.oh.income collected in the CPS.are-limited.to money income received

before payments.for personal incone'taxes, Social Security,,union dubs, Medicare

deduCtiOnsetc. poneyincomeis the tum.of the amoUnts xeceived from. earnings;

Social Security And public assistance payments; dividends, interest, and rent;

unemployment and workMen's compensation; gOiernment And 'private employee pensions

.and other periodic income. See Chapter II of The Measure of Poverty and Techni-.,./

cal Papers VI, VII, and Xjor details on the limitations of the income concept.

2

1 5



. #

.ALTERNAT.ME PbVERTY DEFINITIONS
,

.

This section investigates the effect'of same alternatiNte poverty measures

on the statistical description of poor 'populations. It dealS with the poverty

cutOffs, not with the definition of income. In Chapter TV of.The-Measure-of

Poverty report, it was shown that modifying the income definition by including

,same cash equivalent value of in-kind,benefits or assets would lowet the poverty

'cxxxlt-if the.poverty cutoffs were, not simultaneously changed to be consistent

.
with the new incoMe definition.kSimilarly,.pOverty counts would be reduced.

.if underreporting-of cash income were corrected in the census and CPS staveys,

or if irregular cash income were counte&,' HOwever, these bommonly proposed

changes.tO the definition of income cannot beincorporated lab the poverty

measuie*without modifying the census or,CPS surveys or developing newsurVeys

from which. to derive a poverty count. Furtheismore, the statistical effect.of

° these modifications is not.approximated by simple adjustments of the poverty

cutoffs, such as by lowering them, bedause-subapoups of the poor population

are affected differently by changes in the income definition. Fot example,

the income of the elderly would probably be,raised-morety the inclusion of

the vane of assets than Would the income of young family heads.

The Change which iS.most commonly proposed in'connection With the poverty

cutoffs is to raise them. This reflects a presumption that,the standard'of

living, however-defined, has risen'in this cogntrx sinde the official poverty

level was originally
established. *Also, it is not generallY believed that---__ ,

U.S. citizens need less now than they did in the,past.:.These notions are IM-

plicit in such proposals as: revising the Orshansky MateiX on the basis of

currentfood plans and consumption patterns; identifying the lowest quintile

of the income distribution as the poverty income level; setting the poverty

level at 50 percent of.median income; using putliic opinion polls to determine

a generally accepted level of income adequacy; or using the lower BLS family

budget as a poverEy buaget. Similarly, most administrative adaptations of the

i
poveityline in Federal programs have the effect of enlarging the population -

F. of prpgram beneficiaries beyond those, identified as poor by the official poverty

-measure.
---,_..

,

However, not all conrnonly proposed changes to the'poverty cutoffs or in-

cothe definition cad be linked simply to higher or lowetpoverty counts. For

exaMple, if the thrifty food plan,were used As a basis for the poverty cut-

offs, but without simultaneously raising'the ratio of income-io-food costs,

.
the cutoffs for some families would be lowered and others taised. Similarly,

if poverty cutoffs were .annually updated Using d price index based on food-or

on items in.a special podr person's index, rather than on the ConiuMer-Price

Index,.the poverty cutoffs could be higher ircSome years and lower in otherb

than the_current cutoffs. .Presumably, geographic adjustments to the poverty

cutoffs would ..eise them in some places and lower them in others; removing

the current adjustMents for farm residence would raise the poverty counts

only slightly. Simplifying the urrent poverty matrix by removing distinc-

ftions.for sex of head.and prese e of children would affect the poverty,status

of families according to.sex an age of family members. If Federal or state

andlocal income taxeg, Social Security payroll deductions; or other taxes

were excluded from,the income definition (and the poverty cutoffs were not

3
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siumltaneously changed), the poverty count would be increased,..41though this
could be offset if the Federal tax credit for earned income were counted as

income. Changing the definition of family or using households rather than

families as accounting units-could raise or lower the count depending on the

, change made. Applying a recently proposed index pf employmentand earnings
inadequacy and a price index for the elderly might cause poverty'counts of,

these groups to differ from counts under a single national Poverty measure.

It is not practical to describe,here the statistical effects of adopt-

ing all of the variously proposed alternative measures. Of the many,possi-

bilities, the analysis here considers four groups of definitions totalling 13

specific alternatives (the current poverty measure and-12 others,telected for

analysiv by the Poverty Studies Task Force). These were selected because:

they can be studied with readily acpessible.data; they are siMilar to admin-

, istrative poverty'measures or income .eligibility criteria cUrrently uqecl in
Fdderal programs; and they can be used to approximate the effects oradopting

some concepts.discussed in The Measure of Poverty.

The four broad groups of alternatives are: proportionate increases or

decreases of the current poverty matrix'(scaling), simplificationsof the cur-

rent poverty matrix, single-dollar thresholds, and Telative measures based on

median income.
.

,

,* The fir:4e groupponsists of four sets. Of cutoffs derived by multiplying

each of the 6:toffs in-the-official poverty matriX for 1974 by 75percent.

125 percent, 150 percent,-and,200:percene:, 'Wnoted earlier,:many commonly

proposed poverty measures have the effect,o0aising.the pOverty income

levelt: The statistiCal effect of suckchanges can be apOroximated by ref-

erence to one Of the higher tetsof poverty cutoffs included here. Also,

some Federal programs, such at those of the .Department ot'Agriculture, define
eligibility on the basis of simple proportional incre6seSAn'the official po7

verty cutoffs.',A poverty matrix pet at 75.perbent of the current Matrix is

'also analyzed: This i8 provided'to identify those groups of people who are

most-teyerely in need. Furthermore, in making aatinistrative adaptations
of the poverty,line, program-administrators may desire to raise income eligi-

bility criteria above the poverty line in'some places and lower the criteria

,belowthe Poverty line in other placest-ip order to accommodate Variations in

local labor'markets, local.prices, the extent of pOverty, or other conditiohi.

Poverty matrixes consistihg of.poverty Cutoffs at 75 percent, 125 percent,
150'percept, and 200 percentof the current Measure' are not reproduced here;

howeVer, a sense of the:size"of,thecutoffs can be obtained byxeviewing Table

1 and ihe following simple scalIngt..of the 1974 poverty.cutoffs for ajlonfarm

male-headed family of four with4twochildren: ,',

. a .

75t.of 125%.of .150% of 200% of

Current Current. Current . -Current COrtent

Meature Measure Measure , Measure MeasUre
.

$3,750 $5,000 ,$6,250 $7,500 $10,000

17
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Thre progressive-simPlifications of the current:poverty mea'sure were,

studied use it has teen argued that the various adjustments or residence

and family composition are not accurateor necessary. Also, Mo t administrative

uses of the poverty measure as an eligibility criteriop do not incorporate all

of the refinements in the current poverty matrix. For-example -the income

,eligibility,guidelines of the Community Seivices Administrati n are based on

family size and farm-nonfarm
residence, but'not on sex Of he or number of

'children undet 18. Otheeadqinistrative guidelines inci'de istinctions only

;for family Size. For this analysis, first the farm-nonf Ifferential was

eliminated.by using the nonfarm threshOlds of the current verty matrix for

both farm and nonfarm families! Next, the distinction ba on,sex of head

was eliminated by using the nonfarm male-headed family thi sholdefor ail

families. Finally, the distinctions tor the number of re ated children unden

18 were eliminated-by. using WeightedfaVerage thresholds. or each family 'size

category. -Simplified poverty cutoffs in' 1974 ace shown low. For nonfarm

and male-headed family cutoffs, seesTable 1.

4 L
:

and Type

1974 Weigh Avetage
Poverty Cutoffs

4* .0

l'Person
Under .65

$2,610
.- 2,658

1.

Cover 65
Q.

2?Persons

.2,387

3,220

HeacLunder. 65
. 3 329 4

-Head over 65
2,984

3 Pertops
3,957

4 Persorts
5,040

5' Persons..
5,957

6 PersonS
6,706

7..or more.Persons
8,278

Two ingle-dollar poverty
thresAldsvwhich are invariant With respect to

family/size, were included in.the anaTysis The first, the lc* threshold, vias

.$3,200 for all families and,unreiated individuals; that amount was'chosen because

? it yielded a poverty count equal to the numf)er of poor persons derived, by the

cUrrent poverty measure in1969 from the 1970 Census of Population. The high

'threshold is the average weighted threshold for a nonfarm family,of four in the

current poverty matrix, equa1 6 $5,038 in 1974.

.
Such measures serve as a point of reference to illustratethe effect of

variations for family size'on the composition of the poor. Single-Idollar cut-

,
offs are sometimes used for analytical purposes or'as administrative criteria

'for distributing Federal funds. The 'CoMprehensive Employment and Training Act,

,
for example, distributes

mantiowerrevenue-sharing funds-to local TivernRents

.
in part (by a weightimg faCtor of 12.5 percefit) based on the numNt.p6 famiJies

,
in each unit of a government's jurisidiction,with an incoMeJeis than afiXtd,

amount. A $2,000 threshold wasused for distributing Title I funds under thel.''

Elementary and Secondary Education Act until 1974. Although in this analysis

the high threshold (like the current measute) was varied over time by the annual

18
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'rise. in the Consumer 2ce Index, the low threshold waS held constant' at.. 3200 I-
Over. the eight:-yeat period opf analysis, 1967-1974. Tbus,.the,low threshO d also.

,..illustrates the effect of a poverty.measure which is- nOt,annually.qpdated
Single-dollar cutoffs ip 1974-are presented below...

*--

Low Cutoff' . High CutOff

$3,200 :$5,038

Finally, the study investigated the effect -of three different relative
measures of poverty. Each measure iS based on '50 percent Of some median income.
Fifty'is an arbitrary percentage which was selected because it, is frequently uSed
in discussiOns of relative povertY.measures./ The interest in these measures is
pr,imarily in their behavior over time:and their relationship to-the more conven7.--';'',
tional measure(s) updated byithip COnsUmer Price'Index.

.

.The7firettelative measute-examined was .a double threshold distinguishing'
.between:families:and unreiated.individuals:,. for families, the poverty .threshold
.waSset -at .50 percent of:median family income.($6;418 in 1974, or 50 percent 9f.
.n2,84flLfor unrelated individualS, the'threshoid'was Setat-50-perdent,of
Median/in'edme for unrelated individuala ($24220,in 1974, or 50 percentrof $4,439):
This-latge'difference'in the.thre0olds fdpktheeetwo groups of people reflects
.t.pe.factthatl'unrelated individualsas-a-gtoup receive much lowerimcomespan

.

. .4

The remaining two .01atiVe MeaSures .cOnsidered use 50-percent of base' me-
diamincome-and adju6t it/for faMilySizebyllsing the eqU*valence scales im-
plicit inthe Current-poverty Measure,- (These equivalence scales are described
in Chapter IV.of The Measure of Poverty and.are illustraied in Table 2.) In one

,case,/ the base median.inCome is that for all families,($12,836'.in 1974); in the'
:other, t.he mediaR irwOrmalis that fPr a:nonfarm family of-four with a male head
and twa-children ($14,004. in 1974). In both cases, 50 percent Of the.baseme-

..dian incomehwas-assumed to represent theiPoverty threshold for-the typical fam-
ify.of'four juSt described, and trie equiVa1ence scale.,was.used to calcmlate the
cOmparable cutoffstor the':123 Other'famiIY sizes andtypea... InCd.Me eligibility
-criteria based on mediap income have been,inclUded .in recently enacted legtsla--I
tion, such as Title II pf the Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, and(-

Title XX of the Social ecurity Att.' Those definitions, however, use local me-
dian incomes rather thai the nationalxiedian. Title XX_requires the median in-
code for -each state to. used .in establishing its income eligibility standard,
and the Housing Act utes median income for .a metropolitan a in establishing
the income eligibility 1evel for the:area, National median in mes in 1974

were as f011ows:

All families 112,836

Male-headed
NonfarM families of fdur with two children......:-.-..414,004

Unrelated individ+1s $ 439Y-

6
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An Acorta4consicti4ion in analyzing tbe alte native definitions of.pov-
1

y is the compOsitiodOraiffering poverty popula ons. Knowing pTecisely

is Coubted'as pOOr'is as important was knowing e number of poor':

..-

.everal.generaliZations can be Made about the altetnativ!poverty popula-,

tions :Those definitions
which-most:alter the size of the p0 erty population

also have the greatest effect-on the characteristics of the. poor. As the.cur,-.

rent paverty,meature is sucCessively, scaled by 75 percent, 125 percent, 150

percent, and 200 percent, the poverty r#e for each subgroup:increases,but at

a:different rate. The composition of the ever largerpoVertypopulatiOn ap-

,PrOach,e0'that of the total populatiOn. ProgresSive simplificationg.of the cur-

reatMeasure,-on,the otherhand, Wave negligible impaCt on the composition af

'the poor. .The single-dollar thresholds,'which are.invariant with respect to

family size, change thd c . ipiOn of.the.poor,to 4 large extent because of

'their differential sCreenin.. of largi and small families.

4-

'7-

1
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CHARACTERISTICS OF THE POVERTY POPULATION, 1974,
USING THE CURRENr DEFINITION OF POVERTY .

This'sectiOn proyides a tlescriplion of the characteristics of thtehpaverty 4IP

popUlation using the current definition of poverty and thereby'serves as a
point of reference for -the section on the description of the poor under alter-
native measure's. These data as well as the data for the alternative measures are
based on the March 1975 Current PopulatiOn Survey (CPS).

The CPS is a scientifically designed sample survey df about 4,7,000 hduse-
holds in the United States with coverage in ,each of the 50 states and the
Distridt.of ColUMbia. 1/ The present.sanvole used for the CPS was selected to
produce accurate estimates of fletographic characteristics, especially labor
force characteristics4at the national "level. Since the estimates from the
CPSIare' sample eatimates, they may.differ somewhat from the figures that wpuld
have been obtained if a corrplete census had been taken using the same scheffules,
instructions, and enumerators. As in any survey work, the results are subject-
to errors of.response andof keporting as well as being subjeCt to sanpling
variability. For &ample', for many different reasons there is a, tendency in
household surveYs for respondents to Underreport their income. Underreporting
is especially pronounced for income sources that are not derived from earnings,
auch astSecial Security, public assistance,-interest, dividends, net incom
from rentals, etc. 1/ ; 2 .

Following are some df the hi4hlights of the data" on poverty obtained from
the _March 1975 CPS:

Using 'the present poverty standard, there were4bout 24.3 Mil-
lion.persons below the poverty level irc 1974omprising 12
percent Of the U.S. population,. (Table 3)

As illdicated in Table 4, the majority of these low-income persons
(56 percent) were' either young (related children under 18 years)
or elderly (65 years and over).. By'comparison, ;these two age
groups combined comprised about 40 percent of the nonpodr
population.

Table 3 also shows that the poverty rate for blacks was consider-
ably higher than that for whites. The figur,es were -32 percent'
and 9 peicent respectively. In addition, blacks were overrepre-
sented- in the poverty population. About 31 percent of all persons
below the poverty level were black compared to only 9 percent of
persons above the poverty level.

Of. the 24.3 million persons below the poverty level, about 19.4
million or 80 percent were family Members while the- remaining
20 percent were unrelated individuals (persona living alone or
with nonrelatives). Only about 8 percent of the nonpoor'Popula-
tion in 1974 was living alone 'Or -with nonrelatives. Unrelated
individuals have higher poverty rates than family members (26
percent compared to 10 percent). (Table 3)

2 1
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Atere were differences(idLthe compositibn of the, lorincome

white and bAck populations in terms of family stats and

age. (Table 4).

yot example, of the 7.5 million blacks below the poverty level, about t7
- 4

percent were family members. -A large proportionof 1ow-," come black family

webers were related children under 18 years (59 percent)1 about 70 percent,

of these children-weredm.families with'a female.head. y a small propor

:tion,of blacks below the low-indome'leVel were,aged'(8 rcent). (Table 9)

On the other hand, about three-fourths of the 16.3 million low-income whites.

Nem living in families. (rable 4) Of these, family menbers,,about one-half

were Aildren undei 18:.'Years,
and.&percent of these children Were in families .

headed by women. Persons-aged 65 and over Comprised 16 percent of the low-income

4hite population.- (Table 9)

FAMiliesJteaded by Women ija another group.that waS Overrepre-

sented among the poor, ,Of tIde 5.1 mIlliOn'ldv7in6ome families

in 1974, abdUt 46 percent we e headed by.a female. By compari-

son, only about.10 percent of all nonpoor families were female-

headed: Practically all of these low-income,female-headed '

families had at least one child under 184ears present: '(Table'5)

In general, low-incometamilies were more'1ikely torhave children

under. 18 years present than families above the dow,-income level.

.
(76 percent and 54 percent respectively). (Tab1ep5)

.
Over one-half (53 percent) of the 10.2 million children below the

poverty level in 1974 were in female-headed families.-TO reverse

the perspective, children ,in female"-headed families wet-War more

likely to be below the lowincome, level than those in male-headed

families (52 perdent compared to 9 percent). (-Table 4)

School-age children,(between 5 and-17 Years)comprised 31 percent'

of all poor persons ip 1974 and 23 percent of personSabove-the

Poverty level.' (table 3)

About'3.3 million-aged persons.were,below the poverty line in

over and accounts for 14 percent of all poor,persons. By mar-
1974. This amounts to'16 percent' Of all persons 65 years and

.parison, the.aged comprised about 10 percent of the population

above the pbverti.line. (Table 3)

The majority of aged poor persons were unrelated individuals

The.poverty rate for aged unrelated individUals was much higher

elderly persons who were family members (32 percent compared to

'About three-fourths of aged Unrelated individuals below the pover

women liVing alone. (.table 6)

(62 percent).
that for
ent).
e were

-About 53 percent of all poor families had a family .head who

worked'at some tiMe during 1974, and oethese low-income

2 2
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families headed by a worker, 36 percent were headed by a year-
round full-time worker. . (Table 7) As wouldube expected, a
higher proportion of low-income families with a male head than
with a female head worked in 1974 (63 percent compared te 40

percent).

Abolit.62 perCent of all low-income familial receive&soMe.im,-
tome frOm earnings. (Table 8) Not surprisingly,.a larger ro-

portion -of low-inoame families with male heads have inCome from

,earnings than faMilies, aded.by a female (72 percent compared
lcto 50 percentSoclal urity was the largest category of in-

come other thanearning .or lowincome families headed by a INUT

while Public assistance waS the largest category for families
headed by A-woman.

---_-_

,.. !

In sulateryi,the'current poverty population hap a higher propOrtion.of blaCks;,:

persons in families with alemalepead, and elderly.than both'the pOpulatioh--

above the povertylevel anti thwtotal.papplatiqp...[(Tabler9) SpeCial.attentiOn

will be focused on theie groUps alOngyith:theWorkingpoor in thelOilowing-
sectionsbn the characteristics'OfthepoVertypOPillation under -alternative
measures in-1974 and on the changes in the pOverty population over time. :8epat-

.,ate consideration has also been given to schooI-age children because of the:

.focus of this study on'Title I:of the Elementary and SeCondary Education Aci.
:,.

t
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CHANGESRESULTING FROM ALTERNATIVE POVERTY DEFINITIONS.

.
This section deals with the characteristics of the different poverty poppla-

tions whioh result when the various alternative definitions are used. Comparisons

will be made between the low-income population in 1974 based on the curnerft defi-

nition and.the populations which result from use of,each of the alternative Stan-

dards. Selected detailed statistics, summarizing the different poverty populations.

''are furnished for persons, families, and unrelated individuals in Tables D-1

'through-D-3. k

. .

SeslingtheNiammire

/Süccessively scaling the current poverty thresholds by 75 percent, 125: per-

46gnt, 150 percent, and 200 pIrcent has the latgest impact on the.number of poor.

persons; the poverty population is largest for 200 perceneoof.the current measure.: 1,

aima smallest for 75 percent of the current measure. A pattermof increase.is ob,

served-with.the upward shifts: for every 5 percent increase in the cur ent CutL .

offs: aPprOximately two milliOn persons are add to the poverty popula ion, and

the percentage of the popiilation counted as poor i reases one"perbentaje point.

This pattern was also,observed for the.downward shijft to 75 percent of the cur-

Kent Measure. As shown in Table 10t,' the number'o poor persons in 1974 rises

from 14.5 million with 75 percent of the current ure, or 7-percent of the

population to 69.4 million, or 33 percent of4the puration With 200 percent of

. the current measure. S.

Scaling the current measure bringS changes in the composition of the poon_as

.well as ip.the number'of poor. %ten the poverty thresholds are increased, the

mumber,of.poor increases an0 the composition of the ever larger poverty popula-

,tion approaches that of thftotal population.

Raising the Level.to 125 Percent ,

Raising
.

the curreni.thresholds to the 125 percent level increased the low-.

income population by about 10.4 million persons in 1974 and resulted ima total

poverty population of about 34.6`million persons. (Table-11) Of the 10.4 mil-

lion persons'who were added, about 7.8 million were'white, 2.4 million were black,

and .2 million were of other races. This addition increased the total numtper of

low-income white persons from 16.3 million to about 24 million and the total num-

ber of low-income blaCks from 7.5.million to about 9.8 millign. Aittlough,blacks

increased in absolute numbers, their shire of the low-income population declined

from 11 percent under the current measure to about 28 percent at the 125 percent

level. (Table 12) This is still about 2.5 times the 11 percent share which blacks

comprised ot the total p8pulation, but the decrease.is an example of a pattern of

declining minority representation which persisted'when the thresholds were raised

to the 150 and 200 percent levels.

.
'About 8.3 million or 81 percent of the persons who were added to the /ow-

incoMe population when the thresholds were raised to the 125 percent,("ntar poor")

leyel were family members. Of these additional family members, about 6.2 million

or 74 percent were living in male-headed families andithe remaining 2.1 million

or 26 percent were living in female-headed families. 1The number of persons in



. 0

male-headed families therefore incrgaSeci from aboUt fl million under the current,

measure to about 17 million, and.their iiiiFe-or-fh-VI--Ificome population in-

-creased from 56 to about 62 percent. Correspondingly, persons in female-headed

families represented a kaller proportion of the poverty:population-at 125 per-

cent)of the poverty level than at the currentslevel. (Tablemi2)-

As *he poverty thkesholds are raised from the current measure to the 125

percent level, the proportion of the poverty population comprised of school-age

children (children 5 to 17 years)'declined from 31 percent to 29 percent. On

the other --., the proportion o4low-income aged persons increassa from 14 per-

cent-t44 16 .-rcent ofoll poor persons. (Table 12) At the 125 percent level,

there were t 5.5 million persons 65 years arI1 over-below the poverty level

4. (U; ;omen of all gged persons). As the poverty thresholds are raised, many

eldftly `Social Security and pension income is onlyimarginally higher than .

tHrrren thresholds are "recaptured" as poor. (Table 11)

sing the threshcadS by.25 percent added about 2.3 hal ion families (Table

, 13) about 2.0 million unrelated individuals to the low-income universe in

197 (Table 11) The number of low-income families is, therefore, increased

fr., .1 million to about 7.4 million. About 6.8 million or 36 percent of all

unr. ated individuals are below 125 percent of the low-income level.

Many of the patterns observed for persons are paralleled by families when

the thresholds are raised, to the 125 percent level. For example, at the 125 pe -

cent level compared to the current level, families headed by blacks and women ,

became a smaller proporti9n of all low-income families whereas families headed

by an elderly person increase their share of all low-incoMe families. (Table 14)

Selected poverty rates, universe totals, and proportions-are shown inaables

11 through 14 for persons and families at the various alternate poverty levels."

A review of these data reveals the following additional information: ;

Families with children coMprised a smaller proportion of

families below the "near poor" level than of families

below the current level in 1974 (71 compared to 76 percent):

Nevertheless,, the proportion of such families-with children

was,atill.disproportionately high when compared with their

representation in the total population (56 percent of all

families).

Small families (of 2 persons) increased.from 33 to 35 percent

of all low-income families when the thresholdS were raised

to the 125 percent level.

Compared with their current poverty level-counterparts, family

heads below the "near poor" level were more likely to have\

worked at some time during the year. Nbre were likely to

-have received earnings income (65 percent compared to 62

percent) and fewer were likely to have received public

assistance income-(35 compared to'40 percent). A larger



mif

,
proportion of "near poor" families than current measure
'families receivedsome Social Secvrity income (28 percent
compared to 24 percent).

Raising to Higheigievels -- 150 and 200 Percent

.

'Generally, the patterns of change whIch occurred when the low-income thresh-

olds were raised to the 125'percent level versisted when the thresholds were

increased tq the 150 and 2db percent levels5 kreview of the poverty universe
_totals and rates furnished in'Tables 11 and 13 reveals the magnitude of the

acrosi-the-boardOcreases which occur. As may be seen, increasing the thresh-
oldii-to the 150 petcent revel raised the total number of poor persons to about

45.2 mdllion of 22 Percent of all'persons. When the Currentillresholds were
doubled; the.number of polOor reiehed 69.4 million aid the poverty rate was 33

perdent.
I

At the 150 percent level, the poverty rate for persons in familiei with a

female head was about 53 percent and at the 200 peicent level, the rate reached

64 percent. The poverty rates for blacks were also quite high at these levels

(49 percentS4nd 62 percent respectively). -(Table 11)

Although the poverty rates for persons in'families with a.female teed and

blacks were very higrat these increased poverty levels', the share of the low-

income population that these groups have is smaller than at the lower levels,

more closely reflecting their representation in the total population. (rable

12) While persons in familiei with a female head represented 44 percent of all

poor family members using the current Measure, and 39 percent at the'125 percent

level, they represented 33.percent of all pobr 'family members at th 150 perCent

level and declined to 25 percent of poor family members at the 200 Per ent level.

As the poverty level is raised from the current measure to 125 percent and

-150 percent and then 200 percent; the proportion of the low-income populatidn

that was comprj.sed of blacks declined from 31 percent to 28 percent, to 26 per-

cent, and then to 21 percent,.

Both the elderly and school-aged oeildren comprised a more stable propor-

tion of the poverty population than blacks and persons in female-headed families

as the thresholds are.raised to higher levels. At the ,200,percent level 28 per-

.-Apent of the low-income population was comprised of school-aged Childrenvthe
'tiguies were not much different at the 125 percentand 150'percent levels, and
at the current level, the proportion was 31 percent. (Table 12)

Similarly, about 15 percent of the poverty population was elderly at the no
percent level; the figures were about the same at the 125 percent and 150 percent

levelp.and about 13.6 percent of the poverty population was elderly using the,

current measure. (rable 12)

As the poverty levels are raised from the current level to the 200 percent

level, the proportion of low-income families in 1974 that were headed by workers

Increased from 53 percent to 63 percent. (Table 14)
,
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i% of-the. Current Level
, ,

.A.t:the 75% level,. there were 14.5 million persons below the .poverty.level in

)74.'.14Table p-1) This was the lowest poverty figure produced by any of the 12

LternativeS.: While this figure can be .used in some instancesto identify those

severelydn.need, it is important to note the limitations'of,the income. con-..

?Pt at this leVel.-

Of the families with incomes below 75 percent of the poverty level, about Af(
?rcent had incomes Of under $1,000....3/ This figure includes:those families that

are classified as having no income in the'income year,along idth thOse rePorting

loss in net incOme from-farm and.nonfarm self-employMent or. in rental income. .

raddition, many of these families were living on income "in kind," savingS,
: .

r gifts.. These sources are.not included as income in the CPS. Many werenewly
maitutei taMilieS'orlamilies in which the sole breadwinner had recently died

r had left the household.and whose incoMe was,:therefore, not counted as part of

le family's income.. On.the basis of available data, it isnot possible. to'de-.

?mime accurately the eConoMic well-being ofthese families. .A8 the poVerty

niel-is raised,' these families become &smaller proportion of the lowincome

ypulation.

In any event, the low-income population at the 75 percent level in 1974 was

jre likely to be comprised.of blacks and persons in families viith a female head

'Ian the-poverty population at the current level. (Table D-1) On the other

and, the elderly coMprised only 10 percent of all poor at the 75 percent level

=pared-to 14 percent'at the current level. School-aged children and families

aaded by workers represented about the same proportion of the poor at the 75

arcent.level as,at the current level.

implifications ofthe Poverty Definition

In contrast to the sharp changes observed in the size and composition orthe

ye-income population when the poverty measure was,scaled, very slight changes.

:cur whep the current poverty measure is simPlified.

Shifting from the current 124 census thresholds to the 62 nonfarm poverty

utoffs inbteased.the size of the low-income population by about 274,000 persons

frcm 24.3 million persons to 24.5 million). (Table 15) Further simplifying

he current definition to 31 male nonfarm thresholds yields a poverty count of

bout 25.1 million persons as does the last simplification to the weighted male

onfarm-thresholds.

Not surprisingly, such small changes in the total number of persons in pov-

rty.do.not alter the Composition of the current poverty population. Under the

hree simplifications, blacks still comprise 31 percent of all poor persons, per-

ans in,families with female-heads comprise about 44 percent of all poor family

embers ^(45 pereent under fhe /nd simplification), the elderly comprise about 14

ercent of poor persons, and .school-aged.children-represent 31 percent. (Tables

6-, 17, and 18)

14
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Singk-Dollar Poiferty Definitions

Using the low single-dollar standard ($3,2001 resulted.in a p4Alerty popula-

tion in 1974 of 17.4 million persons which 's considerably loWer than the fig-

-4Ceof 243 millionderived fropm the current ieasure, and is,-in r44, the lowest
1.,ofall the alternatives with theexceptien o ) 75 percent of the curreqt Measure.

4101n,thkother hand, the high standard (weight4d average threshold for a nonfarm

4-person family of $5,038 in 1974). resulted in a poverty copulation of 3207,mil-

lion which was someWbat lower than the figure of 34.6 million that restated from

the 125 percent.leVel. (Table 19)

,

.
Use of the single-dollar standard greatly altered the composition of the

.0Overty population in terms'of family status and age. Whileunrelated individ-

ruals represented about 20 percent of the current poverty popMlation, they repre-

sented aboulf.42'percent of the poverty_pOpulation using the low standard and 32

percent using th .high standard.-,1Table 201 :Use of the low standard increased

the'llumbev. of pcfr unrelated indiViduals from 4.8.million under the current

standard to 7.3 lion, and use Of the highstandardfurther increasedtheit

.nunber to 10.5 m.lion .:':The only figure for unrelated individuals ftoM the othen

alternatives that approached this figure was that'of 10.3 million at the 200'per,-.Y.

Oent level. (Table 111 This is not surprising since tbe single-dollar cutoff qt

$5038 fOr an unrelated individual waa considerably-higher-than the cutoff for'

Most of the other alternativeS.

Closely related to the increase in the-proportion of.unrelated

in the poverty populations derived from the twOsingle-dollarqutoffs istttein-
;crease in the.proportion of the qlderly in these poverty populations. (Table,20)

While .

the elderly-represented 14Petcent of the pOor'under thel.:current measure -

they represented 29 percent of.the pOor under the low stapdard and 27 percent

under the high standard.

Conversely,eschObl-aged children represeed a much smaller proportion of

th e poor Un thder ese single-dollar alternativ s than under the current measure.

.The proportion dropped from 31 percent under the current measure to 17 percent

for.the low standard and 18 percent for the high standard. (Table 20)

Blacks alsofiepresented a smaller proportion of the poverty population under

these two alternativesthan under the current meagure, but the change wis not as

dramatic .as for schoor-aged children.' (Table 20)

About 3.4.millionlamflies had. incomes below $3,200. (Table 21) 'This was

the Smallest nimber of poor families produced by any of the various alternatives .

that are being tested with the exception of the 75 percent alternative.

7.5 million families had incomes below the nonfarm 4-person threshold of $ 038.

6

-

-'Tab1e-22 shows that compared witttheir census lOw-income'counterprts, fam-
ilies whose incomes arebelow $3,200 or $5,038 were more likely to be dmall (less

thah three persons): This is because the single-dollar cutoffs do not allow for

differences in family.size; large and small families have the same cutoff.

hile the $3,200 level Is near-the qutoff for small families under .tbe.qurrent

definition, it is lower than the cutoff for large families, thus resulting in a :



disproportionately high number of small families. On the otherhami, the $5,038

cutoff is much higher than the census dutoff for small families, again resulting

.111 a disproportionaly4igh,number of smal families., In addition, Table 22 shows

that low-ircometamilies under the single-dcalar cutoffs dompared to families be-

lowr-the current definition were more likely to be childless, headed by an aged

person, w?ite, and to be receiving Social Security incane and less likely, to have

worked at some time during 1974. Families headed by immen represented about tilè .

same proportion of all poverty families under the $3,200 cutoff as under the.cdt-

,rent measureybereas'they'represented a
smalleMpropoaion under the high.single-

dollar cutaCtilan.under the cut.renfineasure.

Median-Based Poverty Definitions

10.

In 1974, 36.4 million persons or. about 17.4 percent of the population were

in families or were unrelated individuals with incomes of less than one-half.the

national median ($6,418 for families and $2,220 for unrelated individuals).

(Table 23) This figure of 36.4 million poor was considerably higher than

the census figure of 24.3 million; in fact it was somewhat higher than the

figare of 34.6 million at the 125 percent level. (Table 11)

Although.the toial'nuber af poor was higher when one-half the median was

Itiecl"than when the current poverty-Ievel was used! the number oftunrelated indi7;

viduals was lower under this alternative. (Table 23)/ This fs to be expected.be-:.

cause the cutoff Of $2,220 representing one-half themedian for unrelated individ-

uals in 1974 was lower than the census nonfarm thresholds for unrelated individu7

als. Unrelated individuals comprised about 20 percent of the current poverty pop-,

ulation, but they represented only 12 percent of the poverty population generated

'by one-half the national median. (Table 24)

While unrelated individuals repiesented a smaller proportion of the poverty

-population below one-halfthe median than below the current poverty level, the

elderlyrepresented a higher proportion (21 percent compared to 14 percent).

(Table 24) The elderly population resultin§ from this poverty definition was

unique'because it included so many family members. About 76 percent of the poot

elderly below one-half the median were family members compared to 38 percent for

the current poverty level. (Table p-lj

In contrast to the.elderly, sdhool-aied children comprised a smaller propor-

tion of the population below one-halfthe.median tfian below,the current poverty

level (23 percent compared to 31 percent). (Table 24)' In fact; the proportion

_of children in the poverty population below.one-half die median wasvery close to

the proportion of school-aged children in the total population. pray the two

thgle-dollar standards yielded populations comprided of,smallepprOportions of

1-aged children.

Blacks and persons in families wtth a female head alio comprised smaller

prozortions of the povertypopulation belOw,one-half the median than below the

current.poverty definition. (Table 24)

About 10.9 million familidd have incomes of less than one-half the median

(Table 25) -- the second largest number of poor families resulting from the'

2 9
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alternatives tested; Only by doubling the current poverty threshol are more

poor families produced. (Table 13) One-half the median is, in effed a single-

dollar threshold for families and thus families below $6,418 have cha cteristics

similar to those below the two other single-dollar thresholds; Le:, th y are

more likely to be small, elderly, and childless than their current mea re counter-

parts. (Table,26)

The second median-based measure was nStructed by u$ing one-half the4110Mk,,

tional median family indome as the base. e FamiW threihold (nonfarm 4...person

male-headed family with I 'children) and ájtitjng it for the remainiqg family'

types Using the need equivalence rates shor lior Table 2. ,44

IF,

!goving from a median-based poverty measure that is not adjusted for family

,si. etto onethat is adjusted has a pronounced effect on the distribution of the

1 income population by family status even thOugh the Size.oflipe total lbw-

incame population is not affected mpch. (It remained at'about 6 milkion for

both relative measures.). As itay be seen from Tab/e 23, adjusting fot family com-

pOsition and "need" increases the total number of poor unrelated individuals from

4.2 million to 7.1 million. Uhrelated individuals now represent about the same

proportion of the poverey population as under-the current measure (20 percent)..

(Table-24) On the dther hand', the number of poor families decreased from 10...9

million to 7.8 million. (Table 25)

-In addition, adiusting the.median for family size makes the composition of

the inedian-kienerOed poverty populationlmore like the current poverty populatiol r

in terMs of age. School-aged children riepresentel 29 percent of.the adjusted

median poverty population compared, too23 percent for the unadjuSted median and"31

percent for the current Aeasure. The elderly declined from 21 percent of the

poverty population using the unadjusted median to 16 percent using the adjusted

median while the proportion for the current poverty population was 14 percent.

(Table 24)

Actually, the'composition of the poverty population for the adjusted median

in terms of race and sex of head as well as age was 'very similar, to the composi-
tion of the poverty population below 125 percent of e poverty level because the

cutoffs for the base family were close ($6-,418 for aff themedian and $6,250 for

125 percent) and the equivalence scales Were th same.

Table 25 shows that moving from an unadjusted median to a median-based mea-

sure,adjusted for family size cadges the following,dhahgeS to ocdur to.the pov-

erty rate for families in terms of age of family head,' size of family,' and'

'pr.eSence of children:

The poverty rate for older families declined from 43 percent using

the unadjusted standard to about 18 percent using the adjusted

median-based thresholds. The pierty rate for 2-person families
de4ined from 29 percent to 13 percent while the poverty rate for

large (five, plus person) families increased from 13 percent to 20,

percent. There wasra'dramatic reduction in the poVerty rate for

childless families (from 22 percent to 11 peicent) .

3 0
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,
When the third median-based measdre is used and one-half the median income

of a "in5ié4" Or base case family is adjusted using the current poverty measure

equivalence scale, the population which results is close in number, and composition

to the poAmlation which results when the current thresholds are increased by 50

percent because wing the equivalence scale to adjust.one-half a "typical" ,

family's'median Dicome ($7,002 in 1974 yields a mattix- of4overty aireshoIds.'.

that is very similarato the one whiairesults when the poverty thresholds' -

are raised/Ito the 150.percent level. ($7,500 is the cutoff for a "typical"

;family at the 150 percent level.) An examination of the appropriate columns

,and-data items in Tables 23 through 26 and 11 through 14 will indicate the

-extent of these similarities.,

.Sunimary . . . ,

.
.

The ffect of ihe alternative poverty definitiOns on the'nwiliber and,char-

acterist'cs of those who would be.bounted as poor is substantial:in woe ca

The compbsition of the poor varies the most with two basic chariges in the poverty

definit op: leirst, large increments in the levelof the thresholds, and second,

eliit tibft of the variations by family size. 1 -
,

Wile there were sharp changes in the number of poor under the 12 alter,-

native measures, the proportion-of the poverty population composed of school-aged

11414d

children was fairly stablevranging from 28 perce t to 32 percent for all the mea-

sures tested with the exbeption of those that wer ot adjusted for family size

(the two single-dollar Cutoffs'and half thelp. S. tan unadjusted). The pro-

portion was considerably lower under these measures (17 perdent for the low .:

single-dollarbutoff, 18 percent for the high single-dollar cutoff, and 23 per-.-,-.

cent for the unadjusted median). (Figure 1)
,

,

Similarly, the p oportion of the poverty population compoied of the elderly

iSngeefrom 13 to 17 percent for all the measures tedted with the exception of '

those invarianewitturespect to family size and the 75 percent level. In this

situation, the proportion was considerably higher using the famgy size, invariant

measures than for most of the other measures. The elderly represented about 29

percent of the poverty population under the low single-dollar cutoff, 27 percent

under the high single-dollar cutoffe:and 21 perCent Using half the unadjusted

median. In contrast, the elderly represented only 10 percent.of the poverty pop-

ulation.'beloV the 75 percent level. (Figure 2) - ,
-,.. '

+ I

,
-.Generally, as the poverty levels were increased the composition of the low--

income population in terms of race, sex, and work experience of the family head

approached that ofthe total population. when the cutoffs were raised, families

headed by workers,becaie a larger proportion of poor families while blacks and

,persons-in families with a female head became a smallet proportion of the poor.,

However, even at the 200 percent leyel, blacks and"persons in families with a '

female head were overrepresented among the"poor compared to.the total population.

(Figures 3 and 4)- The invariant poverty. thresholds,lan the,other hand,,produce a
;.

poverty population,with proportionatellwfewer families (especially large fami-

lies), more unrelated individuals, fewer'female-headed, and more elderly.

4
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,The simplifications og the curtent poverty measure, by eliminating distinc--

Htioni gOr Sex of head, farm residence, and presence of children, have a negligi-

ble effect on both the size and composition of the poverty population.

32
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DIFFERENCES OVER TIME

Poverty defihitions differ 0.the Manner in-Which they are updated over time.

All measurgs baSed on'the:C4rxvtdekinition are updated each year IA, the percent-,

.

.,age:fncrease in the annug,COnsumer,'Price,Index (absolute,or fixed measures). f

(The relative measures, bagbd,on median intome, are updated each year as income

01AI/6Th-change. Only one ofAhlipoverty measures an4lyzed, the $3,200.single-,

dollar threshold (low single-dollar threshold) was invarant over.time4 ',This 4

section considers changes in theeffeCt of iheAifferent povertir meagures'Avet ":'".

time, with.a view to OeterminiNg the-stability 'of:the patterns oaerved;in the

1974 data.. The,analySis in this Settion isbas ,fon speOial4abtilations frOM .,..,

sthe March Current Population SurveYs foi 1968,. 1 79, 1972, 1974.,: and,19/5.

(calendar or income years1967, 1969, 1971, 19731, and 1974) For this analysis,

it is convenient to distinguish between the ielative' measures and all of the

othert. For this purpose, the term "fixed measures" will be used throughOut

this *section to connote the non-relative measUres. _, .

,,
,

,'
.

i.4 ' ,
: ... ,

4r, 4etween.196,Z,and 1974, the total population_incigased by almost 15 million

perSonsiand-th Obverty population under the current definition dropped.from

...almost 28 million to 24 million. (Table27):,.The.-4estent was.not smooth, how-

evee, with increaqS.occurring between 1969 and 1971 and betWee0973:anql.#74.

(Figure 5) This same trend was reflectedgin theAhree progreasive siinplifica-

tj.ons of the current mea§ure, in the four scalingS*of the current measure.(75

rtent';'125 percenti159 percent., and AO percent) and with the high single-

llar cutoff. 5/ As would be expeCted, the inVariant'threshold of,p3,200 re-

lte&in a'lar5e and steedy.fall;..in the number of poor peisons-from 29 million

i 1967 to 17 million in 1974. Thit.illustrated what w9uldihapper0f,poerty

cu offs Were not ad/1sted forrising prices or a rising standard Ofliving:

,. ,

The poveity counts from.the relative measurea; based on median incorriehex-

hibited much lge AEiation:overtime than the 4xedideasures..-For 50 perdent of

an

.

..tke:iiiedi inC. e for four-person'fai4iies, adjuated, the qounts,were,virtually

.invariant, al.clb..foe-S0 perCentdof median family fhcome, adjusted, onlyali4htly

'more change over title wakapparent. hiith the unaOjustbd- 50 pertent Ula.e'median

.inCome, the number Of-poOrTersons increased between.1967 and 1973, an' repained

,abOut the 'same between. 1973 and 1174. In fact, none of the'telative measures

. resulted in ah increase in the.number of poortetween 1971 and 1974, as4did the

. fixed measures. (Table 27). ,

.

'. The,difference'in the changes in the numberof poor between 1967 and *197

using fixed and relative measures tan be explained by the difference injphe p o-

.
cedure used to update these' measur6S. .AS.shown imlable 28 the poveety-thresh7...,

olds updated by chafiges'in the Consumer:PriceIndex (all but the median-based

relative measUres and the low single-dollar cutoff) have.increased about 48 per-

.

cent between 1967 and 1974 whereas.the relative cutoffs'have.indieased by about

.. 62 percent.dUring,this ame periOd. In other words,.betWeen 1967 and 197t me- .

kh
':dian income"has.increas d more than the costof living asMeasured by the CPI-:..

..... Becausethe.tutoffs for e median7based measures haveleept.rpace with theover7

,'-," .

all increase in income level between 1967,and 19/4,..thenumber of poor based on
c:y1
- theise measures did not decline:,--However, sing0. the.cutoffs.for thermeasures

.,

r, r:', , .33
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updated by the CPI did not keep pace with the overall increase in income level,

the number of poor based on these measures decreased.
.

There were two time periods, however, during which real median income did

not increase -- 1969-1971, and'1971-1974. During the 1969-1971 period there was

no significant change.in real Median income,'and between 1973 and 1974-real me7

dian income declined Parallelling thedecline in real median income between

the'cutOffor the meddan*based relative measures did not in-

4f3se-as much as toe CUtoffpfor the 4xesimeasures'and, therefore, the poverty

'eclig,IttAted oTtherelatile measures did ribt increase aedidi,the count based on
.

the fiXed.measures.

Figure 6 shows that the poverty rate for ati4ersons under the altetnative

measures followed the same trend' as the number of poOr betvieen 1967 and'I'97;re.

Elderly

- The Iargest4diffetences from the genera attern of poverty rates ovet time
-

'were observed among theelderly'and.petsons in.feMale7headedjamilies: 1For.the

elderly,.the poverty rates.undet all ddfinitions displayed a andrsteady

'downward trend"frpm 1967 to,1973,(particularly bet6een 1971 and 1971). .As. would

Wexpecte44 thb decline inthe poverty.rate.4x the elderly was not as sharp

using the relative measutes as:for the fixed measUres; and the constant $3,200

.Cutoff,yielded the largeat decline. '(Table 29) This improvementin the economic

.position of the elderly is largely a result of increades in Social Security bene-

fits after 1970 and to a'lesser extent, larger and more widespread private

pensions
,

a

Between 197Yand. 1974 §gdial Security benefits incretised at aboUt the s

rate as the CPI in'coniiast-TO the larger increases obgerved n the early 197

-The poverty rates for the elderly appeared tO decline .tod6hat'for all measures ..

between 1973,and 1974. HoweVer, because of saMpling variability, a definite state-

ment can only be made about therslifferences fdr the relative measUres; other small

differences were not statistically significant at"the 95 percent cohfidence level.
4

Nevertheless, the povertyltate for tlib,ederly';in1974 wage/ell below ,t,411e

rate in 1967 under, all the alternatives. Figure 7 shows that in 1974 the*verty

rate for the elderly under the current measure was approximately the same ag fote

schoOl-aged children, whereas in 1967 the rate for the elderly was considerably

higher than that for school-aged children (30 percent compared to 16 percent).

1he gap'between the.poverty rate for the elderly and school-aged children has

narrowed under the other alternatives too. ,

. .

Reflecting the overall-decline in poverty incide ce for the elderly, the

elderlyrOave become a smaller proportion of the poor ince 14967 under all

meastle.with the exception.of the 150 and 200.percent levels. At the 150

percent levei,,they represented about the same proportion of the poor as in

.1967, and at the 200 Fercent level, they represented a higher proportion.

(Figure 8)
-7 -,
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Femak-Headed Families
,

.In,contrast to the steady decrease in the pOverty rate for.the elderly be-

tween 1967 and 1973, the poverty rate for persons in faMilies with a feMale head

increased underall three relatiVe measures during this period. (Table 30)

Between'1971.and,1974, however, the poverty,rate for per$ons in families headed

by a woman decreased under these measures. This pattern of a rising poverty rate

to 1973 folloWed by a, driop was even more,pFonounced for families receiving public

assistance under the relative measures, .,1?!,fact, for all poverty definitions,

the decAine in thg poverty rate from.1973 to 1974 was very serong for families

recelving..Oublic assistance. /4Table 3.1)'

-"

*In cohtrast to the relative measures, Under the fixed measures;the poverty

rate for persons in familie$-With a TeMtle head,,,either,showed,a sijt decrease
betweens196,7 and 1974, or else the cHante was n6t seatisticany s1gificarit
Under the low single,dollar cbtoff,.there-was ,a.sharp decrease in the poverty

rat,@.fdr persons in families witth a female head between 1967 ind 1974.
.1

Persons in families with a female head represented an increasing proportion

of.all poverty persons under =each measure between 1967 and 1974. While growing

from 9 to X1 percent of the general population, this group rose from 25 percent

of thelooVerty populatiod under the current measure in 1967 to 35 percent in

1974. (Figure .9). Gains of.5 to 10 percentage points weee made under the'alter-

native measures. Families receiving public assistance experienced an ever larger

growth over the period,'from 4 percent to 8 percent,of all families and from 21

percent to 40 percent of poor families under the current measure. (Figure 10)

School-Aged Children and Blacks

,
chool-aged children

:the low-income, Population
,(Tables 32 and 33) while
portion-of the'polor-und

and' blacks remained a fairl
under all the alternatives

ilies.With'earnings hàve
Aefinitions since, 1967.

In both 1967 and 1974 theY representedthe loWest-propdition-of tHe poor unde

the low single-dollar butoff and the highest proportion under.the 200 percent

alternative. UnrelatedindividuarS have become an increaSing proportion of

the low-income populatioruhderall alternatives with the exception of the

75 percent measure. ,The increase was sharPest.for the two 'single-dollar cut-:

offs. '(Table 35). ,

constant propoetion Of,
peen 1967 and 1974
ome a,declihing .pro-

le 34; Figure 11)

Although there were changes in the composition of the poor in terms of the

elderly and persons in families with a female head between 1967 and 1974, the

findingtrom the 1974 data that even at the'200 percent,level these two groups

as well as 1Q1acks were overrepresented among'the poor held true for other years.

.The.regularity of the increase in the number of poor.personS olSserved fOr

the-1974 data as,the cUrrent poverty,thresh&dt'are raised successively to the
200,percent level was.also.observed for the 1973 data for each. in6rease

_Of 5 percent in the current poverty Matrix; an additional 2 million peisonswere

'co-tinted as r.: The increase in the poverty count for the 1969 ani,1971 data
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.averaged about.2.4ABi1lion fOr each 5 percent ncrease in the poverty cutoff andh

in.1967 the increase,aVeragedebout 2.6 million *For all years, the increase in

( the poverty pdint was, slightly highei for the 15 -200 percent interval thanfOr

the other inteivals'; (Takaes,36;4q)C

ummar*
.

.

'The subgroups that deviated most from the general pattern,noted for the

total. population of declining poverty rates under the fixed measures and fairly

ConStant poverty rates.under the
relat've.measures between1967 and 1974 were

7-.

ththe

elderly declined under* the relative easures as well aSurider the fixed.
&q The'elderly and personsin,families wi a female head. e poverty rate for

:,,.. meaeures.during the 1967.to 1974 pericd.While the.poverty ratelbr perSons /me. .,.

familieó with a female head reMained(fairly constant Under the'fixed Measures :,...

Hbetween 1967;,:ag01.197 4;13ut showed.an incfease under, the -relative measures be-

tween 1967 aAd-1973.and: en'a drop beWe40' 1973 an8.1. 4. '

. .
, . .

For some of
r

th ;;iubgibups euchle1 blaC4,and untelated individuaid, t1,je lpv-
erty rates..0o.not a ar to folloWthe saMe general trendS as,for'theto -p-,:,

UlatiOnvin fact in i&ne instances it is,difficuit to.pinpoint a pattern ¶Is eiii

.'groups, howeier, comprise relatively small pftortions of the tOtarpopUlation JP
, .

and Consequently small.changes oveetiMe are difficult to measure.froksample

surVey results. .- .. ,

.

. . .

In.general, thke are two differences in the trends:for dubgroUps compared to

Alle.overall trends-for the general population. The poverty rates under.the rela-

tive.measures were not as stable and constant,for,the subgroups over the peeiod*,

although.the difference was not consistent among the subgroups. Both upward and

downward trends were observed in addition to,greater variability in bOth direc.,

'
tionS, from one year to the next. The greater variability Observed for the Sub-

groups may 'hot actUelly'Mean thatAhe Opeme distribution of-subgroups4s ...

4,r4ot ae stable as the didtribution for the population as a whole, but rather

that we-have% harder tily4measdring.the distribution for subgroups over time

because of the small sa*le size of sOMe of the groups. Ais0, these'differences

may reflect'changes in the composition,of: the copulation as,a,whole. -ksecond

difference was that the poverty rates of the subgroups at successively higher

leVels.of the current thresholds, especially 200 percent of the current measure,

...diel.not exactly mirror the pattern over time of the poverty rates with the
, . , ,

/

cureent measure. . .
,..

a ,

.t

-Although.some,rather large changesin povertyrates and in the codpotition

:of the poor occurred over 'the eight-year'period,' the differences between anY two./

adjacent yeaes were pia large. Furthermore, the same groups were overrepresents0
'. I. .

amang the poor in 1974 as in 1967.
1

7,
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GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION OFPOVERTY

The pr.eceding sections have dealt with theeimpact Of the thirteen poverty

definitions at the national' level, based on tabulhtions from the March Current

:Population Surveys. ,,:Although the CPS is' geOgraphically.representative, the

sampleSize of:AboUt 47,000 households is not large Olough to yield statistically

reliablesstimates of the number of poor* the state level; thit-pOiht has been
A

further,elaborated in Chapter III of TOO. MOasure-of Poverty. Therefore, in Order

,, to' investigate the impaCt of the definitions on the geograPhic distribution of

it Was neCeSsary.tO ute the.Cte Perdent Sample,of the.1970 Census of-'

)N47414tion, which-oghtains over 6"millionthouseholds. This Section discusses

data,for:the.peVerty pOpulation by 'statesA.ny1969..

1

Differentes Between CPS and Decennial Censtig StatisticsY

Staattios on.income in 196 collected in the 1970 census differ from data

.
for that year from the Current.' Poçilatioi Survey of March 1910 despite the fact

,that the same ballic concept was used in both instances. In general, the ni.uuer

of persons and Millet below'the poverty.level reported in the cansus is hicjter

than that reported in the Current Population Survey. The number of poor per

ih the 1970 census was 27.1 million compared to 24.1 million derived from the

,

5.0 million, respectively
March 1970'Current Population Survey. The comparable Tures for low-income

families were 5.5 million and

9t

There are several reasOns for these differences. ,In the first place, the

,

small.grouwof.Current,Population Purvey intercriewers Was more experiencediand

had more,intensive training and superVision than the'large number of tempoiary-

census enumerators and may have more often obtained more accurate answers from

reapondents. FurthermoreappioxiMately 60 percent of the households were self7

enumetated in the' 1970 census.. Moreover, income data in the Current Population

SurVey-are based,on responses to separate questions'on eight types of income, as

well as responses to additional yes,-no circles within three.of theSe questions,

ishereas in the Census six questions were used. In addition; college students are

generally enuMerated at their own homes,in the Curtent Population Survey and

classified at family members, bUt were enumerated at their college residende in,

the census, usually as secondary individuals.

Changes in Shares ofPovetty Population

. Ae .

Concept about the geograOhicdistribution of poverty arises from the Manndr _

in whiCh funds are distribUted under Title I of the'Elementary and,Secondary Ed- *

'ucatiOn ACt." The formula allocates available funds'accOlding to the number of

school-aged children in families with incomes belowthe aPpropriate povertycut-.

offs. Thus, the releVant.ctiteriOn is a state's. share of the pool of eligihde

children (i.e., of the national count of poor, scE3-67aged children). TherefOre,

the analysis in this section is concerned with changes in the share of the total'

ptherty popul'ation fiom the share'existing under,the current off4cial poverty'

measure. .Tables 38 to 41 sh37Me.distribution of poor persOns and children by
state- for the alterhatiVe meatures, of poverV, as,well.as the povertTrates for

these grOups under the alternative measures.
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Figure 121111ustrates the changes. in the share of poverty for each region

under the alternative poverty definitions. In each case, the bar on'the graph

represents the region's share of the povett population under eich definition

%.Wative to its share under the current def ition, As an aid in comparing

effeCts, we introduce the notion,of a Share r tio,- defined as a region s per-

centage-of the nation's poor popUlation resulting from an alternative measure

divided by its percentage resultihg fromthe current definition. (Both percent,-

,alpeSar based-on the same yeae, 1969.) A ratio of 1.0 indicates that a region's

'Led
lhate i jinchanged by the alternative measure; a ratio sMaller thin 1.0 indicates

a decr share. For example4,the Northeadt contains.17.9 perbent of the 27.4'

'million poor persons in the United States under the cutrent definition in 1969;

raising the current poverty threshoalds by.25.percent results in a poverty popula-

tion of 37.5 million persons,
of'which 18.4 percent reside in the Northeast.

Therefore, the share ratio for the Northeast under the'upward scaling of the cur-

tont measure by 25 percent is 1.03 (18..4/I7.9). 4
,

Several broad, regional patterni emeige from Figure 12. The South's share of

poor persons generally decreases, or remains unchanged, f'or every alternative pov-'

ertymeasure, with the exception of 75 percent of the current measure. In this

.situdtion,, the South's share-increases slightly. Conversely, the other regions

generally increhse their share of the poverty population.
.

.

These r 'onal obanges,- for the most part, are nOt large. Significant

16
changes' (5 pe nt orlhore) from the share of poverty under the current'measure

occur only wh the current official poverty matrix is raised by 50 percent or

, 100 rcent or when the single-dollar thresholds are used. The progressive'iimr

ons of the current -official measure have a negligible iMphict on the re-

lional distributions-of poverty. Both single-dollar'thresholde'reduee the South's

, share of poor persons.by 9,percent, increase the North Central's by 9 percent, and

increase the West's and the Northeast's by about 6 to 7 percent. -Braising the cur-

rent official poverty matrix by 100 percent decreases the South's share by 13 per-

cent, increases the Northeast's and North Central's shares by 12 to 13 percent,

and increases the West's share by 6 percent.

These broad regional patterns obscure same differences at the state level.

FOr ekample, by using 75 percent of the,cUrrenemeasure, Mississippi and the

Diatrict of Columbia increase their share of the poverty population more than

does the South as a whole, while Delaware, Oklahoma, and Texas decrease their

shares.. A.lot all Southern States consistently reduce their share of the poverty

population for the other 11 alternative poverty measures, as does the South as

.. ,

a whole.- - .
, . -

Several alternatives increase the positions of Florida, Maryland, Oklahoma,

.;andlarginia, although usuallY only slightly. Several Southern States have

greater losses than does-the South as a whole. Three States in the North Central

region experience a significant loss (i.e., larger than 5 percent of their pre-

sent share of the national poverty population): North Dakota under both the

$3200 single-dollar cutoff and 75 percent of the current measure, and Iowa and

Minnesota under 75,percent of the current measure. Other states in this region

experience slight losses for same alternatives,.and the pattern of significant

gains varies among the states for the different alternatives'. All Northeastern
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States with the exception of Rhode Island and Connecticut experience 'signifioant

losset at 75 percent of the current measure. Rhode Island is the only exCeption

to the general rise in, the share of the poor in the Northeast States:under the:

/other altepativest its share is reduced consistently,, although significantly
only once. NOW York does pOt exhibit a significant gain or loss in its share
of.the poor:under any alternative studied with the exception of the 75 percent

measure. A mixed pattern_is observed'among the states in the Western region,
with more states exPeriencing a relative decline in their share of poverty than
,in the Northeast and NOrth.Central regions. However, few of these losses are

:sigillficani. New Mexico and ArizOna axe the most coniistent losers underthe
-alternatives, and Idaho, Montana, ahd Wyoming the most consistent and sighifi-
..:cantgainers in the West. Tables 42 and 0-4 provide detail on the effect of
the alternative poverty measure on each state's share of the poor.

Similar patterns of eeglonal changes are apperent.for poor school-aged chil-
dren in'Figure43. In all regions except the West, the gains.and lossesere
generally larger and More significant than in Figure 13. TWo important differ7-

ewes. fromthw geographic distribution of poor perSons jUst described,can be
..nOtettc VirstTwith the two single-dollar thresholds, the South's share of poor
school-aged children does not significantly decrease. Also under these two pov-
erty measures, fewer North Central,' Northeastern, and Western States experience

an increase in their share of poor school-aged children than experience an .in-

creaSein their share of all poor persons.

Sec9ndi the' relative measures based on median in&ope, which have very little

impact On the geographic distribution of the total poverty population, do affect
the.geographic distribution of poor school-aged children; Under these definitions
Of poverty,.the South's share 'of poor school-aged children declines relative
to its share under the current poVerty measure. Many Southern States experi-
ence significant losses; only the District of ColuMbia significantly increases

its share of.poor school-aged children with the unadjusted 50 percent of median

income, and only Delaware does so with the two adjusted relative measures.
(Tables 43, D-5) States in the Northi@entral, Northeast, and Western regions
generally increase their share of poor stol-aged children under these relative

. measures? frequently significantly. The lative measure defined Ss 50 percent
-of the median inOte of a nonfarm family of four with a male head and two chil-

.dren (adjusted for family size and composition with the equivalence scale in the
current poverty matrix) produces the largest regional differegcei of these three
measures. Under this measure, theSouth's.share of poor school-aged children is
reduced Oy 7 percent; the share in the North Central and Northeast regions is
incieased by 10 percent and 8 percent, respectively. Only the West does not
.appreciably.Change its share.under this measure.-

In addition to the regional patterns, it can be observed that the more
populated states as a group .increase their share of poor persons more than other

states as the poverty lines are' increased. When the poverty lines are set at

150 percent of the official thresholds, the national poverty rate is increased by
10.4 percentage points; however, over half of this increase is attributable to
low-income persons living ln the eleven most populattstates. As a group, these

thstates contain 48 percent of e poverty population er the current poverty
thresholds and 51 percent of the poverty population under the thresholds set at

150 percent of the current thresholds.
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FOOTNOTES TO TECHNICAL PAPER XVIII

1. See Chapter ñi and Technical Paper IX for Zditional details on

the Current Population Survey.

2. See Current Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 102, "Characteristics

of the Population Below the Poverty Level: 1974," for more detail on the

limitations of the income data derived from the CPS.

3. Table D.-1 and Current Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 102,

"Characteristics.of the.Population Below:the Poverty Level: 1974," Table 35.

4. See Chapter IV of The Measure of Poverty for more details on the
o

equivalence scales.

5. It is impossible to distinguLsh these measures on the graph in

Figures 5 and 6. Because of their similarity with the current measure,

these measures were not included in Tables 27 and 29 to 37.

4 0
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-Table 1. .Income Thresholas at the Curreqt Poverty Level in 1:974 byj'Sex.df
Head, Size of .Family, and.Number, of Related Children Under la Years Old,

by Farm-Nonfarm Residence

6tie of family. unit
Number of telated Ihildrem under 18 ydars old

.-NONFARM

Male Head :

arson (unrelated indiv.) :
mdör 65 'years

5 years and over
arsons:. .-

asad.under 65 years
Dad 6.5 years Mnd over
arsons
arsons..
arsons
arsons
r more persona-

. Female Head /

arson (unrelated indiV.):
ader 65 years
5 years Mnd over
arsons:
aad under 65 years
aad,65 years and over
arsons'

arsons
?rsons
?.rions

r more Persons

FARM

Male Head

arson (umrerated
oder 65 years
5 years and over
?raons:
!ad under 65 years
?ad 65 years and
arsons

arsons
!rsons

?rsons
r more persons .

_Female Head

arson (unrelated indiv.):
:der 65 years
i years and over
Irsons:
?ad under 65 years
rad 65 years and over
trsons

orsons
!rsonS

,rsons
more persons

Node 6 or more

$2,658
2,187

3,324 $3,724
2,985 3,724
3,870 3,996 34,223
5,103 5,178 5,000 35 252
6;158 6,232 ,5,88b $6.006
7,063 7;087 6,937 6,786 ; 6,585 $6,686
.8,896 8,972 8,796, .8,645 8,445 8,142 !- $8,068

$2,458
2,357

3,072 $3,353
2,948_ 3,353

3,745 3,566 ..$3,946

4,900 5;075 5,053 35,000
5,881 6,058 6,032 5,982 $5,781
6,862 6,987 6,937 6,886 6,660 36,457
8,619 8,746 8,720 .8,645 8,419 8,244 37,841

32,258
2,030

2,8 . $3,165
2,5 3,165
3,29 3,397 tq,s90
4,33 4,402 4,249 34,465

-6.?3 5,298 5,127 4,998 35,106
6,003 6,024 5,897 5,768 5,597 $5,683
7,562 7,627 7.477 7,348

7,12
6,921 $6,858.

$2,089
2,002

2,611 32,851
2,506 2,851
3,183 3,033 33,355
4,165 4,313 4,294 $4;249

,4,998 5,149 5,127 5,085 $4,914

\5,832 5,939 5,897 5,853 5,662 $5,489
7,325 7,435 7,412 .7,348 7,156 7,007 $6,665

20
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4rable 2. Equivalence Matrix Implicit in Current Poverty Measure

Size of Family Unit

Number of Belated Children Under 18 Years'

.None 1. 2 3 4 5 6 oe
more

NONFARM

Male Head

1 person (unrelated individual :

Under 65 years
65 years and over

2 persons:
Head Linger 65 years
.Head 65/years aAd over

3 persons*

peisons

5- persons

6 pgrsons

7 persons or more

Female-Head 4 ,1

1 person (unrelated inaividual):

Under 65 years
65 years.and over

2 persons: 4

Head under 65 years
Head 65'years and over

3 persons

'4 persons

5-, persons

6 persons

7 persons or more'

53

48

67 74

60 74

77 80 84

. 102 104 100 105

123 125 121 118 120

141 142 139 136 132 134

178 179 176 173 169 163

49

47

61. 67

59 67

75 71 79

98 102 101 1(10

4 ;

118 121 121 12() 116'

137 140 139 138 -133 129,.

172 175 .174 173 168. 168

4 2

161.

167

-1,
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Table 2. Continued

Size of Family Unit
Number of Related Children tinder 18 Wars
None 1 2 3 4 5 6 or

more

FARM

'Male Head

1 person (unrelated individual):
Under. 65 years
65 years and over

2 persons:
Head under 65 yearg
Head 65 years and over.

persons

4 persons I

5 persons
4,4

6 persons

7 persons or more

Female Head

1 person (unrelated individual):
Under 65years
65 years and over

.2 persons
Head under 65 years
Head .65 years and over

3 persons

.4 persons

persons

6 persons

7 persons or. more

4 3'

30

45
41

57 63
514 63

66 68 72

87 88 85 89

105 106 1Q3 100

120 120 .118 115
j j

151 153 150 147

42
40

52 57
50 57

64 61 67

83 86 86 85

100 -103 103 '-102

117 119 118 117

147 149 1.48 147

102

112 114

144 138 137

98

113 110

_143 140 133



A Table 3. Race, Spanish Origin, and Family Status,of Persons'by

Poverty Status in 1974 (Persons as of Mhrch 1975)

Characteristic

, All
income
levels

, (thousands).

BelOw current poverty level

-Above
current
poverty
level
Percent

distribution
Total

(thousands)

Poverty Percent
rate .distribution

.

RACE AND, SPANISH ORIGIN

,y

,

Tbtal 209,343 24,260 11.6 100.0 100.0'

Spanish origin 11,202 2,601 23.2 10.7 V 4.6

..

White 182,355 16,310 8.9 67.2 89.7

Black r 23,704 - 7,455 31.5 30.7 8.8

Other kaces 4 3,284 495 - 15.1 2.0 1.5

i,.

FAMILY STATUS, .

TOtal 209,343 .24,260 . 11.6 100.0 100.0

years and over 21,127 3,308 15.7 13.6 9.6
,65

,

In famiV1 ies 190,471 19,440 10.2 80.1 92.4

Head 55,712 5,109 9.2 21.1 _27.3

Related children under .

18 years 65;0024' 10,196 15.5 42.0 30.0

5 to 17 years 49,800 7;526 k. 15.1 . 31.0 22.8-

Other family members 68,957 4,135 6.0 17.0 35.0

Unrelated individuals, 18,872 4,820 25.5 19.9 7.6

-Note! Persons Of Spanish origin may be of any race, but:the vast majority are white.

SOURCE: Special tabulations,by the Cenius Bureau frOm the, March 1975 Current Population,

Survey. A(
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Table 4. Pdirerty status of Persons in 1974 by Pace, Family. Status,
and Sex of Heal (Numbers in thousands. Persons as of March 1975)

: sully status-and sex and race sP'

of head
All Belcw current poverty ,level

inCane Poverty
levels Total rate

- AWRACES
'.

Total
Iii families

With female head
Head
Related children under'lp years.

With male head
Head
elated children unber 18 years.

Unielatied individuals
Male

A
0

65 years and over
, Female . .

65 years and over

MITE

. Total
In families
With female head

-Head
.

..

Related children under 18 years.
th male headWi
Head .

% Related children under 18 years.
Unrelated iindividuals

Male .

65 years and over
Female.

65 Years and over

BLACK

Total
In families
With female head

Head
Related children under 18 years.

With male head
Head
Related children under 18 years.

Unrelated individuals,
Male .,

65 years and over
Female
65 years and over

209,343
190,471
23,2451

7,242
10,458
167;227
48,470
55,345
18,872
7,890

/1,455
10,981
5,047

.

182,355
166,103
15,458
5,212
6,278

150;645
44,238
49,038
16,252
6,544
1,233
9,708
4,641

23,704
21,356
7,523
1,940
4,095

13,833
3,558
5,293
2,347
1,171
195

1,176
381

24,260

.).9,440
8563

1:3:1

12:175;

4,809
4,820.
.1,607

390

3,212
..1,675

16,310
12;537
4,275
.1,297
2,671
8,262
2,185
3,508
3,773
1,200
292

2,573
1,405

74455'
6,494
4,194
1,024,
2,678
2,300

506
1,146
961
351

' 86
611
262

11.6
10.2
36.8
32.5
51.5
6.5
5.7
8.7

g.54''

26.8
29.3
33.2

8.4
7.5

27:7
.24.9
4tt
4.9
7.2
23.2
18.3
23.7
26.5
3.0.3

31.5
30.4
155.7

528
65.4.

16.6
14.2
21.7
41.0
29.9
44.3
51:0
68.8 *,..

SOURCE: Special ta6ulaions by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current

Population Survey.
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Table 5. Familigs by Sex of Hbad, Presence of Related ChilOren

Under 18 Years, and Poverty Status in 1974,._
(Families as of March 1975)

:SxApf head apd ,

presenCebf related
Yabildren under 18 years.

All families
. With children under

18 years
No children under

18 years

Male head
With children under

18 years,
No children under

18 years

Female head
With children under

18 years
NO children,Tr

18 years

, Above

All .curcent pov-
.

income , Below current poverty leveld- ertT level
k

levels Total .Poverty Percent Percent

jthousands) (thousands) rate, distribution distribution

55,712 5,109 9.2 100.0

31,331 3,875 , 12.4 75.8

24,381 1,234 5.1 24.2

48,470 2,757 5.7 54,0

26,409 1,716 6.5 33.6

22,061 1,041 4.7 20.4

/
7,242 2,351 32.5 46.0

4,922 2,158 43.8 42.2

2,320 193 8.3 3.8

100.0

54.3

45.7

90.3

48.8

41.5

9.7

5.5

4.2

SOURCE: Current Population Reports, Series P-60, Nb. 102, Table 21.

461'

.33



Persons 65 Years and Over oy Family Status and Poverty Statusdn 1974
.! (Numbers in thousands. Persons as of March 1975)

FamAly status

All income levels Below current poverty level
Percent
diptri-

Number' bution

:Percent
Poverty, distr i7

Number - rate bution

PersOns..65 years and 21,127 100.0' 3,308 15.7 100.0.over
.1,,

All family niembers . 14,625 69.2 1,243 8.5 37.6
8034 38.0 760 9.5 23.0

Mafe 4,589 21.7 382 8.3 11.5

Other relative 2,002 9.5 101 5.0 3.1

Of head under 65 years 1,498 65 4.3 . 2.0

Unrelated individuals 6,502 30.8 2,065 31.8 62.4

Male 1,455- 6.9 390 26.8 11.8

Female . 5,047 23.9 1,675 33.2 50.6
Living alone 4,718 \2.3 1,544 32.7 P46.7

Male family members 7467/ 100.0 643 8.8' 100.0

Head' 6,925' '95.3 616 8.9 95.8

Other relative 342 4.7 27 7.9 4.2

Of head under 65 years .228 3.1 , 13 5.7 2.0

Female family members 7,357 100.0 600 8.2 100.0

, Head 1,108 15.1 144 4.13.0 24.0

Wife of head 4,589 62.4 382 8.3 63.7

Other relative 1,660 22.6 74' 4. 12.3

CI head under'65 years 1,270 17.3 52 4.1 8.7

SOURCE: Current Population Reports,,Series P-60, No. 102, Table'
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Table 7. Mork Experience of Family Heads by Poverty St4us
in 1274 and Sex of Head

(FaTilTes as otHarch 1975)

Wbrk experience and
sex of head .

All
'income
levelS

(thousands)

Below current po0er level.
Above current
poverty level

., TOtal

(thousands)

poverty
rate

,,-- Percent
:distribution

Percent
distribbtion

'r .

.,.-

.,

-, ,All families 55,712 5,109 9.2 100.0 100.0

Head worked' in 1974 45,146 2691 6.0 52.7 83.9

-Year round full time 34,195 980 2.9 19.2 65.6

Head did not work in 1974 9,639 i 2,390 24. 8 46.8 14.3

In armed forces 4. 927 - 27 2.-9 0.5 1.8

male heacL 48,470 2,757 5,7 100.0 '4 100.0

Head worked in 1974 40,820 io745 4.3. 63.3 85.5

.4 Year round full time '31,836 785 2.5 7 28,5 67.9

Head did.not work in 1974 6,723 986 14.7 7 35.0 12.6

:In Armed Forces,.. 927 27 2.9 1.0. 2.0

FeMale head 7,242 2,351 32.5 100.0 100.0

Head worked in 1974 4,326 947 21.9 40.3 69.1

Year-round full time 2,359 195

..

_8.3 , 8.3. 44.2

Head did not work in 1974 2,916 1,405 48.2 . 59.8 30.9

,

SCUECE: Current Population Reportt, Series P-60, No. 102, Table 27.
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Table 8. Distributi000f Families and Unrelated Individuals by
,Poverty Statusand Sex of Head in 1974

(Families A of March 1975)

of Income,

Type Of Income ,

Below currentpovertylevel

'Above current
poverty level ,

Male Female
Total ;:head head

Male
head

Female',
head,

FAMILIES

Tdtal. (thousands) 5,109 2,07 2,351 50,603 45,711 4r891-

Percept a/ lqq-0 100.0 : .100.0 . 100.0 100.0 100.0

Earnings 62.1 72.3 501:2 91.6 92.0 87.8

I. IncoMe other than earnings:
PUblic Assistance Income 40.0

,

20.7 62.7

,

4.6 3.1 . 18.5

Social Security Income 23.9 30.0 16.7 21.6 19.5 41.8

Other Transfer Income b/ 10.0 14.1 5,1 19.3 19.3 19.8

Other Une4rned Income C./ 22.2 23.4 20.8 56.9 57.1 55.3

uNRELusa INDIVIDUALS ,

TOtal (thousands) 4 820, 1,607 31,212

,

14,052 6,283 7,769'

Percent a/ 100.0 100.0' /100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Earnings, , 35.1 50.8 21.2 70.6 84.3 59.5-

Income other than earnings:
Public Asiistance Income 21.6

. 17.1 23.8 4.4 3.1 5.4

Social Security IncdMe 44.5 29.1 52.3 34.4 19.4 46.6/

Other Transfer Income b/ 7.4 8.9 6.7 15.9 17.5 14.5

Other Unearned Income-6/ 27.3 20.4 30.8 53.5 44;8 60.4

y. Detail does'not add to total ause Rome families have more than one of the types of

income specified.
ty Unemployment and workmen's compen tion, government employee pensions, veterans'

.payments.
Private pensions, annuities, regula contributions from[ persons outside the

household, etc.

SOURCE: Current Population Reporte, Serie P-60, N. 102, Tables 38 and .

/ 4 9
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Talptel9. Selected Characteristics ofNihe Population Below and Abov
thei Current Poverty LeVelln 1974 by Race
(Persons and families hs of March: 1975)

-
Characteristic

Below current poverty level Above:current poverty level

All All

. _races White Black raceS ilhite- Black

TOtal Fersons (thousands
Percent who are:

Family members
.'Percentwho are:

In families with a
.fomale head

'Related children under
18 years

Unrelated individuals

65 yeirs and crier
Percent who are:

Unrelated individuals
Female

Total families (thousands)
Percent with:
Head who worked at some

time in 1974
Income from earnings

24,260 16,310 .7,455 185,083 166,045 16,249

80.1 76.8 87.1 '92.4 92..5 91.5

t

44.0 34.2 64.3 8.6 73 22.1

52.4 49.4 58.7 32.5 32.0 37.2

19.9 23.2 12.9 7.6 7.5 8.5

, 13.6 16.2 8.4 9.6 10.0 6.7

62.4, 64.2 55.8 249 25 2 20.8

68.8 69.8 66.6 56.8
)57.2 .52.7

..

N.

5,109 3,482 1,530 50,603 45,969 3,968
,

'

52.7 55.6 46.5 83.9 84.0 82.7'

62.1 63.0 59.6 91.)6 91.4 92.5

SOURCE: Current Population Reports, Series P-600PNo. 102, Tables 6, 8; 39, andD.
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Vahle 10. Persons Below the Curt:i Poverty Level and 12
Alternative poverty ls in 1974

"(Persons as of March'1975)

Poverty measure

Number belOw
'specified
poverty level
(thousands)

Poverty rate

40.wrent povertylevel
Scaling of the current poverty level:

24,260 11.6

75 percentof current level 14,538 6.9,

125'percent of current level 34,615 A16.5
150 percent of Current level 45,211 21.6

200 percent of current level 69,389 33.1

Simplification of the current poverty level:
Nonfarm 24,534 11.7

Male nonfarm 25,146 12.0

Weighted male nonfarm 25060 12.0

Bingle-dollar ciltoffs:
High (1503d) 32,653 15.6

Low ($37200) 17,392 8.3.

RelatiOe cutoffs:
50 percent U.S. median unadjusted

,

36,400 / 17.4

50 percent U.S. family median adjusted 36,148
-N

17.3

50 percent 4-person family median adjusted 41,167, 19.7
,

/

, SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current

Population Survey.
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Table 11. Number and Poverty Rate -- Selected Characteristics of Persons Below the Current 1

Poyerty Level and Below Three Upward Scalings of the Current Poverty Level in 1974

(Numbers in thousands PersOns as of March 1975)

Characteristic

All

income

levels

Number below specified poverty level

Current

poverty 125 150 200

level . percent Percent percent

LIVING ARRANGEMLNTS

4

Total

In families .'

With male head :

With female head

, Unrelated individuals

Belated children

under 18 years

In families with

male head

In iamilies with

female head

AGE

Total

Under 5 years

5 to'17 years a/

18 to 64 yearsly

65 years and over

'PACE

Poverty rate

Current

petty 125 150 200

level percent percent .,percent

209,343 24,260 34,615 1 45,211 69,389 11,6 16.5 21.6 33.1

190,471 19,440 27,783 36,928 55,055 10.2- 14.6' 19.4 31,0

161,227 10,877 17,085 24,596 44,117 6,5 10.2 14.7 26,4

23;245, 8,563 10,698 12,332 14,938 36,8 46.0 53,1 64.3

'18,872 4,820 6,832 8,284 10,333 25.5 36.2 43.9 54.8

65,802 10,196 13,784 17,577 26,517 15,5 20.9 26,7 40.3

55,345 4,809 7,240 10,248 18,113 8.7 13.1 18.5 32,7

10,458 5,387 6,544 7,)29 8,403 51,5 62.6 70,1 80.3

209,343 24,260 34,615 45,211 69,389 11.6 16.5 21.6 33.1

16,002 2,670 3,647 4,686 7,064 16,7k 22.8 29,3 ' 44.1

49,800 7,526 10,137 712,891 19,453 15.1 20,4 25.9 39,1

122,414 10,756 15,357 20,216 32,249 8.8 12.5 16.5 26,3

21,127 3,308 5,474 7,418 10,623 15.7 25.9 35.1 50.3

209,343' 24,260 34,615 45,211 69,689 11.6 16.5 21.6 33.1

182,355 16,310 24,061 32,689 53,336 8.9 13.2 17,9 29.2

23,704 7,455 9,841 11,669 14,780 31.5 41,5 49,2 62,4

3,284 495 713 853 1,273 15.1 21,7 26,0 38.8

a/ Includes only related

t/ Includes a small nurber of heads, wives, and unrelated individuals 14-11 years of age.

3OURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current Population Survey,
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'bible 12. Percent Distribution -- Selected Characteristics of Persons

Below the Current Poverty Level and Below Three Upward Scalings of

,, the Current Poverty Level in 1974

" (Persons as of March 1975)

tharacteristic

All
income
levels,

Current
poverty
level

125
percent'

150
percent

200
percent

.LIVING.ARRANGEMENTS

TOtal' persons (thOlisands)
Percent

In families
Uhrelated individuals

209,343
100.0
91.0

24,260
100.0
80.1
19.9

34,615
100.0
80.3
19.7

45,211
100.0
81.7
18.3

69,389
100.0
85.1
14.9

In families (thousands) 190,471 19,440c- 27,783 36,928 59,055

Percent .
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

In families with male head 87.8 56.0 61.5 .66.6, 74.7

In families with female head 12.2 44.0 38.5 33,4 25.3

Related children (thousands) 65,802 10,196 13,784 17,572 26,517'

Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

In families with male head 84.1 47.2 52.5 58.3 68.3

Insfamilies with female head, 15.9 52.8 47.5 41.7 31.7

ACZ
k

TOtal (thousands), 209,343 24,260 34,615 45,211 69,389

Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0

Urlder 5 years 7.6 11.0 10.5 10.4 10.2

5 to 17 years-a/ 23.8 31.0 25.3 28.5 28.0

18 to 64 yeard-b/ 58.5 '' 44.3 44.4 44.7 46.5

65 years and over 10.1 13.6 15.8 16.4 15.11

RACE

Total .(thousands) 209,343 24,260 34,615 45,211 69,389

Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

White 87.1 67.2 69.5 72.3 76.9

Bl.ack 11.3 28.4 25.8 21.3

Other races 1.6 2.b 2.1 1.9 1.8

2/ Includes only related children.
EV Includes a small number of heads, wives, 4nd unrelated individuals 14-17 years of age.

SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current Population

Survey.
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)1e 13. Dibmber and Poverty Rate -- Selected Characteristics og Families ,Below the CUrrent

Poverty Level and Below Three Upward Scalings of the CUrrent.Poverty Level in 1974

(Mmbers ileousands. Families as of March 1975)

laracteristic

A11

income

levels

Number below specified poverty level Poverty rate

Current

poverty 125 150 . 200

level percent perCent percent

Current

poverty

level ,

125

percent

150

percent

200

percent

SEX Of HEAD

TOtal 55,712 5,109 7,437 9,948 16,036 9.2 13.3 17.9 28.8

lale,head 48,470 2,757 4,483 6,502 11,731 5.70 9.2 13.4 24.2

Female head 7,242 2,351 2,953 3,446 4,306 32.5 40.8 47.6 59.5

RACE OF HEAD

_/

Taal 55,712 5,109 7,437 9,948 16,036 9.2 13.3 17.9 28.8

filhite 49,451 3,482 5,236 7,297 12,565 7.0 10.6 24.8 25.4

Black 5,498 1,530 2,056 2,474 3,200 27.8 37.4 45,Q 58.2

)ther races 763 97 145 177 271 12.7 19.0 23.2 35.5

NGE Of HEAD

Total 55,712 5,109 7,437 9,948 16,036 9.2 13.3 17.9 28.8

Under 25 years 4,225 733 1,024 1,246 1,884 17.3 24.2 29.5 44.6

25 to 64 years 43,454 3,616 5,063 6,722 10,835 8.3 11.7 15.5 24.9

65 years and over. 8,034 760 1,350 1,980 3,316 9.5 16.8 24.6 41.3

PRESENCE OF CHILDREN
2

'Dotal 55,712 5,109 7,437 9,948 16,036 9.2 13.3 17.9 28.8

No related children

under 18 years 24,381 1,234 2,126 3,099 5,385 5.1 8.7 12.7 22.1

Nith related children

under 18 years 31,331 3,875 5,310. 6,848 10,651 12.4 16.9 21.9 34.0

Male head 26,409 1,716 , 2,671 3,848 7,046 6.5 10.1 14.6 26.7

Female head 4,922 2,159 2,639 3,001 3,606 43.9 53.6 61.0 73.3
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, Table 13. Continued

' 1

Nusber below specified everty levef Poverty rate

All Current Current .

CharacteOstic . incase. poverty 125 150 200 .poverty 125 150 200

! ' levels level _percent percent eercent level percent percent percent

FAMILY SIZE

Total

2 persons

3 and 4 persons

5 or more persons

PM EXPERIENCE

Total

Head worked last year

Year round

full time

Head did not work

last year
4

Head in Armed Forces

TYPE OF !NAB

57

Ibtal

Earnings

Social Security .

Public Assistance

Cther transfer ,

'nem .12/

Dividends, interest,

and rent

Private pensions,

alimony, etc.

55,712 ; 5,109 7,437, 9,948 16,036 9.2

20,823 1,705 2,621 '3,588 5829 8,2

23,139 1,815 2,614 3,436 5,549 7.8

11,750 1,588, 2,202 2,923 4,658 13.5

55,712 5,109 7,437 9,948 16,036 9,2

45,146 2,691 4,078 5,720 10,081 6.0

34,195 980 1,618 1,506 5,391 2.9

9,639 2,390 3,270 4,059 5,595 24.8

927 27 89 169 360 2.9

55,712 5,109 7,437 9,948 16,030 9.2

49,529 3,172 4,835 6,768 11,777 4.4

12,162 1,220 2,054 2,91) 4,848, 10.0

4,359 2,043 2,589 2,979 31478 46.9

10,296 513' 900 1,389 2,552 5,0

27,243 681 1,773 1,779 3,952 2.5

6,581 547 810 1,096 1,936 8.3

13.3

12.6

11.3

18.7

17.9 28.8

17.2 AO
14.8 24.0

24.9 39.6

13.3 17.9 28.8,

9.0 12.7 ',22.3

4.7 ,7.3 15.8

33.9 42.1

9.5 18.2,

4if

13.3

-9.8

16.9

59.4

58.0

38.8

17.9 28.8
1

.7 23,8

2 3 39,9

79.8

13.5 , 24.8

68,3

4.3 6.5 14.5

12.3 16.7 29.4

a/ Detail will not add to total since some families have more than one of the types of income specified.

Includes unemployment and workmen's compensation, government,enployee pensions, and veterans' payments,

SOURCE:, Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current Population Survey.
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Table 14. Percent Distribution Selected Characteristics of Families
Below the CUrrent Poverty Level and Below Three Upward Scalings of

the CUrrent Poverty Level in 1974 (Familiesas of March 1975)

Outwear:Ink ircan 200 NA Cureint

livolli .FtY porch* * siettAtt Mercer*

IMO, 1010
-

(dm:Amends) 55,712 5,109 7,637 94141 .16,036

Percent 100.0 ` 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Male si 87.0 54.0 60.3 65.4 73.2

V34 heed 13.0 44.0 39.7 34.6 26.9

MaC5 or USW

Total (tbouurds) 55,712 5,109 7,437 9,948 16,036

Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

IMits 65.8 68.2 70.4 73.4 78.4

Slack 9.9 29.9 27.6 24.9 20.0

Other recut 1.4 1.9 1.9 1.5 1.7

tat or ono
Total (thousands) 55,712 5,109 7,437 9,948 16,036

Moment 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

MEW 25 yews 7.6 14.3 13.5 12.5 11.7

25 eo 64 yeers 78.0 70.6 68.1 67.6 67.6

65 years and avec 14.4 14.9 18.2 19.9 20.7

Of =MAI

Total 55,712 5,109 7,437 9,946 16,036

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Mo related order 15 yrs. 43.8 24.2 24.6 31.2 33.6

With related en under 16 yrs. 54.2 73.6 71.4 68.8 66.4

With related en (thousands) 31,331 k1175 5,310 6,845 10,651

Percent
Mole bead
Melo heed

. max Stu
Total (thousands)

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
84.3 44.3 50.3 56.2 66.2

15.7 55.7 49.7 43.8 33.9

55,112 5,109 ' 7,437 9,948 16,036

Percent .100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 00.0
2 persons 37.4 33.4 35.2 36.1 36.3

3 and 4 means 41.5 35.5 35.1 34.5 34.6
5 or sore persons 21.1 31.1 29.6 29.4 29.0

MCM

Total (tbouserais) 55,712 5,109 7,437 9,946 16,036

Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Mead worked last year 61.0 52.7 54.8 57.5 62.9

Tear coini full time 61.4 19.2 21.8 26.2 33.6

Seed did not met last year 17.3 46.6 44.0 40.6 34.9

Beed.in Armed Forces 1.7 0.5 1.2 1.7 2.2

?NCO, DCOM5

Total (thcommods) 55,712 5,109 7,437 9,94$ 16,036'
%

Peccant a/ .100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

farnings $8.9 62.1 65.0 68.0 73.4

SocIal Security 21.8 23.9 27.6 29.7 30.2

Ablic assistance 7.5 40.0 34.8 29.9 21.7

Other transfer it./ 15.5 10.0 12.1 ' 14.0 15.9

Diviiends, interest, and rant 48.9 13.3 15.6 17.9 24.6

Private censions, alismny, etc. 11.8 .10.7 10.9 11.0 12.1

4/ Detail will not add to total since some failies have more than cne of the types of
thecae specified.

IV Ircluies mendoyment and caducei's ccmensation, goverment employee pensions, and
veterans payments.

93(16CE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the/Lerch 1975 Current
Peculation Survey.
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Tablia timber and Pove'ry
'elected CharaceristiCs of Persons Belm the Cuireht

Povertylevel ami Below Simplifications of the Current Poverty Level in 1974

(Numbers'in thousanct. Persons as of March 1975)

---1-ArbeZlieclIte
EN1ifications of currentwasure Ilimplifications orcurrent measure

All Current We1ghtd Current ,. iitighted,

Characteristic , income poverty Male male poverty ' Male mall'

levels level Nonfarm nonfarm nonfarm level NOnfarm nonfarm nonfarm

LIVING WOW

, Total

In families

,
With male head

With female head

Unrelated individuals

Related children

under,16 years

In fasilies with

male lead

In families with

female heed

Total

Under 5 years

5.to 17 years a/

18 to 64 years"b/

.'65 years and oVer

RRCE

Total

Waite

Black.

Other races

209,343

190,411

167,227

23,245

18,872

65,802

55,345

10,458

209,343

16,002

49,800

122,414

21,127

209,343

182,355

23,704

3,284

24,260 24,534 25,146 25,060 11.6 11,7 12.0 12.0

19,440' 19,695 20,119 20,042,, 10,2 ' 10.3 10,6 . 10,5

10,877 11,129 11,129 11,296 6,5' 6.7 6.7 6.8

8,563 8,566 8,990 817f6 36,8 36,9 38.7 37.6

4,820 4,839 5,026 5,01, 25.5 25.6 , 26,6 26,6

10,196 10,294 10,537 10,494 15.5 15.6 16.0 15,9

4,809 4,908 4,908 5,016 8.7 8.9 8,9 9.1

5,387 5,387 5,630 5,478 51,5 515 53,8 52,4

24,260 24,534 25,146 251060 11,6 11.7 12,0 12,0

2,670 2,689 2,742 2,732 16.7 16.8 17.1 17.1

7,526 7,605 , 7,795 7,762 15,1 15.3 15,7 15,6

10,756 10,886 11,218 11,180 8.8 8,9 9,2 9,1

3,308 3,354, 3,391 3,386 15.7 15.9 16.1 16.0

P

24,260 24,534 25,146 25,060 11.6 11.7 .0 12.0

16,310 16,550. ' 16,934 16,406 8,9 9,1,

01

3 9,3

7,455 7,490 7,693 7,638 31,5 31,6 5 32,2

495 494 519 516 15.1 15.0 15.8 15.7

a/ Includes only related children. .

InclAs a smtll number of hetds; wives, and
unrelated individuals 14-17 years of age.

SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau froi the March 1975 Client Population Survey,
4

oo
OW'



Table 16, Percent Distribution --'Selected Characteristics of Persons Below
the Current Poverty Level and Below Simplifications Of the Current

Poverty Level in 1974
(Persons as of March 1975)

Characteristic

, LiirmO,FitmomENTs

iersons (thoUSands),

Percent
riffamilies
Unrelate/ q individuals

. . ,

Intamilgis'(tho4sands) `

iiPercent

In fallieswith'male head
in families with_female head

Relatechchillrep,(thousands)

.. Percent
Zn families withmale head
In famill.eg.with female head

.
'.-/

AGE 1 ,

Total (thqusands),,

., -Percent.
Uhder 5,yfars/.
.5 to 17 years a/
113'tti 64 yearsny
65 years aod over

. RACE
.

r1) ,

Total. (thoUsands)

Percent
Mhite°.7:
Black ,

'Other raceS
. I

Simplifications of current measure

All
income
levels

Curreak
poverty
level

L

Nonfarm
Male
nonfarm

Weighted
male

nonfarm

209,343 24,260 24,534 25,146 25,060

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

91.0 80.1 80.3 80.0 80.0

9.0 19.9 19.7 20.0 20.0

190,471 19,440 19,695 20,119 20,042

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

87.8 56.0 56.5 55.3 56.4

12.2 44.0 43.5 44.7 43.6 '

65,802 10,196 10,294 10,537 10,494

100.0, 100.0 100.0 100.0 low
84.1 47.2 47.7 46.6 47.8

15.9 52.8 52.3 53.4 52.2

.

209,343 24,260 24,534 25,146 25,060

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

7.6 11.0 11.0 , 110.9 10.9

23.8 31.0 31.0 31.0 31.0

58.5 44.3 44.4 44.6 44.6
10.1 ,13.6 13.7 13.5 13.5

209,343 24,260 24,534 25,146 25,060

100.0 100:0 lochp 100.0 100.0

87.1 , 67.2 67.5 67.3 67.5

11.3 30.7 ,30.5 30.6 30.5

1.6 2.0 2.0 2.1 2.1

Incldes only related children.
rinclUbes-a small number of heads, wives, and unrelallp individuals 14-17 years of age.

- ,

SOURCE; ..'Speci.al Tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current

1 foOulation Survey.
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Table 17. NUmber and Poverty Rate -- Selected Characteristics of Families Below the Current

Poverty Level and Below Sinplifications of the CUrrent Povextylevel in 1974

(NUmbers in thousands. Families as of March 1975)

Characieristic

All'

income

levels

Number below specifiedyloVerty level Poverty rate

Current

poverty

level

Simplifications of current measure Sintaifications of current measure

Male

Nonfarm nonfarm

Weighted

male

nonfarm

Current

poverty

level

Weighted

Male male

Nonfarm nonfarm nonfarm

SEX OF. READ

Tbtal 55,712 5,409 5,179 5,323 5,256 9.2 9.3 9.6 9.4

Male head 48,470 2,757 2,826 2,826 2,856 5.7 5.8 5.8 5.9

Female head 7,24Z 2,351 2,353 2,497 2,400 32.5 32.5 34.5 33.1

RACE OF READ

Total 55,712 5,109 5,179 5,323 5,256 9.2 9.3 9.6 9,4

White 49,451 3,482 3,547 3,627 3595 7.0 7.2 7.3 7.3

Black 5,498 1,530 1,535 1,593 1,563 27.8 17.9 29.0 28.4

Other races 763 97 97 103 98 12.7 12.7 13.5 12.8

AGE OF HEAD

Total 55,712 5,109 5,179 5,323 5,256 9.2 9.3 9.6 9.4

Uhder 25 years 4,225 733 734r 756 744 17.3 17.4 17.9, 17.6

25 to 64 years 43,454 3,616 3,660 3,776 3,721 8.3 8.4 8.7 8.6

65 years and over 8,034 760 785 791 791 9,5 9.8 , 9.8 9.8

PRESENCE OF CHILDREN

Total 55,712. 5,109 5,179 5,123 5i25-6--'' 91.2 9.3 9.6 9.4'

No related children

under, 18 years 24,381 1,234 1,270 1,202 1,299 5.1 5.2 ,5.3 5.3

With related children

under 18 years 31,331. 3,875 3,909 4,031 3,957 12.4 12.5 12.9 12.6

Male head 26,409 1,716 1,750 1,750 1,776 6.5 6,6 6.6 6.7

Female head 4,922 2,159 , 2,159 2,281 2,180 43.9 43.9 46.3 44.3

FAMILY SIZE

Total ft 55,712 5,109 5,179 5,323 5,256 9.2 9.3 9.6 9.4

2 persons '' l'o; 20,823 1,705. 1,740 1,801 1,754 8.2 8.4 8.6 8.4

3 and 4 persons 23,139 1,815 1,827 1,895 1,863 7.8 7.9 8.2 8.1

5 or more persons 11,750 1,588 1,612 1,626 1,638 13.5 13.7 13.8 13.9



Characteristic(

, Table 17. Continued

Number below specified lovertylevel
simplificatIons ofrcurrent measure

. All Current , . , Weighted Cbrrent

income poverty Male male poverty

levels level Nonfarm 'nonfarm nonfarm level

di rimplifationS of:ii rr9;ittei measure

Male male

Nonfarm nonfarm nonfarm

WORK EXPERUNCE

Total 55,712 5,109 5,179 5,323 5,256 9.2 9.3 9.6 9.4

Head worked last year 45,146 2,691 2,752 2,843 2,801 6.0 6.1 6.3 6.2

Year round full time 34,195 980 1,010 1,041 1,033 ' 2.9 3.0 3.0 3.0

Head did not work

, last year 9,639 2,390 2,400 2,453 2,425
i

24.8 24.9 25.4 25.2

Head'in Armed Forces 927 27 27 27 30 2.9 2.9 2.9 3.3 ,

TYPE OF INCOME

Total a/ 55,712 5,109 5,179 5,323 5,256 9.2 9.3 9.6 . 9.4

Earnings 49,529 , 3,172 3,236 3,342 3,295 6.4 6.5 6.7 6.7

Social Security 12,162 1,220 1,245 1,266 1,267 10.0 10.2 10.4 10.4

Public assistance 4,359 2,043 2,048 2,119 2,078 46.9 47.0 48.6 47.7

Other transfer income b/ 10,296 513/ 519 530 537 5.0 5.0 5.2 5.2

Dividends, interest,

and rent 4 27,243 6111 711 727 719 2.5 2,6 2.7 ' 2.6

Private pensions,

alimony, etc. ,6,581 547 547. 576 559 ,

,

8.3 8:3, 8.8 8.5

a/ Detail will not add to,total since some families
have more than one of the types of income specified.

E/ Includes unemployment and workmen's ccq3efl.kn,
government employee pensions, and veterans' payments.

SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Sure u from the March 1975 Current Population Survey'.



Table 18. Percent Distribution -- Selected Characteristics

of Families Below the CUrrent Poverty Level and.'

Simplificatpms of the CUrrent Poverty Level

in 1974 (Families as ofAMarch 1975)

'4

Chant&Laic
AU Current

mwp
imam !=ty maw saw

NS CO MD

Total (thammu0111

Pliant
Mole heed
female heed

IAC0 OF 141401,,

Total Ithamemis)

Percent

Nhite
Slack
Other cages

=OP MD
Total (deassande)

Percent
Urdu 25 years
25 to 44 yews
65 yeas and over

Pe41113(3 OF MIMS

Total (thousands)

Percent
S o re/ate2 chi/dren wider 18 years
w ith related children under 18 yrs.

mith related children (thousands)

Percent
Male head
Female heed

ramics

TocAl (ommumm)

Percent
2 pastes
3 am0 4 persons
5 a more person.

NOM 611141=101

Total (demands)

Percent
Need versed last yesr
Tear rasUtull time

Need did not lark last year
Need in Armed Forces

TIPS CF =OM

Total (thomendal

Percents/ ,
lacnArqs
Social Security
Public assistance
Other trartafor blear y
Dividends, interest. and rept
Private pensionle allawri. etc.

55712

100.0
67.0
13.0

3.109 3.1711 3.323 3.230

100.0
W 34.0

44.0

55.712

100.0
664,
9.9
1.4

55.712

100.0
7.6
76.0
14.4

A J.

3.109

100.0 'INA
66.2 66.3

211.9 24.6

1.11 1.9

1,00.0

34.6
45.4

100.0
53.1
46.9

100.0
54.3
45.7

3.179 3.323 $asi

100.0 100.0
66.1 66.4

24.9 29.7

1.9 1.9

3.1011 SA, 3.323

100.0
14.3
70.6
14.9

100.0
14.2
70.7
15.2

100.0
14.2
70.9
14.9

100.0
14.2
70.6
0.9

55.712 5.100 3.179 3,323 5.236

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

43.6 24.2 24.3 24.3 24.7

56.2 75.6 715,4 73.7 75.3

31.331 3.675 3.104 4.031. 3.457

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

64.3 44.3 44.6 43.4 44.9

15.7 55.7 53.2 54.6 53.1

55.712 5.109 5.179 5.423 5.256

100.0
37.4
41.5
21.1

100.0
33.4
35.5
31.1

100.0
33.6
35.3
31.1

100.0 100.0

33.6 33.4

35.6 35.4

30.5 31.2

55.712 5.109 5.179 5.323 5.256

61.0
61.4
17.3
1.7

52.7

111.2

46.6
0.5

53.1
19.5
46.3
0.5

53.4
19.6
46.1
0.5

53.3
19.7
,46.1

0.6

55.712 5.109 5.179 5.323 sam

100.0
61.9
21.6
7.6

16.5
46.9
11.6

100.0
62.1
23.1

40.0
10.0
13.3
10.7

100.0
62.5
24.0
39.5
10.0
13.7
10.6

100.0 100.0

62.6 62.7

23.6 24.1

39.6 3 5

10.0 10.

13.7 13.

10.6 10.6_

of
a/ Detail will not ead to total since some families have morete specifled.

15/ Includes unesPloYmont and workmen's
compensation. government

veterans payments.

SCOCE: Special tabulations by the Census bureau from the mach

Survey.

then one of the type

eeployee pensions. and

1975 Current Population
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Table 19. After and Poverty Rate -- Selected Characteristics of Persons Below the CUzrent

Poverty Level and.Below TWo Single-Dollar CUtoffs in 1974

.
(Ntubexs in thousands. Tends as of March 1975)

/'- Characteristic

Number below specified poverty

level
Poverty rate

I
Average Average

4-person
4-person

All Current nonfarm Current nonfarm

lncome poverty $3,200 threshord poverty $3,200 threshold

levels level (Low) (fligh) level (Lowl (High)

LIVINo Amintworrs

Total 209,143 .24,260 17,392 32,651 11.6 8.3 15.6

In families 190,471 19,4IAG 10,102 22,1 10.2 5.3 11.6

With male head 167,227 10,877 5,371 13,17 6.5 3.2 7.9

With female head 23,245 L 8,563 4,731 8,972 36.8 20.4 38.6

Unrelated Individuals 18,872 ; 4,820 7,290 10,506 25.5 38.6 55.7

Related children under 18 yrs. 65,802 10,196 4,255 8,437 15.5 6.5 12.8

In families with male head 55,345 4,809 1,528 3,394 8.7 2.8 6.1

In families with female head 10,458 5,387 2,727 5,043 51.5 26.1 48.2

AGE

Total 209,343 24,260 17,392 32,653 ' 11.6 8.3 15.6

Under 5 years 16,002 2,670 1,330 2,534 16.7 8.3 15.8

5 to 17 years a/ 49,800 7,526 2,925 5,903 15.1 5.9 11.9

18 to 64 years b/ 122,414 10,756 8,116 15,269 8.8 al 6.6 12.5

65 years and over ' 21,127 3,308 5,021 8,947 15.7 I° 23.8 42.4

RACE

Total 209,343 24,260 17,392 32,653 11.6 8.3 15.6

White 182,355 16,310 12,815 24,558 8.9 7.0 13.5

Black 23,704 7,455 4,271 7,511 31.5 ie. d 31.7

Other races 3,284 495 306 584 15.1 9.3 17.8

a/ Includes only related children.

g/ Includes a small number of heads, wives, and
unrelatei individuals 14-31 years of age.

SOURCE: ,Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current Population Survey.
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Table 20. Percent'Distribution Beledted Characteristics of Persons

Below the Chrrent PovertyLevel and43elow TWo
Single-Oollar Cutoffe in 1974

(Persons ls of March 1975)

Characteristic

-Lamp OANGEMENTS

Totakpersont(thousands)

Percent
In families
Unrelated individuals

In familieh (thousands)

Percent
In families with male head
Infamilies'with female head

.'-gelated-Children (thousands)
Percent .

In.families with male head
Itif&Milies with female head

/

TOtal (thousandS)
4

Percent
Undec 5 years
5 to 17 years a/
18 to 64.years-b/
65 years and over

RACE

Ibtal (thousands

Percent ,

. White
Black
Other races

All
'inpome
levels.

Current
poverty
level

209;343 24,260.

l004 100.0
91.0 80.1
90 19.9

190,471 19,440

100.0 100.0
87.8 56.0
12.2 44.0

65,802. 1Q/196 .

100.0 ' 100.0.

.
84.1 47.2
15.9 52.8

:.

$.),209,343 24,260

100.0

,

100.0
Ap,7.6 fl.o
4123.8 31.0
580 44.3
10.1 13.6

209,343 24,260

100,.0 100.0
87.1 67.2
11.3
1.6 '1.(7)

.Average
4-person
rjonfarm

$3,200. threshold
(Low) (High)

17,392, 32,653

12.?
100.0
67.8.

41.9

iiilk:
10,102 22,147

100.0 ,:100.0

3.2 59.5. 5
46.8, . 40.5

4,255 8,437

100.0 100.0
35.9 .40.2
64.1 59..8

17,392 32,653

100.0 100.0
7.6 7.8 '

16.8 18.1

46.7 4648
28.9 27.4

17,392 32,653

loo.o 100.0
73.7 75.2
24.6 23.

1.8 1.

a/ ,Includes only related dhildren:V
E/ picludes a small number of heads, wives, and unrelated individuals 14-17 years of age:.

SOURCE: Special. tabulations' by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current

.Population SdrveY.
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Table 4. amber and Poverty Rate -- Selected Characteristics

of Families Below the Cbrrent Poverty Level and Below TWo

Single-Do1lar Cutoffs in 1974 (Numbers in thousands.

'
Families as, of March 1975)

Characteristic

SEX OF HEAD

TOW
Male head
Female.head .

RACE OF HEAD

TOtal

White
Black
Other races

AGE OF HEAD

Total
Under 25 years
25 to 64 years
65 years and over

PRESENCE OF CHILDREN

Total
No related children under 18 years
With related children under 18 yrs.

Mlle head
Female head

FAMILY SIZE

Total
2 persons
3 and 4 persons
5 or more persons

tal
rked last year
round full time

id not work last year
'in,Axmed Forces

TYPE OF INCEME

Total a/
Earnings

..;SOcial Security
Public assistance
Other tiansfer income 12/
Dividends, interest, and rent
Private pensions, alimony, etc.

Number below specified poverty level Poverty rate
-

Average Average

4-person 4-peeson

nonfarm Current nonfarm

$3,200 threahold poverty' $3,200 threshold

(Low) (High) level (Low) (High)

All
income
levels

Current
poverty
level

55,712 5,109

48,470 2,757

7,242 2,151

55,712 5,109

49,451 3,481"
5,498 1,530

763 97

55,712 5,109

4,225 733

43,454 3,616

8,034 760

55,712 5,109
24,381 1,234

31,331 3,875

26,409 1,716

4,922 2,159

y

55,42 5,109

20,523 1,705

23,139 1,815
11,750 1,588

55,712 5,109

45,146 2,691
34,195 980

9,639 2,390
927 27

55,712 5,109

49,529 3,172

12,162 1,220
4,359 2,043

10,296- 511

27,243 681

6,581 547

3,400
1,835. 4, lv

1,565 '.2,8$1

:

9.2 6.1 13.5

5.7 3.8 9.6

, 32.5 21.6 39.4

3,400 / 7,523 9.2 6.1 13.5

2,44 5,654 7.0 4_9 11.4

921 1,749 27.8 16.8 31.8

51 120 12.7 6.7 15.7

3,400 7,523 ki,&2 6.1 13.5

579 1,046 171 13.7 24.8

2,005. 4,148 8.3 4.6 9.5

816 2,330 9.5 10.2 29.0

3,400 7,523 9.2 6.1 13.5

1,331Y * 3,585' 5.1 5.5 14.7

2,064 3,939 12.4 6.6 12.6

700 1,581 6.5 2.7 6.0

1,364 2,357 43.9 27.7 47.9

3,400 7,523 9.2 6.1 13.5

1,814 4,164 8..2 8.7 20.0

1,128 2,345 - 7:8 4.9 10.1

458 1,014 13.5 3.9 8.6

4
3,400 7,52 9.2 6.1 13.5

1,586 3,542 6.0 3.5 7.8

538 1,235 2.9 1.6 3.6

1,805 3,917 24.8 18.7 40.6

9 65 2.9 1.0 7.0

3,400 9.2 6.1 13.5

. . 6.4 3.7 8.5

1:%) 10.0 8.5 24.5

1,
46.9 28.0 53.9Z
5.0 2.4

1,669568 r 2.5 2.1 'ad

341' ' 888 8.3 5.2 13.5

a/ Detail-will not add to total sinOe some
families have more than one of the tyFes of income 4ecified.

S/ Includes unemployment and workmen's compensation,
govermnent employee pensions, and veteran's' payments.

SOURCE: Special tabulations'by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current Population Survey.
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Table 22. Percent!Distribution -- Selected Characteristiqp,of
Families Below the Current Poverty Level add Bela...T.1M,

Single-Dollar Cutoffs in11974
(Families as of March 1975)

Chstactstlstk

.

All
income
levels

Current
gmwty-
level

$3,200.
(Los)

AmeEage
4..parson

nadirs
threshold
(Ugh)

,

588 OF NERD

Total (thousands) 55,712 5,109 3,400 i 7,523
,

Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0

. /

100.0
Hale head 87.0 54.0 54.0 62.1

Female head 13.0 46.0 46.0 37.9

ARCE OF HEAD

TOtal (thousands) 55,712 5,109 3,400 7,523

Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
White 88.8 68.2 71.4 75.2
&Lack 9.9 29.9 27.1 23.2
Other races ,

AGE OF READ

1.4 1.9 1.5 1.6

TOtal (thousands) 55,712 5,109 3,400 7:523

Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Disler 25 years 7.6 14.3 17.0 13.9
25 to 64 years 78.0 70.8 59.0 55.1
65 years and over 14.4 r 14.9 24.0 31.0

PRESENCE Or CHILDREN a
11,

Tbtal (thousands) 55,712 5,109 3,400 7,523

Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
No related children Under 18 years 43.8 24.2 39.3 47.7
With related children under 18 years 56.2 75.8 60.7 52.4

With related children (thousands) 31,331 3,875 2,064 3,939

Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Mlle head 84.3 44.3 33.9 40.1
Female heed 15.7 55.7 66.1 59.8

EMILY SIZE

TAAL' (thousands) 55,712r 5,109 i 3,400 7,523

Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

2 persons 37.4 33.4 53.4 55.4

3 and 4 persons 41.5 35.5 .33.2 31.2

5 or more persons

t4C1U( EXPERIENZE

21.1 31.1,, 13.5 13.5

'Dotal (thousands) 55,712 5,109 3,400 7,523

Percent 100.0 100.0 / 100.0 100.0
Head worked last year 81.0 . 52.7/ 46.6 47.1

Year round Full time 61.4 19.2 15.8 16.4
Head did not work last year 17.3 46.8 53.1 52.1
Seed Ln Armed Forces ' 1.7 0.5 0.3 4 0.9

TYPE Of INCOME

"Dotal 'thousands) 55,712 5,109 3,400 7,523
... %
-A ' a/ 100.0 100.0 100.0

1iil
88.9 62.1 53.5

.' Social efy'.. 21.8 23.9 30.3
Public assiStanjoim..., -. 7.8 40.0 35.9 31.2
Other tramsfer b/.' 18.5 10.0 7.4 12.1
DiVidends, t0tereet, aEd rent 48.9 13.3 16.7 22.2
'.Privatópenbns, alimony, etc. 11.3 10.7 10.0 11:8

0.com
a/"Deaik",2,13 M3ified.t add to total since woe Emailies have,more than one of the types of

Inle. e.

IncIUdat 'unemployment and workmen's ccepensation, government pensions, and veterans'

9:16/62 Special,tabulations by the Census Bureau from the BArch 1975 Current Population
Survey.
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Table 13. Miter and Poverty Pate - Selected Oaxacteristics of Penns Below iirth" t

Poverty level and Below ?me It:lien-Based Poverty ftasures in 1974 7

(alters in thousands Perms as of Much 1975)

. Characteristic

IV AMMIS.

All

Wrier belyd spe:if poverty

Anent 101 U.S. 501 U.S. 501 4-pers.

iron poverty median
family ret family sed-

levels level j, Ian ian at.

Went 501 Urleai U.S. 501 4-pers.

povertt radian
med- family ad-

level wadi. ian att. ian adj.

rrate

Total
209,343 24,260 36,400 36,148 41,167 11.6 17.4 17.3 19.7

.o Th facies 190,471 19,440 32,222 29,048 33,354 10.2 16.9 15.3 17.6

With nele ked
167,227 10,877 20,642 18,117 1514 6.5 12.3 10.8 12.9

With fade lead 23,245k 8,563 11,580 10,931 il,84l 36.8 49.8 47.0 41,4

Unrelated indixpuals
18,872 4,820 4,178 7,100 7,813 25.5 22.1 37.6 , 41.4

Berated children' under 18 65,802 10,196 11,760 14,333 16,122 15.5 17.9 21.8 24.5

Infamilies

Wit.h male head
55,345 4,809 5,397 7,682 9,014 8.1 9.8 133 16.3

1o,09 5,387 6,363 6,652 7,108 51.5 ' 60.8 63.6 68,0

.41

,..

(Jr Total

Under 5 years

5 tO 17 years W

18 to 64 yeara/

65 years and oyez'

209,343

16,002'

49,800

122,414

21,127

24,260

27170

7,526

10,756

3,308

36,400

3,466

8,294

16,971

7,669

36,148

3,787

10,546

16,043

5,772

41,167

4,283

11,839

18.327

6,718

11.6

16.7

15.1

8.8

15.7

17.4

21.7

16.7

13.9

36.3

17.3

23.7

21.2

13.1

27.3

19,7

26.8

23.8

15.0

31.8

\

72

RcE

Ibtal

;Cite .

Black

Other races

209,343 24,260 36,400 36,148 41,167 11.6

182,355 16?310 26,773 25,251 '29,364
8.9

23,704 7,455 8,937 10,172 11,018 31.5

3,284 495 690 725 ' 785 , 15.1

17.4

14.7

37.7

21.0

17.3

t3.8

42.9

22.1

19.7

16.1

46:5

23.9

a/Includes only relatedchildren.

E/Includes a sffell nuter of
heads, wives, and unrelated individuals

14-17 pars of age.

SUCE: SIcecial tatulations by the *us u 'from theltarch 1975 Current
Population Survey.
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Table 24. Percent Distribution --.SeiectedICharacteriaileS of*Nrsqns...,

Below the Current PoVerty/LeveLand*Pe1bwIlireellexiith- 0'. . ..

.,,

. Poverty Measures in 1974.' (PerSOns ap-Of,14arch.19751 i'. ')*

' 1-,.ft ;519%1P. ... %
-44%. ..,..i. 50% I'll NAC:i.1.4pessorh. .

fie , . '

)
All '1 CUrrehi .,.U.S:' falfilil:icifalinily '

Charadteristic ' 'ploire0k, Median ' median 'median

leve levet .' ' unadl.''' -041. adj. ...,

LIVING ARRANGEMENTS
.

TOtal persons (thousands) 209,3436, 24,260 34i600 ':' '36:148! ! 41,167

' - ", t. -.: :

Percent 100.0 100.0 10b.P. ,,100.0 100.0

In families 91.0 80.1 88.5' 80.4 B1.0

Unrelated individualS 9.0 19.9 11.5 19.6 19.0

In families (thousands 190,471 19,440. 32,22t 29,048 3,354

Percent 100.6 100.0 100.0 100.0 .100.0

In famdlies with male head 87.8 56.0 64.1 62.4 64.5

In families with female head 12.2 44.0 35.9 37.6 ,. 35.5

Related children Jthousands) 65,802 10,196 11,760 14,333 16,122

Percent 100.0 100.0 .- 100.0 100.0 106.0

..Xn families with male head 84.1 47,2 45.9 53.6 55.9

In families with female head 15.9 52.8 54.1 46.4 44.1

AGE

Total persons (thousands) 209,343 24,260 36,400 36,148 41,167

Percent 100.0 100.0 loo.p 100.0

Under 5 years 7.6 11.0 9.5 10.5

,5 to 17 years a/ 23.8 31.0 22.8 29.2

13 to 64 years b/ 58.5 44.3 46.6 44.4

65 years and over 10.1 13.6 21.1 16.0

RACE

100.0
10.4
28.8
44.5
16.3

,

Tovl persons (thoustinds) 209,343 24,260 36,400 36,148 41,167

Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

4hite 87.1 67.2 73.6 69.9 71.3

A Black .3 30.7 24.-6 28.1 26.8

Other races 1.6 2.0 1.9 . 2.0 1.9

a/ Includes only related children.
B/ Includes a small number of heads, wives, and unrelated individuals 14-17 years of age.-

SOURCE: Special' tabUlations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current Population

Survey. r%--
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Table 25. NUmber and Poverty Rate -- Selected Characteristics

of Families Below the CUrrent Poverfy Level and Belad, Three

Median-Based Poverty Measures in 1974

(NUmbers in thousands. Families as Of March 1975)

ClaraCt4WiStie
All
income
levels

amber telow specified poVerty

CUrrent
poverty
level

50% U.S.

median
unadt.

50% U.S.
family mad-
ian adj.

50% 4-yers.
family med-
ian adj.

CUrrent
poverty
level

SEX CF HEAD.

Total 55,712 5,109 10,894 7,781 8,967 9.2

Mlle head 48,470 2,757 7,255 , 4,753 5,676 5.7

Female head 7,242 2,351 3,639 3,028 3,291 32.5

WE OF MAD

Total 55,712 5,109 10,894 7,781 '-8,967 9.2

White 49,451 3,482 8,445., 5,499 6;483 7.0

Black 5;493 1,530 2,277" 2,136 2,323 27.8

Other races 76S 97 172
_.

146 161 12.7

AGE OF HEAD

Tbta.1 55,712 5,109 10,894 7,781 8.967 ' 9.2

Moder 25 years 4,225 733 1,453 1,050 1,144 17.3

25 to 64 years 43,454 3,616 6,002 5,309 6,097 8.3

65 years and over 8,034 760 3,439 1,422 1,726 9.5

PRESENCE OF CHILDREN

.,-;,
'Dotal

.

55,712 5,109 10,894 7,781 8.967 9.2

No related children
under 18 years 24,381 1,234 5,432 2,238 2,709 5.1

With related children
under 18 years 31,331 3,875. 5,462 5,544 6,258 12.4

Mille head
26,409 1,716 2,537 2,841 3,372 6.5

Female head 0 4,922 2,159 2,925 2,703 2,886 43.9

FAMILY SIZE

Total 5$,712 5,109 10,894 7,781 8,967 9.2

2 persons 20,823 1,705 6,039 2,743 3,193 8.2

3 and 4 persons . 23,139 1,815 3,372 2,732 3,136 7.8

5 or more persons 11,750 1,588 1,482 2,306 2,637 13.5

WORK EXPERIE9CE

.. Total 55,712 5,109 10,894 7,781 8.967 9.2

Head worked last 45,146 2,691 5,510 4,319 5,085 6.0

Year rouraitail. tetne 34,195 980 2,160 1,755 2,145 2.9

Head did not\wort.
....4-----...,

last yearA \

.

9,639 2,390
.

5,238 3,360 3,738 24.8

Head in ArTned4pes 927
.

.27 146 102 143 2.9

'TYPE OF MUMS

TOtal a/ 55,712 5,109 10,894 7,781 8,967 9.2

Earnings 49,529 3,172 6,629 5,117 6,026 6.4

Social Security 12,162 1,220 4,415 2,157 2,604 10.0

Public assistanpe 4,359 2,043 2,880 2,647 2,848 46.9

Other transfer income b/ 10,296 513 1,543 958 1,188 5.0

Dividends, interest,
and rent 27,243 681 2,787 1,249 1,532 2.5

Private pensiorli,
'alimony, etc. 6,581 547 1,513 847 985 8.3

rate
50% U.S. U.S.. 50% 4-pers.

median faMily med- family med-

unadj. ian adj. ian adj.

19.6
15.0
50.3

14.0
9.8

41.8

19.6 ,2; 14.0

17.1 'l 11.1
41.4 / 38.8

22.5/. 19.1

19.6 14.0

34.4 24.9

13.8 12.2

42.8 17.7

19.6 14.0

22.3 9.2

17.4 17.7
9.6 10.8

59.4. 54.9

19.6 14.0
29.0 13.2
14.6 11.8

12.6 19.6
or

19,6 .444*"rrnO)
13.4 , 10.3 '

36.3 17.7
66,f - 60.7

15.0 9.3

10.2 4.6

23.0 12..9

. .

16.1
11.7
45.4

,

16.1
.13.1
42.3
21.1 ,

16.1
27.1
14.0
21.5

16.1

11.1

20.0-

12.8
58.6

16.1
15.3
13.6
22.4

16.1
11.3
6.3

3d.8
15.4

16:1
12.2
21.4
65.3
11.5

5.6

013

.a/Detail will not add to total since some. families. have more than one of the types of incane specified.

SiIncludes unemployment and workmen's concensation, goveriment employee pensions, and veterans' payments.'

SOURCE: Special rahilations by the Census Bureau from the.March 1975 Current Population Survey.
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Table 26. Percent Distribution -- Selected Characteastics of
Families Below the Cbrreht Poverty ievel and Below

Three Median-Based Poverty Mleasures in 1974
(Families as of March 1975)

Clacestacistic

Sue sus
300 U.S. 4-person

All Current 0.0. feeily featly
lame pcnerty Indian indlan median
levels level man. WA. adl.

sot or moo

Total (thousands) 55,712 5,109 10,094 7,781 6.267

Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Hale heed 87.0 54.0 ,64.6 41.1 83.3
female heed 13.0 46.0 33.4 36.9 38.7

SMI Of HEW
,

Total (thousands) 55,712 5,109 10,094 41;781 8.;

Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 .0
White 66.8 68.2 77.5 70.7 1425.92
ack 9.9 29.9 20.9 27.5

Other races 1.4 1.9, 1.4 , i.9 1.8
,

KZ Of HEAD
, : ,,.:, -,

Total (thousands) 55,712 5,109 10,094 7,7s2 sassiG;".
,.. .,

Percent 100.0 100.0 1e2.0 406.0 e...tio.o
Under 25 years 7.6 14.3' ,13.3 13.5 12.8
25 to 64 years 78.0 70.8 55.1 , 68.2 68.2
65 years and over 14.4 14.9 . 31.6 18.3 19.2

moms or ClaLCRIDI

1

Total (thousands) 55,712 *109 10,894 7,781 8,967

Permit 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
N o related children under 18 years 43.8 24.2 49.9 28.8 30.2
WithOrelated children under 18 rug 88.2 75.6 50.1 71.3 69.8

With related Children (thousamis) 31,331 3,675 5,462 5,544 1 6,258

Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Hale heed 84.3 44.3 48.4 51.2 53.9
female heed 15.7 55.7 53.6 48.8 48.1

Paii= SIZE

, 'Dotal (thommvis) 55,712 5,109 10,894 7,781 8,967

, Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
2 persons ' 37.4 33.4 55.4 35.3 35.6

5 cc more p:laral), 21.1 31.1 . 13.6 29.6 29.4
3 and 4 per 41.5 35.5 31.0 35.1 35.0

SORE WWII=

TRW (thousands) vr 55,712 5,109 10,894 7,781 8,967

Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Head vcclud last year 81.0 52.7 50.6 55.5 58.7

Year rand full thee 61.4 19.2 19.8 22.6 13.4
Head did not wort last year 17.3 46.8 48.1 43.2 41 7
Head in Armed forces 1.7 0.5 1.3 1.3 IN

TYPE Of INCOME

Total (thousands) 55,712 5,109 10,894 7,781 0,967

Percmt a/ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Earnings 88.9 62.1 40.9 65.8 67.2
Social Security 21.6 13.9 40.5 27.7 29.0
Public Ars/stance 7.8 40.0 26.4 34.0 31.8
Other transfer incase b/ 18.5 10.0 14.2 12.3 13.2
Divides's, interest, Wit rent 48.9 13.3 25.6 16.1 17.1
Private pensions, alimony, etc. 11.8 10.7 13.9 10.9 11.0

Detail will not add to total since some families have more than one of the types of
incase specifiei.

b/ Includes unemployment and workeel's compensation, government employee pensiom, and
veterans payments.

SCURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the 'march 1975 Current Population
Survey.
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Table 27. Persas Bela" the Poverty Level Using Alternative Poverty refinitions:

1967, 1969, 1971, 1973, 'and 1974

(Nutters in thousands, Persons as of March of the following year)

$ e-dollar

Scaling of current measure
1 cutoffs '

Relative meow

1

501 U.S. -pe so

Ut..$

, Current
,

.

501 U.S. family family

Year pverty

.1 .1 Low median median median

meastA_21_EL15.0.L.ELit,r._._.L_._..L._.1i($20)unad..ad'.ad'.,

NUOR 0,

1971 24,260 14,538 34,615 45,211 69,389 32,653 17,392 36,400 36,148 41,167

1973 22,973 13,849 32,811 42,997 65,789 30,349 18,151 36,431 36,325 41,720

/1971 25,577 15,419 36,535 48,276 74,671 31,037 22,133 34,976 36,604 41,314

1969 24,167 14,507 34,689 45,988 71,479 28,620 22,877 32,770 35,488' 40,235

1967 127,784 17,139 39,299 52,783 80,529 31;149 28,957 31,862 35,845 40,282

POVERTY RATE

,0

1974 11,6 6,9 16,5 21.6 33.1 15.6 8.3 17.4 17.3 19.7 )

1973 11.1 6.7 15,8 20.7 31,7 14.6 8.7 17.5 17.5 20,1

1971 12,5 7.5 17.9 23.6 36.5 15.2 10,8 17.1 .17,9 20,2

1969 12.1 7.3 17.4 23.0 35,8 14,3 11,4 16.4 17.0 20,2

1967
14,2 , S. 20,1 27,0 41,2 15,9 14,8 16,3 18.3 20,6

SOURCE: Special tabulations by
the Census Bureau

from the March 1975 Current Populationprvey.
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Table 28. Alternate Poverty Measures: 1967, 1969, 1971, 1973, an1.1974

Poverty Maasure 1974

Scaling of Current POverty Measur
(cutoffs are shown for base fam y)

15 percent of current measure
Current measure
125 percent of current measure
150 percent of current measure
200 percent of current measure

41
Sinplification of Current Poverty Measure

$ 3,750
5,000
6,250
7,500
10,000

Nonfarm thresholds (base.family) 5,000

Male head nonfarm thresholds (base family) 5,000

Weighted male nonfarm:
1 person under 65 yearP 2,658

1 person over 65.years 2,387
2 persons, head under 65 years
2

3,329
persons, head over 65 years 2,984

3 persons 3,957

4 persons 5,040
5 persons 5,957

6 wrsons 6,706

7 persOkis or more -8,278

AP
.;gingle Dollar Cutoffs

Low 03,200) 4

High (weighted average threshold for
nonfarmlamily of four)

Relative.Poverty Measure

50 percent U.S. median unadjusted:
Families 6,418

Unrelated individuals 4220
50 percent U.S. family median adjusted 6,418
50 percent 4-person family median adjusted 7,002

3,200

5,038

Income year _

1973 1971 1969 1967

$3,379 $3,078 $2,786- $2,537
4,505 4,104 3,715 3,383
5,631 5,130 4,644 4,229

6,758 6,156 5,573 5,075
_9,010 8,208 . 7,430 6,766

4,5050 4,104 3,715 3,383

4,505 4,104 3,715 3,383

2,395 2,181 1,974 1,798

2,111 1,959 1,773 1, 5

2, 2,731 2,473 2, 1

,690 2,450 2,217 2, 20

3,565 3,246 2,937 2,674
4,542 4,139 3,745 3,412

5,364 4,884 4,418 4)022
6,034 .5,492 4,962 4,517
7,455 .6,771 6,116 5,562

3,200 3,200 ,3,200

4,540 4,137_ 3,743 3,410'

6,026 41111143 4,717 3,967

2,067 1,658 1,465 1,190
6,026 5,143 4,717 .3,967

14 :5,571 5,113 4,298

7 9
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Table 29. Persons 65 Year and Over Below tbefterty Level
Using Alternative

Poverty Definitions:

1967, 19691 1971, 1973, and 1974

(Ntnimil tb'ousands.
Persons as of Mad of the

following year)

/ ;t4r0

p.

Scaling of'current measure

Relative measure

Current

Year poverty

measure 751 1251

Number

1974
3,308

1973 3,354

1971
4,276

1969
4,895

1967
5,393

kverty Rate

1974 15.7

1973 16.3

1971 21.6

1969
25.7

1967
29.6

1

1,425 5,474

NA 5,521

NA 6,283

NA 6,742

3,138 7,286

6.7 25.9

NA 26.8

NA 31.7

NA 35.4

17.2 39.9

Persons 65 years and

over as a percent of

all poorrsons

1974
13.6 9.8 15.8

1973
14.6 NA 163

1971 16.7 NA 17.2

1969 s 20:3 NA 19.4

1967 19.4 18.3 18.5

cutoffs
501IJ.S.

501 U.S. 4-person::

1501 2001 High Low

501 U.S.

median

unadj.

family

median

adj,

family/

median

adj.

/

//

,

/

7,418 10,623 8,947 5,021 7,669 ,77 12 6,718

7,361 10,638 8,940 NA 8,213 6159 7,130

8,057 10,946 9,196 NA 7,924 "6,301 7/043

8,331 10,832 9,352 NA 81228 6,864 ' 7,562

8,799 11,125 9,589 9,151 1,987j 6,721 7,398

35.1 50.3 42.3 23,8 // 36.3 27.3, 31,8

35.7 51.6 43.4 NA; 39.9 29.9 34.6

40.6 55.2 46.4 NA 40.0 31,8 35.5

43.7 56,8 48,9 /NA 43.2 360 39,7

48.2 61.0 52.6 / 50.2 43.8 36.8 40.6

16.4 i 15.3 27,4 28.9 21.1 16.0 16,3

17.1 16.2 29,5 NA 22,5 17,0 17.1

16.7 14,7 29.6 NA 22.7 17,2 17,0

183 15.2 42,6 NA 25.1 19.3 18.8

16.7 13,8 30.8 31,6 25.1 18.8 18.4

NA Not. available

SOURCE: Special tabulations by
6e Censui/Aureau.from the March

1975 Cu ent Population Su6ey,
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fiebls 30. Perm, th Fam

Ades

i.

.

.1.4v

'lies with a Female Head Below the Poverty Level Using Alternative

Definitions: ,1967, 1969, 1971, 1973, and 1974

in'ecusands. ,Persons as of March of the following year)

o,

lair

Number

4
.)

1974, 8,563 5(634

, 1973 8,178 5,313'

1971 7,803' 5,238

,1969 6,882 4,610

1967 6,890k 4,885

Poverty Rate

Sre-donar
Scaling of caftl measure cutoffs, Relative measure

501 U.S.

501 U.S. 4-person

501 U.S; family family

median median median

2001 !Ugh Lew unadj. all. adj.

. Current

pove0Y

measure 751 . 1251 150%

, 1974

1971 ,

1973

' 1969:

1967

Persons in,female head

families as a percent

of all pooripersons

1974

o 1973

1971

1969

, 1967

14, ,

, ,

1 , .4

10,698 ,, 12,332 14,938 8,972 4,731 11,580,, ,10;911 11,841 6'

10,034 14,222 8,468 5,085 11,3201 '10,617 .110521 .

9,761 . 4,11.9 13,651 7,986 :5,885 10,151 9,761 10,363

8,643' 1,830, 11,676 7;017 14832' 9,029 8,750 9,238 , .

8,343 9,808,, 11,982 7,040 6,554 8,262 7,878 8,478
.4

s °

36.8 '24.2 46.0

37.5 24.1 46.0

38.7 26.0 48,4

31.3 ' 25.7 48.0

38.8 27.5 46.9

53.1 64,3 38.6 20.4 49.8

53.7 15.2 38.8 23.3 51.9

55.2 167.7 39.6 29.2, 50:4

54.6 14.9 39.0 . 31.8 50.2

55.1 67.4 39.6 31.8 '46.4

.153 . 38.1. 304 27.3 21.5

35.6 38.4 30,6 27.2 21.6

30.5 34.0 26:7 23.0 18.3

28.5 31,8 24.9 21.44 ,16.3

24.8 28.5 '21.2 18.6 14,9

27,5 27.2 , 31.8

27.9 28.0 31.1

25.7, 26,6 29,0

24.5 25.5 27.6

22.e 22.6 25,9

47.0 50,9

48,9 52.8

48.4

48.6

44.3 4

,

30.2., 28.8

294 07.6

26.7, 25.1

: 24.7 , :23.0

21.0

'

1
,

R

-P

SOURCE: Special tabulation by the Census Bure'au fibm the March 1975 CuFreht Population Survey.
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Table 31.
Fimilies with Public Assistance

Belo/ the PovertyLevel
US' Alternative

,

Poverty Cefinitions:411967,
196, 1971, 1973, and

(Numbers in thousands.
Families'as of March cf the foll year),

,

, N

Single,dollar

Scaling of current measure
cutoffs

ima

Year

Current

poverty

name 751 1251

o

1,196 2,589

skp ,4 2,316

At,fir,287

A 1,732

740 11

.L,

270I, 49,4

NA , 64.4

NA 65.2

NA 65.7 .

34.2 , 65.1

1501

2,979

615

64',P

908

1,561

68,3

72.7

73.2

72e4

72.4

1001

3,478

3,026

2,980

2,175

1,789

79,8

84,1

85,0

82,5

82.7

1110

2,348

2,062

1,905

1,437

1,196

53,9

57,3.

54,3

54,5

55.3

Number

r

974

973

/1971

1969 P

1967

Poverty Rate

1974 ,

1973,

1971

1969

1117

2,043

1,854

1,801

1,372

1,175

46.9

51.5

51,4

52.0

, 54.3

4

Families with Public.

Assistance as aliment

of all poor families

LOW

;,

reamire.

5011LS,

,(101 U.S. 4-person

501 urt. family family

Olaf median sedian

anadj ! adj.

,.

4

1,22g,
2,647 2,848

NA '-' 59 2,412 2,579

NA , )4 2,292 2,414'

''' .
tik, 30 1,752 .1,830

1,130 54 1,357 1,422

4
11

28,0 66.1 60,7

NA 71.1 68,1 71,7

NA ' 66.8 . 65.4 68,9

NA, 69.6 66,5
110,4

52.2 62,6 4.1 65.7

1974
40.0 39.2

21.7 31.2 . )5,9 26,4 34,0 31.8

1973 38,4
I9, 1,84 20.1 29,4 NA 23,5 ,

31,2 28,3

1971 4.1 a 24,5 17,7 ,.), 25,9 NA' 1 22.5 29.5 27.2

1969 Z7.4
NA 23.5 19.2 13.7 20.8 NA 10 23,2 21.2

1967 20.7 22.0 17.0 13.9 10.1 15.7 16.1 14.6 18.1 16,7

NA - Not available

SONE; Special
tx1tons by the4Census 84eau fram,r0

Slid A3Current Poulation Survey,

1.

11
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Table 32. Related,

(Niters in

Children 5 toll 'Years leitirtlieltverty leel Using lateniative Poverty

Definitions: 1967,4069;' D71, 1913,, ai)d 1974

thousands, Related Children as of fiarch'of the folloging
4t.

Current

pverty

measure

lumber

1974

1973

1971

'1 1969

)9,67

ty Ra\te

7,526

6,880

7,440

6,966

8,140

ing e ar

Scalin of current measure cutoffs Relative *Bede

!

601 U,S, 1-person

50% U.S. family fm!ilY

t,
median median median'

75% 1251 1501 01 Hi h Low ad' ad', '

4,605 10,137 12,891 19,453, 5,903

KA 9,570 J.,12t443 18,786 5,281

NA 10,705 14,205 22,127 5,358

NA 10,214 13,718 21,791 4,803

4,949 11,633 16,142 24,890 5,571

1541 J9.2. 20.4

19,0

NA 20,9

'NA 19.8

154tr, 9.6 22.6

.40

5.9 39.1 11.9 4

24.8 t 37.4 10.5

27.7 43.2 10,5

26.5 42.2 9.1

31,4 18.5 10.8

cent!

29%1;

,213,8

2.

31.7
V 29.3 28.5

,NA 29.2 28.9

NA 29,3 ' 29.4

NA.7 29.5 29.8,

28.9 29. 30.6

2,925 8,294

NA 8,087

NA 7,717

NA 7,229

5,064 7,020

5.9

NA

NA

NA

9.9

28.0 , 1811 168

28.6 17,4 NA

29.6 17.3 NA

30,.5, 163 NA

30,9 17.9 17.5

10,546

10,483

10588

21,2

201)

203

20.3

20,6

111839

12,055

12,113

11,895

11,984

23,8

24,0

23,7

23,0

23.3

II/

22.8 29.2 ap
22,2 28,9 : 28,9

22.1 29.3 29.3 7.,

22,1;,, 29,6 29.6

22.0 29.6 29.8 de

4

NoNva'

reau from the Mar# 1975 Current PopulatjOn Survey,

\



table 33. di
1

(t

7

,

Parsons Below ibi Level Using Alternative Poverty Definitions:

,

1967, 1969 1971,1973, and 1974

(Numbers in thousands4,405;ons as ofparch of the foll?nwig yeiipw,I,

Current

Year , Overty

Scaling, of current measure tsle Relative measure

509 U.S.

501 U.S. 4 -person

',median ian median

50% U.S. family

measure 751 125% 1501 200% HI h 11,4
ad ad

Numbei'

1974 ..4
7,455 4,757 841 11,669 14,780 7,511 4,271 8,937 110,172 11,018

1973 , 7,367 , 4,674 490 11,280 14,549 7,064 4,259 8,856 10,037 11,080

1971 i 7,395 4,599 9,762 11,877 15,150 6,742 4,974 8,241 9,764 10,690

1969 7,096 4,600 9,512 11;553 14,787 6,460 5,239 7,89, 1669 10,434

1967 8,487 5,688 10,717 12,909 15,674 7,477 6,966 8,070 0,067 10,849

Poverty Rate
,

(
,

i

414 '' 31.5 20.1 41,5 49,2 62.4 31,7 18.0

1973 31.5 19.9 50,5 48,2 62.1 30,2 18,1

1971 32,4 20.2 i2.8 52,1 66.4 29.6 21.8

1969 32.2 20,9 .43,2 52.4 67,1 29. 23.5

1967 39,3 26.3 19.6 59.8 72.6 34. 32.3

1 alack persons as a

cent of all poor personkk.
,4 ..

1974

1973

1971

1969

1967 rf

37,7 42.9 46.5

37.8 42.9 47.3

36,2 42.8 46.9

35.8 43.9 IP 47.3

37.4 46.6 4 50,3

347 28,4 25,8 21,3 23.0 24.6 24,6 28.1 26.8

32r1, '33,7, 28.9 26,2 22.1 23.3 23,5 24,3 27,6 26.6

". 14,8 I.26,7 24.6 illi 21.7 22,5 246 #i5 26.7 25.9

27, 25.1 2117 22.6 22.9 t 24;4, 27,2 25.9

27 .24,5 19,5 24,0 24.1 25a tic 28.1 26,9

.
liklhe

.

. .1, dr.

r,.

I

rce,ihe March 1975 Current PopulatiOiurvey,-

'44
,,t e

If

89

4444
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Table .c4. 'Families with Earnings Below the Povarty Level Using Ali'irnative

Poverty Definitions: 1967, 1969, 1971, 1973, and 1974

(Miters in thousands. Families as of March of the following year)

ling e-dollar

So6ling of cur t measure cutoffs Relative:measure

, . 501 u.s.

ik .., 501 U.S. 4-person

Current 50% U.S. ,family family

poverty meiian . median median

measure, 75% l2%j. .1501 200% High " LO4 unadj. adj. adj.

1974 3,172 1,876 4,83°5 6,768 11,777 4,223
40

.1973 2,983 NA 4,530 6,328 10,998 3,829

1971 3,397 NA 5,275 7,518 13,091 4,346

1969 3,216 NA 5,013 7,200 12,479 4,008

1967 310f0. 2,221 5,819 8,397 14,290 4,701

Poverty Rate '44

5:

1974 4t4 3,8 9.4

1973 6.1 NA 9.2

1971 7.0 NA 10.9

1969 6,0 NA 1

1967 8.3 4.9 12.

milies with earn*

as a percent-of all'

poor families

1,820 6,619 . 5,117

NA 6,61 5,153

NA 6,662 5,205

NA 6,2% 5,164

4,251 6,01 5,205

6,026

6,103

6,173

6,072 ,

5,906

13.7 23.8 8.5 3.7 .4 10.4 12.2

4312.8 22.3 7.8 NA.- 3.5 10.5 12.4

15.6 27.2 9.0 NA 3.8 11.0 12.8

15.3 26.4 8.7 NA 13.2 10.9 12.9

8.4 31.3 10.3 9.3 13.2 11.4 13.1

1974 112.1 61.5 65.0

1973 61.7 NA ji4.3

19 71. 64.0 a '67.9

1969 64.2 tilt 68.1

1967 67.0 6519 70.2

II.

68.0 73.4 56.1 53.1' 60.9 65.8 ' 67.2

67.3 73.0 54.6 NA 61.2 65.6 1

NA71.7 77.7 59.1 ' 64AL 67.9 6

72.5 78.6 59.3 NA 6441, 68 5 7 .5

74.4 80.5 61.6 60.5 64.7 60014 10.6

.NA ; Not aVailabiei,

A

b'

SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the Mich'1975 Current Population Survey. ,
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Table 35. Unrelated Individuals
,low the berty Level,Using

Alternative bitty Defini0ons:

1967 1969, 1971, 19730 and 1974P

(Mdell in thousands.
Unrelated individuals as of March of tbe following year)

Corrent

Year fa. . petty

enure 751 1251 1501

kali of current *me
mtuu

1974

1973

1971

1969

486,

Marty Rate

. 1971

1973

1971

1469

1967

Unreli(Adividuals

Agi percent of ell

pcor per8001

6020

4,674

ii,iiig

1,1107

6432

6,318

0,284

7,703

5,161 3,389 6,566 7,727

4,978 3,366 6,119 7,066

4,998 3,583 6,021 6,764 '

25.5 15.1 36,2 43.9

25.6 16,5 34,6 42,2

31.6 20,8 40.3 47.4

34.0 23.0 4140 48.3

38.1 27,3 45.9 51.6

1974 19.9

1973, 20,3

g67t 20.2

NA
067 -18.0

2001 High

501 U.S.

median

la unadj.

501 U,S,

fatly

median

adj.

.

4-perfpn

faviIY

median

NJJ.

"

10,331 10,506 7,290 4,178 7,100 7,1813

91787 9,987 7,395 4,308 6,857 7,574

9,411 9,484 7,943 ' 3,954 6,503 7,071

8,536 0,631 7,631 3,851 6,217 6,660,

8,091 8,163 7,893 3,383 , . 5,110 61E15

568 55,7 38.6 22.1 37,6 41.4

53,6 84.7 40,5 23.6 37,6 41.5

57,1 58.1 40.7 24.2 40,4 41.1

50,4 59.0 52.8 26,3 42.5 45.5

61,7 62,2 60.2 25,0 43,5 46,4

19.5 19.1 18,3 169 32,2 41,9 15 14.6 19,0

21,7 *19,3 17,9 14.9 32,9 40.7 11.8 18,9 18.2

22.0 18,0 16.0 12,6 30,6 35,9 11.3 18,0 171

23,2 17.6 15.4 11,9A 30.2 33,4 11,8 17,5 16.6

20.9 15,3 12.8 10,001 26,2 27.3 10.6 15.9 - 15,1

SOUK!: Special tabulaadons by the.Census eupyfroiriheliircn
1975 current Peculation Survey.
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Table 36. Families Belo/ the Poverty Joel Using Alternative Poverty Defilliticos:

/ 1967, 1969, 1971, 19731 and 1974

(Nden in timer& Families as of %id of the folkoing per)

1141.-611ar
Scaling of current MN *bill MAN am

50.1 OA

t:' 501 U.S. trhn
Current 501 U.S. folly ,.. to11Y:,.

i,...!2..........:,..........LL.......*lin 111416 l'id:lin
Yes poverty

kater

1974

19

1

11164

kitty hte

1974
tA

Oi 1913

1971

1969

1967

5,109 3,052 7,437 9,948

.4,828 2,840 7,041 9,397

lia.51306 3,131 7,768 10,483

5,013 2,936 7,365 9,944

5'1672 3,368 8,293 1,14183

9,2 5,5 13,3 11,9

8,8 5,2 12.8 17,1

101 5,9 11.6 190

9.7 5.7 14.3 19,3

' 11,4 6,8 16,6 22,6

16,030

15,065

16,841

15I.
17

28:8

27,4

311
, 301

35.6

, 7,523 3,400 10,894 7,781 14967

7,025 3,744 10,879. 7,860 9,098

7,352 4,957 .10,397 7,10 13,815 0.

6,905 5,277 9,628 71544 8,618

7,631 7,031 9,285 7,499 8,498

13,5 641, 19,6 14,0 16.1

12,8 6,8 19,8 14,3 16.5

13,8 9,3 19,5 14,6 16.7

1.1,4 10,3 18,1 14,6 16.7

, 15,3' 14,1 18.6 15,0 11.1

SORE: Special trbu1at4s by the Census Bureau true the karCh 1915 Current. Population Survey.
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Tab1e T. 'Families with Sccial,Security Tim Beloorthe Poverty Level Using Alternative

Definition's: 1967, 1969, 1971, 1973, and.1974 ('
i

(Nrbers in thousands. Families as of March of,the folluaing year)

Yor

NAer

1974

,1973

1971

1969

1967.

Poverty, Rate

,1974

1973

1971

1969

1967

Families with SoCial

kcurity income as

a percent of all

poor families

,

1974

1973 ,

1971,,

1969

1967

- Not available

' Single-dollar

Scalintof orrent'measure cutoffs

Current

poverty.,

measure 75% 125% : 150t,

,

1,220 547 2,054 2,953

1,235 NA '.2,132 2,989

1,406 2,264 3,081

1.023

.NA

,NA 2,477 3,217

1,860 979 2,801 3,611

110,U 4,5 16,9 24.3

10.4 NA. 18,0 25.2

13.3 NA 21,4 29.1

16.1 NA 24.6 32.2'

19.Q 10.0 28.6 36.9

e

23:3 17.9 27,6 29.7

25,6 NA, 30.3 31.8

26,5 NA' 29,1 29,4'

32,4 Nr 33, '32.6

32.8 29,1 33.8 32.0

kelativeaeaSure

50% U.S.

50% U.S', 4-persón

50% U.S. family, family

median . *than median

200% High bow , 'unadj. adj. , .,ad).

4,849

4,836

4,739

4,712

5,078

2,974

2,971

3,032

3;185

3,508

\'%

39.9 24,5

40.7 25.0

44,7 28.6,

46.9 31.7

51.9 35,9

30.2 , , 39,5

32.1 42.3

28.1 41.2

29.7 46.1

;.28.6 46,0

1,029 4,415 2,157. 2,604

NA 4,665 2,44 2,811

NA 4,201 2,24 2,599

NA 4,209 2,535 2,849

3,255 ,4,160 :2,520 2,863

4,5 36.3 17,7 21.4

NA 39,3 20,5 ' 24.2

NA 39.6 21.4 24.5

' NA 1 41,9 25.2 28.3

33.3 , 42.5, 25.8 . 29,3

30,1 40.5 27.7

NA 42.9 30,9 31.6

NA 0.4 29,2 29,3

NA , 43,7 33.6 33,1

,46,3, 44,8 31,6 31./

SOO10E1 Special tabulations by the CensUt Bureau from,the March 1975 Current Population,Survey,
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Table 38. Percent of Poptilatibn in Poverty for Alternative
Poverty Definitions,.by State, 1969 .

1

Sealing Ali Cutrent Meal'ure
! verse Current /

:t fr, (0,8)4) Poverty
.1- 1

..

!Unsung_ , 15.

.381411 I Ie'at lops ttt
Current Mea98Ii.

ff._ M41,
1257. I 1401 1 200:2 Non 1 arm Non f arm i A ii Lte

-a*-
NI It:. ',IMF'S 191., MO 13%91. 9 .57. 19.0Z 24. rt )6. 31 14.01 14.17. 14..22

. -
)1 4.41,4 1, 176 25.7 18.0 ° 31.2 40.3 53.6 . 25.9 26.2 16,1 , 21,5 15.1
NI i`tif.i 278 11,5 8.9 16.5 / 21,2 11.3 11.5 11.9 11:13 11.5 41.6 I.
3a I ....,I1.1 1,;:8 IS.. 11.0 20.9 26.9 40,6 15.4 15.5 .15%6 14.8 16.8 11.8

1,881 11.5 20.0 ' 36. 3 J 44.2 57. 17.9 28.1 1. 1 25.9 141
rt., 4 la 14, 1319 11.1 7.8 1\ .7. O. 1 30,5 11.1 11.5 II, 5 12. 1 Y4.4 14.4

i

.1 ,r 111. '
7

17.2 L2 _15.9 '12.8 J.9 1 .13' 12.4 15.0 1H ..'),::: 2 2

Single- t .

' dollar 1._,

Cutoffi
'T

f.s.1 Paruly ! Family
4,1.1 Median,

Low 111)0

0,'...w.t: e 114

41,4w41 .1. . /20
11.3 liI ,4, 6.: .,

I! i4.tt i 714
646.

.i11180i,, 10,8,0
'Ina Ian,

,
.

5,061

2,74 7
g46,4 4 2,161

96 , 12. 5 -21.5 6.9 7.0 7,0 7.9
11,6 6.8 17.0 21.5 11.6 IL 6 12.0 11.8 14 .2 11.9 t 1.1 18.1
17,31 . 1_1.7. 2,1. 3 ° 28.8 40.8 I 7v 8 18.1 18.1 -11.6 2ti.1
16.8 11.6 21. 7 29.2 42, 1 16,8 .17.0 -3. 17.0 1 '.5 :4..4

14,1

01.

,

12.0
10.4.

14/8 27,6 34.2 47.IY 1 21.5 21.4
.6.5 14.4 18.8 30;0 10.4 10.5 10.5

18.2 24.4
9.9 II.: 11 .2 I , ,1

(1.4

18.7 14.,. 40:5 .1 , I L I 1 1.1 1 1.6 16. I 17.H
,14.4 7. 1 14-.2 18.2 241.1i' 14,5 10,6 10,7' II./ l..M .4 11.7 1, .S

Y. 6.4 . 14,9 I 9,0 31. I.: 9.8 10.0 10.0 10.11 1 li.,
,

.

11,4 741 t b. 22.7 114,4 11.9 11.9 I.1.9 I 3.5. 16 .31
11.8 9,1 24,8 18.4 14.2 14.4 14.5 154 6. 17._

-8;3.,1 V.14 23.1 in. 8 . 17.0 50.1 21. 8 24.0 24 . il. 21,9
I 61 I ` I Ini 3,547. 2,.7.1 19.5' 54.5 41.5 i1:7 27.3 27:4 ;7.4 21.4 26.4 h):2.

957 1 3. 3 8.4 10,h 2ti. 5 45.? Aoll. 4 1 1.5 11.3 13.9 16.
..

10.0 7.2 14.1 18. i 28.11 10.1 ' Io.. 2 10.2 14..4. 11.7 IN. ,

261.e. ishoset 5,504 H. 1'2:4 16.4 29,2 8.6) 8,8 OA 4.4 11.6 I I .2
'17, Nig:In 8,6115. 47-4 13.0 17.1 27,6 9..5 9.6 ?.6' 14.2 11.3 , 11.4 1 Ls C,4

'9;91! .1713

Nehi

rL

!lamp-011re

3,7F1 . 10.7 619 15,24' 20.8 34,1 11.1 11.4 11.4 I ). 8 18.H
1,166 35.4. 27. 1 43.4 51.2 64.4 35.8 36.4 436.0 30, I 34.5 44.3

4,558 I5.2. 10.0 20.8 26.8 39.4 15,5 .. 15.7 II,,7 I. .1S. 7 20, I
675 11.6 8.5 20,0 26.5., 41.6 I 3.8 14.1 1 381 14.1 17. I 17.)

1,441 11.43 9.1 ,19.5. t5.9 41.6 14.4 , 14,0 .14.6 lb:0 18.2 19.8 20.5
480 8.5 5,9 12,7 17,7 28.8 8.5 8.8 10.0 11.1 11.5 I 1. 1 15.8
715 9.4 6,5 15.1 t9.6 35.0 10.1 10. 1 10.1 11 6 1 1.1 11.6. 131.0

', . .

New ler sov .7,042 8.0 11,6 14.9 24,7 8.0 8.J B. 8. 1 9.9 10,7 12 .0
:,-...., 6:, I , ,, 913 23.4 17.2 31, 3 18.7 51.4 2 1.5 2 1.7 ?LH 131.9 22.7 12. :
Now Y.ork 4 7,82,4 11.4 7,5 45.4 20.2 30,7 11.5 \11.1.1 1I.6 11.9 II.R 18.6
'4 r t rt 1.43,1 in.1 4,891 14.9 L-13.9 27.0 . 33,9 47.8 ZO:J -211.5 20.4 20.3 2t+.1
N,-rt 1. Paket a 594 15.14 9.8 22.1 29.8 46,8 16.5 16.7 16,7 14.5 18.4 22.4

i.

l',9188 v 1 van a
PINsie 14I:1011

14,424 10.2 47.2 14.4 19.1 JI.1 10,4 14.6 10.6 11.1 12.7 I 1.2
2,469 1845 12.0 25,8 32.4 4l..0 18.9 19.3 19.2 19,4 22.74 24.7
2,04L). 12.1 8,1 16.4 21.7 14.3 12.2 12.4 42. 3 1358 15.9 16.1

11,5_11 $.10.9 7.1 15,4 20.8 14.6 10.9 11.2 41.1 11.'; 1 1.4
.907 11.4 8.7 16.6 21.0 34,0 12.4 ' 12.7 12.7 11.1 15.1

15.0

I h'w1

14.2

'11

CaroIina 2,481 24.7 17,6 37.7 18.9 51.9 25.1 25.3 25.0 20.2 /. 23.1 28.1 11.1 16.6
5 Nati Oakat 4 64 3 ;17,7 12,3 25.3 33.7 49.8 19,0 19,0 19.1 IA. 7-..... 72.1 24.7 26.7 31.1
Tennessee 1,811 21.8 15,2 28.6 35,8 50.0 22.2 22,4 ' 22,3 19.5 21.f, 11.4 14 :6 3 1.3

10,885 . 18.7 12.4 25.5 32.1 44.31 18:78 19.0 -10.0 16. 5 1 4 .4 12 .r. 26.i 24 . H

.

1,0 18 11.7 7.4 16,5 2 1.I 40;3 11.8 11.S 1'2,0 11.8 1 3.5 $ 14.1 11.2

Vermont 4 31 12.3 7.4 17.2 24.8 39.2 12.3 12.5 12.1 12.R 14.8 IS., ILA
. .

Virginia 4,452 15.35 10.8 21,7 27.5 39., 15.7 15.8 15.7 14.2 I4, 6 19.5 22. 2S,
Wa4h1ngton , ---- 1,299 10,0 6.6 I 3.9 18.2 79.3 10.1 - 10,4 10.3 11.4 11.8 IL+ .145 16.8
:486r VirgInta I, 709 23,2 16,7 30.5 38.3 53,2 2 3.3 2 1.-5 2).6 22,3- 25.9 24.4 14.6 4 15,6

4,292 9.8 6.8 14.2 19,2 32.6 10.) 10.4 10.4 11.1 1 1.2 13J 1 7.1
, Wyoming 323 1-2. 1 7.4' 17.6 23.5 18.4 12.4 12,4. 12.7 1 1. 3 15.2 15,8 18.4 I.

) .

SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the 1,100 Sample of the 1910 Census of Population.
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Table 39. Percent of Related Children 5-17 Years in Poverty,
for Alternative Poverty DefinitiOns, by State, 1969

48;

State .1:niverse Oarrent
(o0o,) povarty

i!ausure

c

Alrtr: STATF.1; 52. 124

Alabama 91t,

Al,iska 84

Art,ona 481
Arkansas 5,0

,s11fornia ,.,957

.,rado 545
Connecticut 761

Delaware 141

04st. nt (441. 168

Florida 1.594

G4:,rgia 1.231
HAWAII 20..!

Illinois s

146

2.828
Indiana. 1 , 175

.

714

Kent uiky 840

LodIslana .1.050

Maine . 256

Maryland 1.018
Massachusetts 1.4.01:'

MiChfgAll 7,Yll
Minnesot A 1,047
Mississippi 640

Missouri ''.1.,184

Montana 196

Nebratika 386
Nevada 125

New Hampshire 190

,

Sangle,
; t:nr ; 1 t 1, .II Long (; I dollar ! ,N.

Cutoffs,, ,.-I %,,,,, mt, t..(11.

1

.' . 1;
1 1

# 1 ; . ( ramaly Famaly
N., I AA, : '; 4..i 1.m . Madam, Median.

allontarm,N,ntalm A (;ize; :

1,6; 11!,h ;;;;;;(11. Adl.

15.2: 10. 11 21.11 2

10.4 21.', 18.n

It

11.1

12.S M.. II. I

1 s. 1.

6'.8 5., 10.0

12.4 h. h 19. 7

12.1

25.2 17.; 11.0

10.9 6.4 17.1 :

10.4

1 1. g .1,;. r

.15

I :

1.1.h

10.1 ).'4 :S.1 ;q.t.; I, .

..1.7 11.1
2S.n 18.1 1 .7

114 ;2 1 1

14.1 4.2 21.0 1.9
.

11.1 1,9. ..1,4 1.1,8 11.1
S:7 Y:0 1 1.1 I. ;8..

9.0 6.2 11.1 17.4
4.1 S. .11.9 2,.6 )7.2
40.9 J.2 )1.6 ',4:4 :2.';

14.4 ; 4.4 ;20.4 2!., 1.5.1

.

13.3 21.4 4,14 11.1
13.7 9.1 14.4 27.5 :,f, .6. 0, 4 ,,

M. 5.5 13.6 .12.0 8.8
8.4 5.3 14.7 14.5 8:4

.. .

..

8.4 .4..9,, 12.9 17.2 24.8 s,.

..8.0 20-.. 36.4 .44.9 ' 59,6 28.0
w129 8.0.: 18.4. 24. 17,7 11.0 .

23,5 16.J ..11.8 39.'.'7.; 54.5

16.9 v10.3 23.7 32.2 52.0 18.1

.

10.1 7.2 1.4.9 20.8 36,04 10.1

14.1 12,7 26.5 33.8 50.4 14.4

11.2 7.6 i5.3 U. 17.4 11.4

11.0 ....6.7 14.6 . 23.1 4V; 11.0
2.2 .8 7.5 21...8 18.4 12.2

A .

30.2 21.4 39.1 46.2
.16.1 12.0 25.9 ,35.-4 55.6
24.9 16,6 33.9 41.7! 57.8
21.7 14.2 :9.7 37.3 51.6.

10.3 5,9 15.8 23.2

..

11.9 6.5 18.n 2M.,. , 45.8 11.4
18.4 12.7 26.1, 32.7 47.0 18.5
8.9 6.1 12.6 17.5 11.0 9.0
25.2 18 . 4 31.6 43.0 h0.1 :25.4
.9.0 h.2 1.4.0 20.0 37.3 4,6
Ia.() 6.3 16.7 2f4. 4:.2 11,1

1,./3

-1.8.0

21.8
10. ;1

5,
New Jersey . 1,794 y
New Mexicf . 314

New York 4,340'
North Carq1101, 1,316' .

NoTth
Dakota 4 17/

. .

Ohio , .2;816

Oklahoma ' 633
G/egon. 528
Pennsylvania 2.893
Rhode Island 2

' . .

So'uth Carolina 718

South 'Dakota 189
Tennessee 1.011
Texas 2,995
.12tah 311

Veimont 118

Virginia 1,182
W*shington 880
West.Virginia 449
Wisconsin 1,199

Wyoming .90

I

8..

IG.I

4.q
9,. (1(

10,1

( 6.9

6.)

,I1,

1!1.4

1,,. 1

1 1.!

11.5
' 14.6

18.3

14. 1

41.n 21r;
.

i.',.', ' l';,6 'g.0 21.,
11:8 I L 7. .; 1 14
1...R
8,8

I ;; ..,
4.4

4.1

A
1,.n 1,. i

8.8

41.,4

8.4 8:4 ;, it ' 8.9 14.;

S.8

:S. 1

11.4

24.1

e.t,

M.?
13. 1

1,.,,

8,..,
:1.0
9.7

16,6

:7.7
I !,4

24.:

37.6

1,.,

11.1

18.1 ..

.

18.1 8.!,

.

11.9 19.:' ,i
1;i.',

14.' ".

H'.

1,..n

7.
11.S

.0

...7 19.7

1,

11.6. 11.4

11.3 11.1
1;.I

10.4 '

18.0

1,.!/
18.0

18.9,

11 .6

22.1
14.1. 111.5 118.11 11.

.7 (1 15.el 11.1.1 .1 34.8

22.0 12.6 15.2 1IL 7

1:1. 3 1,.11. 6.1 7 4() 11,.11

.11.4 11.4 6.8 8.5 11.9 19.5

14.8 . 18.7 11.1 11.5 18.9 .2,-H W.'.
9.2 9.1 5.11 10.1

2h.,,
9.8

.1`).6
'4 .8

16,9

5.6

:1).5.%
6.9

2,-,.H. 3,
17..7

11.1 11.1 7.H I-.n

SOUSA: Special tOulations by the Census Bureau from the 1100 Sample of the 1970 Census PornlatIon.
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Table 41 Distribution of Persons by Statq'for Alternative PoVerty Definitions,11969

4

."
4.

4

('uriont

, 1

vkliom,)\vmons, povert

dnd State MOZUN

Scalintj of cuilent prasnre

Single-dollar

cutoffs. Relative meagure

.M%

50% U.S. 4-person

1)6 N.S, family famiry

median .median median

Undqi. adj. adj.15% .125% .150% 200%, IAM

Muted States, Total 27,391 .18,780 17,522 49,029 71,801 11,117 27,106 34,631 38,917 44,278

Percent 100.0 ' 100,0 100,0' 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 1.00.0 100.0 :140

New England

Maine 0.5 0.1, 0.5 0,6 0.8 0,5 ., 0.5 0.5 0:5 0.6

New lkiimishire 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.3 0:3 . 0.3 .0.3 ' 0.1

Vermont 0,2 0.2 ' 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 ,0.2 0.2 0.2 0,2

Massachusetts 1,7 1,6 118 1,9 2,2 1 ,2.0: 2.0 1.8 1.8 l9

Rhode Island' 0.4 0.4 0'.1 0.4 0.4 (,1.4 0.4 0,1 .0.4 0.4

a

Connecticut 0.7,
%

0,8 0.8 , 0,8 0.9 00 0,9 0,8 0.13 0.8'

h

Middle Atlantic

New York 1.1 , 7.2 7.5 7.5 7,6 7.7 71 7,3 7.5 7.5 ?,

New Jersey 2.1 1.9 , 2.2 2.2 . 2,4 2.1 2.2 2.2 2.2 '

Pennsylvania 4.6

NORTH CENTRAL

4.3 4,7 , 5.0 5.5 4,8 4.8 .4.7 4.9 4.8

East North Central

Chic) 3,9 1,0 4,0 4.1 4.5 1,2 4.2 4.4 4.0' '4.1

lifdiano 1.8 1.7 1.7 2.0 2,2 2.0 2,0 1 1,9 1,9

Illinois , 4.1 1,2 44. 4.1 442' 4.1 4:4 4.0 4.1, ',4,1

:Michigan '3.0 3.6, 3.0 3.1 3.3 3,2 3,2' 3,0 3.0 3.0

Wisconsin 1.5 1.6 1,7 1,9 1.8 1.1 1,6 1.8 1,7

West North Central .,.

iiir.rin 1.5 ' 1.4 1.5. , 1.6 ., 1,8 1,7 1,7 1,6 1..5 .1,6

Iowa 1,1 , 1.0 1%2 1,3.. 1.4 r.4 1.3 1.3 .1.2 1.3

Aisouri 2.5 2,4 2,5 24 2:5 2.7 2.7 '. 2,7 2.5 :, 2.5:. 4

North Dakota 0,3 0;3 0.3 0.4 '' 0,4 0.3 0.3 0,4 0.4

South Dakota 0.4 , 0,4 014 0.1 0.5 0.4 0.4 0,5 0..4

_01

' Nebraska 0,7 .' 0.7 '' 0.7 0,8 , 0,8 0.8 0.8 .0,8 0,8 ,'. ,. .0,.8' i

kansas 1.1 1.1 1.1 . 1,1 . 1.2 1,2 1,2 1.2, 1,1 1,1

o 1



Table lo, continued )

0

t

:',61[1111 M 0111CIVIN't1A10, Mak' 1111'111111' '

CUI

1411(1G, 1)1Vre[15,, povoity
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4Hr111

!it)oth At lat IC

Marilal 1 ..,
'1)fstt let, t)1 1),hurbiti

, Viilin la

1t Vuqinia
poi- lthiCari) 1 Ina

' ooth,Caro1INJ

Cedi gi a .\ ,

ilolidd

,

Last 4duth Central,

Kentucky

,Tennes!!,ee

Alabama '

sissippi

West South central '

Arkansas .,..1

It)Oi:iiana

Ok lahoma '
'lex 'as

t

0,2,

,k

l0,2

1.4 1.5 '''. 1.1

11,5 0,5' 0,4

2,5 4 2,6 2,6

1,4 1.5 1.4

1.6 1,6 1,5

2,2 2,1 2.1

1:4 3,5 1.1

4,1 .401 , 1,0

2,7 2,8 2.5

3. 1 ' "1:1 2,9

3,2. 1.2 LO

1.1 2.5121

3,9 I 2.0 1.8

I 3,5 3,1 ,t.3

,1,7 1.t 1.7

..1.. 4 71.2 7:4

4sr

Mountairf- ,

4

'0.1M ontana 0'.3 ,' 0.4

Idaho 0, 3 0.1 0, I ,

Wytflirlq Oft 0,1 0.2

, Colorado 14 0.9 14

QW Mxico 0.8 0.9. 0.8

Ar izona 1,0 1,0
,

1,0

Rah' 0,4 0,4 ' 0;5,

'Nevada , 0,1 0,1 0;2

I'aci f ic .

Wash i ng t on 1.2 1.2 1.2

Or i.ijon 0.9 0.9 (1.9

.California 8.0 )8,0 , 8.1'

Alaska. 0.1 0.1 0,1

Hawaii 0,3 4+ 0.3 0.3

15013 20313

0,2 3,2

1,5 1.5

0,4 pA

2,I) ') i
)..

14 1. I

1,4 LI
2,0 , 1.t1

3,2 2,9

4,0 1.9

LI 2.2'

2,9 2,7

2.11 2.5

2.1 , 1.9

1.7 1.5

3,1 2,7

1 i 1.6

7, 1 6,8

0,4 0.4

,0,4 0,4.

0.2 0,1 ',

'1,1' '1.7

0.8 0,7

1.0 '1;0,

0.5 0,6

0,2

1, I

0,2 ,

1, ,1

0.9 1,0

8,2 8,2

0.1 0,1

0,3 0,3 .

f)14 .110kOn

ui ly

liii pied ian pi ian
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0.1

U.

0.4
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1,0
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0.1
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(1,2 A 1,0.2 ''' .0,2 !/ (1,2

1,4

A 0,11

(.4

11,1

1,41

0,4

1.4
i

! 0.4

2. 1 2,5 2,6 r i 2,6

1,4 1,1i 1,4
t
' 1,4

LI 1,i , 1.5 I 3,5

1,3

1,3

, 2,0

(,2

2.1

3, 1

,
I, 2.0 ,

L 2

1.2 4.4 4,0 4,0

2,5

id
2.6

. 3.0

l',5 i'l

2.9

. .2.5

# 2.7 3,0 3,0: 2.9

2.4 2,5 .2,5 2,4 .
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,I.1 1.7 k 1,1

6,6 7.1 7,4 7,3
f
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4

!

,

0,1 0.3 . 0.4 ,, , 0.4 ,

0,1 0.4 0, ) .0,4

0,2 r 0,1 0.2 0,2

14,
0.1

LO

0.8

- .1A,

0.8

L0j
0.8 :

t

0,9 1.0 1,0 IA

0.4 0.4 , 0.5 0.5

0.2 *0.2 0.2 0,i2

,,, .

1.4 1.3 ( 1,2 1.2

1.0 0,9 t
0.9 0,9

8.7 ILI. 6.2 .

.0,1 0.1 0,1 / t1.1 '
11,3 0.2 0.3 0.3

. i
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Li
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t
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Table 41. Distribution of Re1atedai1dren,5 to 17 Years by State for'Alternatiye

Po y Definitiop, 1969

,311),11e-Yriii

cutoffs Relative measure

5Ut U.S.

, 501 U.S. 4-petaons
Curr IA% II;S, family trolly

citlions, Div 6 1011:1 , poverty molian' Aedian median

and State measure 751 1251 1501 NA H iih low mad); adj. adj.

United States, Tutal 7,938 5,381 \ 11,048 11,178 22,018 5,930 1,98P 8,166 144.96t 13,168.

Percent .100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0' 100,0 100,0 ', 100,0 100.0 100.0

VINE/1ST

New Eniland

Maine

New Hampshire

Vermont . /.,

Nass'achusetts

Rhode island

Connecticut

,

Middle Atlantic

New bfk

New Jersey

ia

0011 CENTRAL

(3,5 0$ 0.5

0,2 , 0,2 0,3

0.2 0.1 0,2

1.5 1.1 1.7

0,4 0.4 0,4'

0,7 , 0,1, 0,7

7.1 6.5 1.2

1.9 1.6 2.1

4.0. 3.6 41

East North Central
.

Ohio' .3,6 '3.8 .3:8

Indiana . 1.5 1.5 1.7

41linois. 1,9 4.1 3.9

Michigan 1,8 28 2.9

Wisconsin 1.1 1.4 1,5

West North Central

110707------ 1.2 1,1 1.3

lowa 0,9 e 0.8 1.2

Missouri

North Dakota

2.2 2.1 2,2

0.4 , 0,3, 0.4

South Dakota 0,4 , 0.4'1 0,4

Nebrala i 0:7 10.7 0,7

Kansas 0.9 0.9 0.9

f\,

0.6 '0.6

0,1 0,)

02 0,2

1.7 ' 2,2

0,3 0.4'

0.4

0,2

0,2

1,6

0,4

0,4

0,2

0,2

1,5

0,4

0,1 044
4 ,.

0.7 0,7

. 1,2 7,4 7,1 7,0 1

2.1. 2.4 1,9 1;8

'4.7 5,3 3.8 3,7

4.1 1.").6) , 1.8 ',4.0

1.9 ,2.2 1,5 1,6

4.0 4.2 4.1 4.1

3.0 3,5 2,9 2,9

1.7 2,0 1,4 1.3

1,

1.5 1.1( 12 0
1.2 1.3 1.0 0,9,

20.4_ 2:4 2.2 2,1

.r 0,4 0.4 0.3

0,5 0.5 ' 0.5 0,4

0.7 0.8 0.7 0.7

1,0 1:1 ,0.9 0,9

0, 0,5 0,6

0,2 0,3

0.2 0.2,

1,7 1.7

0,4 0.3

0,7

1,1 7,2 1,2

2.1 2.1 2.1

4.0 . 4.4 4,6

L7 3,6 3,9

1.6 1.7 1.8
1

3,9 3,9 4,0

2.6 2.9 /9
1.4 1.5 1;6

1.3 1,3 1.5,

1.0 r

2.3 2.3

0.4 , 0.4 OA

0.4 0,5 0,5 '

0.1 0.7 0.7

0.9 0.9 1,0I,
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Table'42, State%Share of Poor Persons Under Alternative PoVerty Definition ,as a .

'Patio ot,State Share Uhder CUrrent Poverty Definition, 1969
,

rtg, art.

scalin9 of current measure cOtoffs measutes

50% U.S. 4-person,

Current 501 U.S. .family . family

Re9ions,.Divisions, Jooveety ' median median Median

..

kIRTHEAST 1,000 ,..958 1,030 1.051 1,128 ..1:005 1.061 1.010 .1.031, 1.041.,,

.

,

.,

,New England
.r.

, ,

.

Main0 ,. . 1.000 ..918 1.133 : 1.226 1,3 13 1.059 1,047 1.1)71 ' 1,140 1.,208

New Hampshire' 1,000 .951 1.111 1,125 1.443 1,142 1,169 1.081 ." 1:089 1,124.
,

imrmog .
'1.000 ,v .873 1.020 .1.152. 1.217 f,. 1.041 1.037 .970 1.061 ,1.097

ma§achOetts 1100 347'6 1,047 1.084 1,247. 1.116 1.151 1.026 1.057 1.070

, Rhode Island 1.000 ', 1.020 .978 .363 i.046 1.047 , 1.071 .946 .973 .956

Connecticut 1,000 '1A58 1.01.3 1.032 i'186 1.150 1.147 1.035, 1.013 1..016

,.

.., MiddfeAtNntic
vg

4 New York fi,-.000 .962 1,013 1,00 1.025- 1,038 1.03* .981 1.009 1:007

New Jersey 1.000 . 4.943 .. 1451 1.064 1.174 1.069 '1.037 1,056 1.056 1.051,

Pennsilvania, _moo ,94 p 1.035 1.009 1.195 l',' 1:059 1.056 1,026 1.038 1,069

,.,...1

AM CENTR4L ' 1.00U .993 1.022 i' 1.057 1.125 1f25 1.491 1.098 1.045, 1.042.

.

. East North Central
.

TIO7'77--k, 1.000 1.030, 1.027 1,063 1,161 1,069 1.008 1.023 1.031 1.048

Indiana, 1.000 .972' 1,067 1.130 1,237 . 1.118 1.127 1'.,100 1,069 1.098

Illinois 1,000' 1,020 1.002 1.003 1,034 1.065 1,082' ,986 .999 1,003

Michigan 1.000 1,013 1.007 1.031 1;119 1,062 1,082 .998 1,005 ,1,009

Wisconsin ; 1.052 1115 1 261 1,154 1.132 1.052 1.058' 1;085

West North Central:.

Minnesota 4 1.000 . .932 ' 1,035 1,107 1.213 1,137 . 1,138 1.005 1.039 1.084

Iowa 1.000 .913 1,058 1.141 1,21 1,205 1.186 1.169, .1.084 1,121

Missouri' 1.000 .961 , 1,000 1,010 .991 1.063 1.071. 1.057 1.006 1'.000

North Dakota 1.000 ,:902 '1.018 1,011 1,128 1.000 '.915 1.119 1,039 1.053

South Dakota 1.000 1;010 1.041 1.086 1.071 1.074 41052, 1,103 1.061 1:091

Nebraska 1,40 ,
.986 1.011 1,069 1.148 1.135 1.155, 1.133 1,012 1,057

Karoas
.

968 ,997 1128 1.063 1,102 1,107.:', 1,063 1.005 1,022

)

I 01



/

S 11.) p

.1

h U i

ScaliN orcurrent'measure 'cutofi's , . Relative measure.,__.__,,,___77ij.r_t

[ Current' 7
Regions, Divisions, ,poverty

and'States ' Aeasure. 75% ' 125% 1 . '200% ,

--....---6.---

, SOU1'11

. South Atlantic

Delaware

/

1,000 1,020 ,,972' .1, 2 .871

1.000 .856 1,072 1.058 1.040

Maryland 1,000 1,047 1.036: 1,041 1.066

District of,COluMbia 1,000 1.130 .,9511 '.923 .876

yircjinia 1,000 1.016 1.02'4 1.014 .980

west Virginia 1.000 1.052 ./961 ,942 .876

North Cardliha 1;000 1.014 089' ,969 .915

South Carolina , 1.000 1.1140' ;',950 .896 :.800

Georgia 1,000 1.023 7. .955 .924 .850

1.000 1.005 ir .987 _990 ,961

East South Central

Kentucky 1.000 .954 .909 .824

Tennessee 1.000 1 957 .936 .075

Alabailia 1.000 .943 ,..895 . .797

MissisSippi . 1,000 11.127 ;909 .829,, .697

West South Central

Arkansas 1,000/

1,ouisiana 1.01

uklahdma 1.000

Tads 1,000

/1.000wLST

Mountain ,

Montana, 1.000

:Idaho 1,000

Wyoming', 1.000

Colorado 1,000

New Mexico 1.000

Arizona' , 1.000

Utah
/' 1.000

Nevada /

A

1.000

Pacific/

TETFiton 1.000

Oregon 1.000

California 1.000

AlaSka 1,000 :

Nawaii 1.000 ,

/

1.063 , .966 .918 .799

1.050 .,931 ,874 .756

.941 i.018 .997 .969

;969 .998 .979 .915

.991 1.015 1.03,1 1.017

.907 1.071 1.110 1.165

.839 ' 1.079 1.121 1.223

.898 1,067 1.112 1.213

.912 , .999 1,050 1.088

1.073 :.979 .944 .855

l.048 _994 .995 1.006

.926 1.032 1.131 1.318

1.001 1,086 1.10 1.281

.962 1.016 1.039 1.117

,977 .994 1.025 1.086

1.006 . 1.021 1.030 1,035

1.126 1,05 1.052 1.037

.918 1.0 1.036 1.104

,

/

.

N

501 U.S.

median

unad',

50% U.S.° 4-person

. family family

median median

' ad'. ad',

.

.907 .907 371 ' .968 .953

.960 .967 .893 ' 1.100

1.011 '.997 .977 1.018 1.02l.

,,977 .915 .939 ,923

.925 ',918 .997 1.024 .

.985 ,.962 1.005 .959 .950

.877 .863 1,007 .992 .981

.813 .817 .897 .941 .914

.855 ,862 .942 ,.917 ,935

1.048 1.041 1,075 .987 .990

.935 .942 ,994 .949 .927

.893 .891 .994 ,952 .944

.844 .838 ,%937 , .941 .917

.813 .860 .903 .905 ,860

.916 ;944 1.022 ,959 .929 ,

.041 .863 '.881 .921

1.00 1.018 1,054 1.015 " ,999

.895 ,883 .954 .996 .988

1472 1.668 1.009 1,023 ! 1%031

,

1.096 1,032 1.006 1.085 1.096 .

1.097 .1.079 -,1.115 1.086 1.097

1.083 1.102 1.034 1.099 1-.142

1.029 1.26 .988 1.011 ':1.054 ,

.836 .810 .931 ,967: 958

.943 .958 .987 .994 .993

.998 1.008 1.000 1,040 1.081

1.136 4.170 1,061, 1.097 1,147

1.1814 1.115 1..059 1,020 1.037

.1.136 1.142 1.058 1.014 1.026 '

1.101 1.095 ' 1,013 1,026 1.031

.913 1,000 ,.865 1.010 1,235

.930

$

.460 .853 1.045 1.050



Table 43. State Share of Poor Related Children 5 to 17 Years Under Alternative Poverty

Definitions as a Ratio of State ShareUnder Current Poverty Definition, 1969

4

Single-id-01ar

Scaling of current measure cutoffs Relative measure

. ,.
Current

.

Regions, Divisions poverty

and States 1 measure 75%

,NORFHEAS1'
.t

1.000 .910

.

Maine
, 1.000 .956'

New HampShire,'. 1.000 .: .960

Vermont 1.000 .794

Massachusetts 1.000 ,1142

RhOde Island I.000. 1.059

Connecticut 1.000 1.072

Middle Atlantic

fkw fork 1.000 .915

.4 New Jersey 1.000 .861

cn
Pennsylvania 1.000 .906

1

NORI'll CENTML. 1:00.6 .995

I I i

'East North Central

17.7) 1.000 1.055

Indiana 1.000 .978

f Illinois 1.000 1.046

Michigan . 1.000 1.014

Wisconsin 1.000 1422

,

West North Central.

MinndOta" 1.000. '.880

Iowa 1.000 : '.863

Missouri 1.000 '.928

North Dakota 1.0002 .885

South Dakota 1.000; 1,036

Nebraska 1.000 .985

Kansas 1.000 :. .970

',

125% '150% 200%

1.060 1.096 1.213 4'

... '

'1.177 ; 1.273 1.380

,1.257,, 1.276 1,688

1.288 01.301, 1.389

1.077 ,1.136 1.414

'1.026 .986 1.132

, 1.050 1.093 1.330

1.020 1.021 1.049

1.099 l.l29 1.127

1.087, 1.174 1.338

,

1,053 1.127 1.250

.1056 1.113 1.294

1.151 1.285 1.415

1.018 1.045 1.094

1.048 1.099 1.252

17.117 1.227 1.490

1.081 1.229 1.448

1.087 1.253 1.421

P1.002 1.057 1.058

1.005 1.049 1.104

1.100 1.156 1.182

1.043 '''1.104 1.223

1.013 1.074 1.159

High !

.998

.

1.
.966

1.004

: .9,56

1.020

1.099

1.132

1.001

.992

:.958

1..027

.1.061

1.023

1.050

1.034

1.028

.966

1.049

.978

.937

1.129

1.035

.990

Low

50%

'median

'50%

U.S.

unadj.

0 ,

U.S.

faMily

median

'adj.

508 U.S.'

'4-person

family.

median

adj.

.972 :1.020 1.001 1079

;929, 1.052 1.174 1.238.

.995 1,032 : . 1.212 1.280

.910 ', .97F . 1.138 1.205

.979 1,011 1,085 1.121 .

1.194 .971 :',990

1.133 1,085,,
,,...

..L09

1.69 1.078

.986 1,008 1;017 1.017

.938 A.08.1 1.110 1.105

;934 1.0l1 1.090 1.140

.

1.037. '' 1.028 1.061 , 1.098

. ,,

4

1.106 ,. 1.029 1.060 1097 .

1;070 1.077 1.158 1.230

1.068 , .997 1.015 1.040

1.056 .993 1.042 1,057

,988 1,016 1.1;2 .1.183

.968 1.092 1,093. 1.193

1.011 1,103 1,133 1.213

.953 1,010 ,1.014 1.03l

.796 1.f01 1,039 1.024

1,094 1.062 1.147 1.186

1.051 . 1.081 1.085 1.091

.981 .998 1:025 1.048



Table 43. Continued

'Current

Regions, Divisions poverty'

'and States measure

1,000

South Atilantic

ITeriZre--- 1,000

' Maryland 1.000

District of Columbia .1.000,

, 1,000

,1,000

1,000

1,000

1,000.

1,00O

West Virginia

tiprth Carolina

South Carolina

Georgia

Florida

East South Central

.
Kentucky' 1,000

Tennessee 1,000

Alabama' 1,000

Mississippi 1.1100

West South Central ;

Arkansas, 1.000

1.000

1,000

1;000

Louisiana

Oklahoma

Texas

Mountain

: WA?
Idaho

wycming

co,lorado

New Mexico

Arizona

'Utah

'Nevada .r

. .

Washington

Oregon

California

Alaska

Hawaii

1,000 ,

1..000 .

1.000

.1.000

1.000

1.000

4000

Scaling of current measure

75i' , 1251, 150% : 200%

1,030 .957 .910 .812'

.760 1.096 1,075 1.023

1.036 1.036 1.065 1.096

1.099 .994. .948 .886

1.018 1,019 ,982 .921

1.078 .960 .943 .860

1.005 .974 ..932

1.041 .930 .844

. 1.036 .940 .891 .771

1,015 .967' .950 .900

1.081 ,94

1

.920 .809

.979 :952 .924 . .835

1.011 .910 .118

1,161 .905 .801 .638

1.120 .667 '.722

1,091 ,909 :841 ',698

.980 . .997 .976.: .956 ,

,966 ,.981 .947 .855

.932 1.009 1.025 1.260

,843 1.160 1,231 1.288,

.834 1.077 '1150 1.275,

..923 1.19,7 1,349 1,520'

',911 .982 1 027
o

1.076

1,078 .917 .884 .765

1.065 .980 .974 .979

.866 1.100 1,242 1.564 :

.916' 1.110 1,251 1.300

1.000

1.000

1.000

1.000

1,000

Single-do15;

cutot fv . Relative meaure

U,S,

50% U.S. 4-ferson

family familY.

median redian. id median

h unad' ad', ad'

.

387 .993 .978: .952 ',928

.725' .838 .767 ;,078

1,051, 1:028 .997 ' 1.018, 1,024

109E 1,102, 1;06 ' 99 ,958

.980 .901, .998 1.012 1.002

1.089 1,071 ,997 ' :9b2 .954 ;

.918 .917 1.003 ,,975 .950

,980 :998 .931. ,916 ;869

.936, .957 953 '333' .911

1,011 1.04 1.011 ' .965, .9

1.039 1.076, :1.027! .967

.972 .960, , .994 .948

:953 . .972 '344' .907

'1.047 I. 1069 ..904

1.072 '1.058' ' .934

1.012, 1.063: I,. .900,

1.028 .987 '1.003" .990

.923 .922 .952 .979

1.006 1'.004 1.018 1011

'.978 '.918

.948'

1.041 ;4061

.932

1.004, ,959

.993

.962 .945

.973 1.158

1.019 1.022 1.090 1.260 1.081 1.041

1.000 .986 1.085 1.221 1.043 1.079

.996 .996 .995 1.010 1.011 1.010

1.182 1:117 1,105 1.162 1.189 1.238

.938 1.143 1.104 '1.146 ,972 1,013

.863.

.871

.776

.966

1.024

.971 1%199 . 1,228

, 1.012 1.068 1,405

.971 1.232 1339

.971 :991 ' 1,015

.960 ,929 .911

,960 .978 ,878

.941 1.104 1.167

.971 1.134 4.205 ,

1.108

1.087

1.030

.971

.927

1,030 1,081

1.033 1.082

.997 ,995

1.078 1.138

1.I34 1.123



"*.

TABLE pl. Seiected Characteristics of Persons by Alternative Measures Of Poverty in 1574

(Numbers in thousands. Persons as of March 1975)

SinF1ific4ions e Sing1e-dollar

Feal. ii rent ttrare of allied *asure Clitof14 ive,*asures.

C1irrent 14 , '10% U.S. RI U.S. 501 ilea.
; Family Status and Race , hare poverty 1e )4i1e MOdian ,rod1y Med- Family Med-

i 'Oak% of Head livels Measure 75% 125% 850% 200%, Nonfarm Nif. Nonfarm 111 Low. ', Unadj. ian; Adj. ian, Adj.

ALL RACES

,
1

..A1,1 Persons, tptal ':- 209,343 24,40 14,538 34,615 45,211 69,389 24,534 25,1 6 25,060 , 32;653 17,392 36,400
2 65 years and over. 21,127 3,3 ! 1,425 5,474 7.418 10,62) 3,354 1, 91 3,386 8,947 5,021 7,609J

t. ,
. i

In families, total :190,471 19,440. ' 11,698 27,763 36,928. 59,055 19,69,5 20; 19 20,042 22,147 10,102 32.,222
Head 55,712 . 5,109 3;052 4,437 9;948 16,036 5;179

/

5, 23 5,286 7,521 3,400 10,894
Relattil children

,

under 18 years 65,802 10,196

Related children

'49,800

63,3.6 13,604 17,577 26,517 10,294 10, 37 10,494 ,8,417 4,255 11,760

5 to 17 years .7,526 4,605' 10:51 12,891 19,451 7,605 3, 95 7,751 . 5,943 2,925. 8,204
Wer fmtily raters 68,957 4,139 2,297 6,562 9,443 16,502 4,222 4, 59 1,291 6187 2,441 9069

t , d

Cr.) 'Hare latel
. / ! #

18,872 4,820 1,841 6,832 8,284 10,333 4,839 5026 , 10,506 7J290 4:178hi le 3,890 1,603 1,042 2,206 2,679 3,511 1,620 1,620:: 1,613 3,441 2,218 1,303iuie 10,481 3,212

Nifals i Mlls with

1,318 4,625 5,604 6,314 3,211 3,401 . .3,405 7,065 5,072 , 2,815

male. tetal 367,22? 10,817 6,061 17,085 '24,596 14,111, 11,129 .11,129 11,296 19,115 ,171" 20;642
6.years ind'over 12,812, 1.,620,' 2,906 5,061 1,012 1,072 1,478 '3,440, 1,165 5,201

Itcal 18;178 . 24787.,

old

1,r1,21 4,483 . , 502 U ,731 2,826 2,1126 2,856 4,02 1,035 7,235

- 58,345.,. 4,809

Relak.(1 chi4en

2,171 1,140 10,24E1 '1 ,11,1 4,968 . 4,108 ,, 3,194, 1,528 5,397

. Stollyears 3,946 4.1
3,E., 3,709 2,269 1;081 3,585

t.).3ur family 8i4.2krs. 61,112 ..3,3111

KTSOfls in faulies 4311

1.;942 7,847 .3,395 3,395 3,424' 5,101 2208, 7,960

fivalolvail, total 23,245. 8,563 3,634 14,698 12;33'2 14;938 8,506 8.,40 8,116 8,972 1,731 11,580
3iiars aid LNim 1,784 268 109 318 431 210 219 216., 15,1' 116 662

Heal 4191 3,446 4,306 2,143 2,447 2,440 '2,851 IAS 1,6i9
.RelatEd childain

115.
tinder is wart.. 11',,458 5,387

ohl1drui

17 ,,,urs 8,192 1.,90

3,613

1,620

.6,544 1,121

4,890 5,927

8,403

6,1(36

5,301

3,808.

5;00

1,170

5,478

4,056

5,041

3,634

2,717

1,839

6,067

4,709.
..ter family nenbis 5,5.15 625 IV: 11551 2.229 821 hi 866 1,070 439 ,1,579

.

36,148 11,167,

,5,77: 6,718

29,048' 33,351 .

7,781

IP
8.967

14,34 16,122

,118,946 11,819

6,934 7 8,265

7,100 7,813

2,284 2,521

,4,816 '5,291

..18,117 21i514

, 2,01t, 2,504

4,753.

1,682 9,44;

9,997. 6,486.

3,662, 6,94.,

10,911. 11441..
'414 381

1,028 1,211

6,151 1,108

4,908 .

1,21? . 1,441



r.
^

Ul. Selected tharacteristics ol Persons t)1. Alternative 1,43asures of Poverty 111.1974

Illlibero ill thousands. Persons as of March 1975)

---r
SifT1ificati6ns 5u-1(11g-dollar

Scalihiy titcrent *fibre of Ilirrent /43.1sure klatiye igslfies

till Irrent LT 50% U.S. 501 U.S. 50%

Kandy Siatus and Pace mm Nverty ' 'Male itiIi htilian Family Med Fam
,

and Sex of }la towsure 15% 125% 150% 200% Itnlarm 111 low 1 .ittn, Jar

4.

MITE:

All Persons, total, 182;155 16,310 9,470 24,061 12,09 53,311, 16,550 18, '16,886 24,558 12,815 26,771 26,261 29,364

OS yurs and o;er , 19,206 2,642 1,1196 4,492 6,234 9,228 2,686 2,716 2,720 7,177 4,247 6,628 p748 (),611

Jn families, total '166,103 12,537 1,30 18,5513' 25,902 44,704 ,,12,760 1.2,96) '12,961- 15,64 6,882 23,541 19,514 21,00i

49,451 3,482 2,018. 5,236 7,297 12,565 .3,547 11,62'. V145 5,654 2,120. 8005 ..9,000 110,48.1

.'itelatoi. children

un..fer 18 years , 55315 .i.6,178. 3,705 8,041 11,660 19,221 .6,262 63,19)

,

6;164

, ,

r),27i 2,5911 , 7,406..

',r

9,063 10,090

iielattzl.chrldra . . .

5 to 17 Years 41,998 4,.183 2,683
..

b,25() .8,4!5 13,10.39 4,549 1,613 1,620 1,567 1,114 5,127 6,558 l,585

L'tlitr faally ms,Lers 61,131 2,876 1.,5 46. 4,61', 6,941 12,918 ' '2,9Sl 2,9i1 3,002 4,812 1)816 7,01 4,'J52 '6,010

Unreiatoi Ind

ital 16,252 ....3,773 2,569 5,502 6,187 8,632 3,60 3,046 1,915 ,109' 5,914 3,211 5,717 (),ISI

nale 6,544 '1',00 ,(5) .1,066 2,05.1 2,774 1,211 1,211 1,211' 2,720 1,690 1,005 1,n4

h.14.111' 9,708 2,513 .1,41,13 3,311 4,134 5,1358 2,5;9 2,736. 2,731 6,0/9 .1,244 2,226 1,1301' 4,136

Persons in families with

Rule hwd, toUl 150,645 6,26li 4,553 13,0,11 19,113 i6,235, 9,181 8,181 8,625 111,41 1,276 17,008 11,867 .16,768

65 /.63ars and ovt:.r 11,896 011 3,10 3,594 2,471 4,192 -918 878 tile 1,018 989 4,708 1,09 2;122

Ilitid

la?1atoi children

41,238 2,105 1,191 ...3579 5,330 9,906 1,.,lif 2,248 2,26) 3,9411 1,50/ 6,203 1,792 4,546

Utier 18 mrs

16(71atal childrun

49,038 3,608 1,942, 5,295 7,817 11,608 3,591 .3,591 .3,671... 2,559 1,121 4,015 5,005 6,159

. '5 to 47 yeais 2,549 1,197 3,26% 5,50 ,10,009 2,615 2,615 2,666 1,659 778 2,631 4,0110 1,001

other fitly rural's. '1.57,369 2,569 1,114 ;3,17; 6,226 11,721 2,642 2,612 2,09 4,259 1,641 6,730 4,430 5,391

A

Perzs in families 'with

head,' tOtal

05 years aal over

15,458

1,136

4,275

103

2,748

14

, 5,51',

.Nt
6,559 of47U 4,279

212 IA 105

4,506

110

4106
1143

,4,993

, 186

2,60
103

6,A3 5,64)

ILI

6,235

. 204

Head 5,212 1 297
I

325 1,661 1,997, AI,059 1,299
`.

1,179 1,114 1,101) 022 2,242 1,107 1 1 , 8 8 5

Pe1atal children

ander 18 pars 6,278 2,b11 1,762 1,353 3,847 1,618 2,671 2,799 2,6)3 2,115 1 412 1,421 '3,418 1,711

Pelatal children

5 to 17 years:, 5,021 1,934 1,216 2,481 3,550 1,934 2,629 1,953 1,9118 9c..) '2,4i4 2,548 2,784

Other tally. miffs 1,969 307 161 71; 1,197 309 128 128 -511 212 871 522 '619

1.

a

118



01.` MeCtid !Ilia:, e'd:OMI!lye ul It/vIndy it 1974

ul 11)16,1115, h.:rsons as , t huch 1'1PQ

21,
t (Hit

1/313 t ftrient
0011 3y a5us a,i1 kr, jasn ikarty
,ifilSeX of 11tAI timgue 12511

14,,uur

1506 2000

SiNliticat v4;5'

Jf agient 8i4Lirf
_

Wei(401.

Rafe'

Witinu taitifarn fic.fair

;30;1e-4)111a

Itlative
C6i7.1.870-1-1

Phi*
Wadi,

144=4
0.5,1-3-0-11-47pers.

Fataily t'arraly 1.

ian, Mj. ian,

tdl hlvis, total' 11,704 1,495 Lir); 9,841 11,664 14i* 7,490 .,?,691 1,618

.1jah

1,911 1,271 , 8,937 10,172 11,018
p.ars dal ctver 1,722 626 21in 312 1,098 ,2618 620 05 b2', 1,080 122 , 971 954 1,011

A
6,04.1ae::, total 20 39 ,6.,414 4,147 80321 10,244 11,223 6,527 6,644 6,6`.31 5,946 3,02; 8,06; 8,919 9,68;

Heal 5,198 f,.630 900 2,956 2,404 1,200 1,535 1,593 1,56i 1,114 921 2,277 2,136 ' 21123
8elattli childru

undet 18 pars 4,388 3,021 2,52i) 1,8`y4 5,41 6,802 1,840 3,911 3,417 21991 1,571, 1025 4,961 5,325

.4,1at311 children

cc tr, 17 pars 3,806. 2,931 1,0 61i 4,220 5,146 2,915 2,998 1A85 4 2,211 1,121 '2,996 1,7/1 4,030 ,
Other txtuly fainters

PlirtIthil thiwklu,81s,

lot211

i1,470

2,141

1,140 ,

961

646

C.1,,

1,712

1,219

2,217

1,374

3,210

1;557 46.1

1,164

494

1,1.71

.98

1,108

1,561

53i

1,246

1,763

872

1,803

1,252

2,03%

1,112 ,

1.1,i le 1,171 151 )? 461 546 646 351 153 146 6,28 459 ill 416 019

h!nale

fti,o,ns, \in txulics with

1;116 611 f72 /66 828 '310. 611, 641 641; 915 187 562 777 811

mie head, tutal 13,813 2300 1,108 3,473 4,669 6,925 2,331 2,311 ,147 2,016 936. 3,154 3,731 4,2,',7

(5 years aid over 821 179 3;72 295 194 517 175 1/5 , 116 , 164 152 317 151

Head 1,458 ,06 290 806 1ii171 1,611 511 511 5114 641 114 / 929 857. 90
Pelatal ctuldrun

w63t Id pars ,291 1,146 151 1,124 2,869 I,083 1162 1,162. 1,181 , 7113 110 re1.13 1,809 1,446

Ou 17 ,p2drs 3,905 , 88') 506 1,123 1,641 2,316 898 896 920 5115 246 021 1,119 1,516

('ther faguly guics

kuLIis HI families with

4,982ic 343,, 165 1,14.2 1,429 2,231 659 659 65 111 1 313 1,092 1,104 1,268

-5,45811funih; tutal 7,923 4,194 2,343 '5,1340 '5,625 6,297 4,194 4,167

4:101

1,8/2 2,489 4,911 5,109

, 65 pars ard (An 125 101 04 04 216 103 1116 ; 160 202 167 180

1U)

!kW

children, '

!lisle!' 113 pars

1,940

. 4,095

1,024

2,678

691

1,8168

1,249

3,12.4

1,101

1,411

1,;89

1,719

1,024

2,61

1,082

2,775

1,051

2,711 ''

1,1116

2,2g1

621

1,212

1,148

2,892

1,219

3,111

1,0.0

1024

PelattAl children

tr) 17 Tars '

e ktir tinily gotiers

3,095

1,488

2,04,?

491.

1,400

231

2,397

_670

2,517

808

2,800

19

1,036

'493

2,100

509

2, ,

1,17

1,696

4i1

875

220

2,116

; 670

2,192

699

'2,515

769



T1i I1E 02. Selected Oktlact.aistici of Families by Menial ive 14.asures of Poverty in 1974

(Milkers in litusands, Fatrd1ic ei ot Arch 19751

.101.

' 1.;111,1114i4fis. Sthgle-dollar r

, Scalthlof Llirrent Ntiasiire of Ar.e.111`. tikisure aitoffs Relative Ni3,asures.

4 .,.''
e

r . All airrent ,. Weiailited 50% U.S. 50% U.S, 50% 1-per

.

lirctie , Poverty -1 ihtil e ( Rale totili.on Family KA- Family Mal
,

Selected Characteristics Levels 42r,isure 75% 125* 1506
.

200% Ufa ttlifann )..lonfarm Ilijli .

ALL RIMS

kje of Head

r

Total ,

,Urili...r ,25 1,/ears...

55,712 I, 5,109.

4,225 733

3,052

507

7,437 9,948

1,024 1,246

16,0)0

1,881

5,119

734

5323

i56

5,256

744

1,.' 7,523

1,046
9

25 to 64 years' , 43,454 1,616 2,224 5,061 6,722 16,039 '3,660 3,776 3,721 4,118

65 .tiars lid over 8,034 .,'160 .322 1,980 3,316 785 791 .791 2,330

0

.1,350
,

of fluidly

.

r,.

CO

.Size

, mtalT f 55,712 5,109 3,052 7,437 9,948 16,036 5,179 5,323 5,256 7,523

2 1.ersons 20,823 1,709 ' 938 .2,621 3,5813 5,829 1,740 1,80] 1,754 4,164'

Head 65 years ani over 6,429 ,559 211 1,057 1,583 2,716 585 587 . 586 2,07

i per95ns 12,137 971' 615 1,374 1,802 2,791 976 1,026' 989 1,47

,4.i.er9ons' 11,002 844 539 1,240 1,634 2,758 851 869. 874 8

5 pirsons 6,313 616 388 874 1,196 2,022 630 619 637 49

6 pelliis 3,005 412 249 582 772, 1,273 t 413 415 421 27

7, Fawns 'or nue 2,432 560 '328 746 905 1,363 569 , 512 580 24

. Presence of Related

Children '5-17
9

( Total 55,712 5,109 3,052 7,437, 9,948 '16,036 5,179 5,123 5,296 7;523

,Iio children . 30,692 2,010, 1,113 3,232 4,531 7;64 2,048 . 2,091 2,078 4,618

With' childxen , 25,021 '3,490 p1,940 .4,204 5,417 , 8,397 3,111 3,2)2 3,119 2,905

1 child 10,117 ; 479 bH, 1;326 1,759 2,749 988 1,031 : 996 1,230

2 children 7,767 799 522 1,095 1,416 2,359 807 838 811 791

r '3 children 4,008 605 374 844, 1,054 1,621 613 6'24 625 470

4 dildren '. 11805 363 232 484 627 942 368 375 373 243

5 children or rore .

)
1,124 353

.,.

191 459 561 726 356 361 373 170

Presence of Related

Children Urder 18 .
Total 55,712 5,109 ,3,052 7,437 5,948 16,036 5,179 5,323 5,256 , 7,523

No children 24,381 1,234 610 2,126 3,099 5;385 1,270 1,92 1,299 3,585

.. With children , 31,331 3,875 2,442 5,310.:6,848 10,691 3,909 ' :4,031 3,957 1,939

1 child 11,470 1,088. 691 1,179 1,936, 3,016 1 1,091 1,1471 1,087 t 1,562

2 children 10,285 06 624. 11,401 1,821, 3, 28 982 1,017 1,003 ail
3 children 51,432 749'. ,. 465 1,029' 1,336.. 2,184 764' 784 771, '61136

. 4 children 2,416 497 315 674 ;860 :1,276.. 499 .506 503 , 345

5 children or acre 1,128 985 346 727 896 1,189 571 578 591 300

low itaaA. la.n, 11i1j.

3,400 10,894 7,781 '8,967

5.19 1,453 1,050 1,144

2,005 6,002 5}300 6,097

, 816 3,119 1,422 ,1,726

3,400 10,891 7,781 1,96'1

1,814 6,03.9 2,741 3,1p3

(,

732 '11031 .42 1,369.

728 2,075 1,451 1,640 .,

400 1,20 1,281 1,496

45 ° 111 924. 1,079

11,5,.:', 387 603 687

125 381 1/9 671

3,400 10,894 7,781 8,967

1 913 6 858 3 389 . 1,997

1,187 1,036...4,392 4,976

670 1,701 1,394 1,607

423 1,081 4149 1,298 ,
196 653 870 975

na 336 506 571

83 262 173 517

3,400 10,894 7,761 8,967

1,336 5,432 2,238 2,709 0

2,064 5,462 5,544 ,6,258

877 2,176 1,554 1,742 ,

10 1,499, 1,463 1,680 1
.,,i-'298 879 1,079 1,217

' 156 471 697 '786

141 " 410 750. , 833

122



D1E D2, Selected Obaracteristics of Families by Altenative Measuresof Poverty in 1974

(NUmbers in thousands, Famdlies as of March 1975)

SiNlifications Single-dollar

Soiling of Cogent ftsure of anent Measure ,CUto(fs Relative Measures
kll Unit

, iki4ited
. 1 U.S. 1 U.S.

b
,

iome Poverty Male Kik Median Family kl;- P

ected Ohiiracteristics Levels heasure 75% 1251 1501 , 2001 ' (tam Ntcfarm Nonfarm Hi h ii'd . lan Ad

*mat Status of,

Hoad . t

Total
. 55,712'

.

5,109

In civilian labor fence 43,216 2,497

FAcloYed 40,419 2,048

UtemP10Yed 2,797 449

.?Nbt in civilian labor

CO

force

1

hbrk EXperiende of Head

12,497 2,611

NJ Total 55,712 5,109

'hbrked last year 45,106 2,691

50-52 weeks 35,601 1,180

Full tire '34,195 980

1-49 mks,

R839:41 for horking

9,545 1,511

part year 4

4,317 i43

Other 5,228 868

Dii not hork, 9,639 '2,390

Hkekijn Prod Forces

Noe of Income

927

1

27 ,,

Eirred inure 49,529 3,112.

Scoial Security 12,162 1,220

' Dividends, interest,

and rent . . 27,243 681

Public ass1st= 4,359 2,013

Other transfer income a/ 10,296 513

Private pensions,

a1inccry, etc. 6,581' 547.

1

. 3,052 7,431 '9,948 16,036

1,512 3,794 5,315 7,451

1,207 3,156 4,499 8,24 2,1

305 638 816 1,209 449

1,540 3,642 1,632 6,585 1,629'

3,052 7,437 9,948 16,036 5,174

1,620 4,078 5,720 10,081 2052

664 1,903 2,878 5,969 1424

544 1,618 2,506 5,391 1,010

956 2,175 2,843 4,121 1,529

. 370 949 1,260 1,911

5586' 1,225 1:532 2,2i0 1877

1,419 . 3,270 4,059 5,595 2,400

13 89 169 360 27

,

.1,816 f4,835 , 6,768 11,777 3,236(

517 2,054 2,953 4,040 1,245

1

421 1,173 1,779 3,952 711

1,196 . 2,599 2,979 3,478 2,049

257 900 1,389 2,552 519

.'

337 alo 1,096 1,936 547

. 1,

23 , '5,256' 7,523 3,400 .10,894 7,781 8,967

2, t 2,595 3,188 1,454 1,969 4,026 4,719

2,111 2,673 1,185 4,210 3,359 3,968 . .

1 458 515 269 759 667 752

2,697 2,661 4,335 1 1,946 5,924 A3,155 4,247'

,

.

5,323 5,256 7,523 3,400 10,894 7,11 8,967

2,843 2,801 3,542 1,586
, 5,510 4,319 . 5,085

1,267 1,248 1,555 669 ,644 1,051 2,49t,

1,041 1,033 1,235 508 2,160 1,755 2,145

1,575 1,552 1,986 918 2,866 2,266 2,591

668 317.668 769 1,177 994 1,141f.

907 892 1,218 600 1,689 1,271 1,151

2,453 2,425 3,817 1,805 5238 3080 3d39:

27, . ' 30 ',I, .65 ', 9 146 102 - '113

3,342 3,295 4,223 1,820 61629 5,117 6,026

1,266 1,267 2,974 ( 1,029 . 4,415 2,157 2,604

727' 719 1,669 568 2,787 1,249 1,532

2,119, 2,078 2,348 1,220 2,880 2,647 2,818

530 537 907 252 1,543 958 1,14

576 555 888 341 1,311 847 985,

a/Includes uneoplowent and worloten's cacensation, gdvenunt eiployee nsis, anl veterans' (treats,
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TABLE 02. Seltvtod Characteristics of Fagu lies by Ilitalutive Usurps of Ibirrty In 1974

(Meters lii thiusarels, Fillies as of Kirch 1975)

A

elected characteristics

All

Incate

Levels

(.11.rrO.nt

lOvtrty

aSure

Sia

'.ScallniffaciClir, rent Itasu Mere of Oirrent asure .

%let 1411e ,

751 1251 1501 2001 tionfann Itnfaim Ittgann

Single-dollar ;

alloffa, *ati,k 'Peasures.' '

r: 41ers,

Mizn Famay Ped-

114 Low livdj, Ian, Adj, Ian, Mj

'MLLE KM MALE 11FAD

Ale of Bead

48,470 2,797 '1,921 4,483 6,502 11,731 2,826 2,826 2,856 4,672 1,835 '7,255 4,753 5,676

, Under 25. years 3,482 287 176 505 696' 1,258 288' ?88 .296 516 198 855 516 605

25, to 64 years , 38,063 1,854 1,093 2,849 4,118 7,617 1,898 1,898 1,916 2,138 949 3,407 3,034 3,613

65 years and over 6,925 616 291 1,129 1,688 2,056 640 640 6431 2,018 688 2,942 1,193 1,159

Ize:Of Family

'Ibtal, 4070 1,521 4;485 46,$02 11,731 2,826 2,826 2,856 4,672 1,835 7,255 1,753 5,676

'co
ikrstins ,

Bead 65 lears'arkl over,

17,599

5,619 469

172 1,672

912

2,430

1,389

4,267

2,411

991

492

991

492

991 '

492

2,938

1,834

1,087

626

4,197

2,695

1,763

964,

3 Nrus 10,290 424 d 676 979 1,783 430 430 424 726 297 1
1

169 130 $55

4 poesons 9,997 421 4266 708 1,019 2,051 427 127 449 149 199;4. 1160 .741 917

S-Fersons 5,758 339 200 521 102 1,571. 353 353 398 266 114 410 562 694

6 persons ,2,1187 245 . 139 379
35'

998 246, 246 248 155 75 230 398 459

7 persons or more 2,49 370 52.7 717 1,110 379 386 , 138 '63 228 559 639

Presere of flated
Childnn 5-17

4

'4

Ibtal 48,470 2,757 1,921 4,483 6,502 11,731 2,826 2,826 2,856 4,672 1,835 7,255 4,753! 5,676

tb children 27,559 1,380 721 2,402 1,519 6,201 1,) 1,416 1,423 ,984 1,328 5,532 2,512 3,049

With children 20,911 1,376 800 2,0132 2,983 5,468 1,10 1,410 1,433 ,1,088 ,506 '1,723 ° 2,212 2,627

1 child 8,526 392 235 603 909' 1,887 401 401 404 '457 204', 728 , 616 )800

. children 6,612 340 219, 522 7,0 1,936 347 347 351 285 , 143 451 553 1666

3 childiti 3,379 292 166 445 300 360 306 , 188 78 289 , 469 533

, 4 children

5 children or more

(1,490
904

164,

.189'

88

93

245

266

364

354

659

412

170

, 192,

170

192

170

202

84

75

'42
.' 39

132

123

263

" 280

319,

314 t;*

Presence of Pe1 4ti2d

Oildren Unler 18

,
*

48,470 2,757 1,521 4,483 6,502 11,731 2,826 2,816 2,856 4,67V 1,835 7,255 4,753 5,676

children 22,al 1,041 520 1,812; 2,654 9,685 1,076. 1,076 1,080 3,091 1,135 4,718 1,912 2,304

.Nti,

With children ,

1 child

26,409

9,467

1,716

419

1,001

254

2,671

669,

3,848

981

,7,046

1,773

1,750

424

1,750

424

1,776

, -411

, 1,581

640

/00

283

2,537

1034

2,841

715

3,372

846

2 children 8,517 413 258 704 1,031 2,037 420 . 420 440 427 104 710 741 914.

3 children 4,673 36.9 216 539 783 1,529 382 382 389 275 121 408 581 681

4 children 1,989 227 122 ,343 495 879 228 228 226 121 60 199 361 433

5 children or more 1,361 290 151 416 558 831 ,296 296 308 119
,

52 186
: .

440 499

12(h

!
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TNtlE 112. Selo:ult. duractaiatics of Families by Alternative towsures of Poverty in 14

a

4I

I

INinbers in t1titaux1s, '1',3m11(2$ LIS 'Of' t*C461i9y,4 ,'P" , ', ','
,

.

P A

t

''. II ' '', 1.) ...1 4......;' , .

. ,+.- ,-...,-i-, .,,,.
:......40,Athal",,,,' '". .. . Single-111ar., ;,.i, i t ,, ;

.. .
,

i

(Vrt,nt 4.11qure 01. Mixt, feasare. , (Utoff4. klitivd Lsures
. ., 1:' ,. , .

. " .
. -

,

(.. .

' 4 L

,.

, 1 .-, lienj14.1. , .1, ; .,,,,. , . 50% U,1), 50% U.S. 501 4-pgts.
, ! ......,

. .1kvi.fity. .

, .

, . ,16,'dti1e.' '' '' .. 14Wian Family' Med- Fddithy ti1-

.1 ,

.'Iit k 4
k421,6"Ited acteristies , Imels moasub.: 75% 'in 1508 ,2008 Warm Nlonfann rtinfarN Ili2 low thadi, lan, Mi,ian,. -

.

. ,FA/44,1i5 wrili, mia }Au '

.'. 1
i

1

.1

Ilni)loyment St'atus of

lioid

'1ota1 ,. 48,470 2,757 1,521, 4,48'3 5,502 11,731 2,816 2,026 1,856 4,672 1,835 7,255 I 4,759 5,676ln civilia 1ator force 39,281 1,656 983 2,647 3,888 7,884 1,708 1,708 1,732 2,110 918 3,160 2,831 3,37i
' ' 1419Y1 ' . 36,877 1,416 839 2,257 3,391 8,598 1,468 1,468 1,488 1,937 : 803 , 2,987 2,116 2,898

. Otts4)1(iyLr.1 2,405 240/ 0144 390 5)7 888 240 240 244 277 115 473 416 475ti hlot in civilian .
, 1,

" Jai= force 9,189 1,101 538', 1,836 2,611 4,247 1',118 .1,1113 1,121 62,561'
, 917 3,q95. 1,922 ,.' 10102

, ;
1, 8

i

1 ;rk Experience of Ilid
. '.' A tal , , 48,470 2,751 1,511 1,183 6,502 11,731 2,826 1,826 ...2,181.., 4,672 1,835 7,255 4,75) 5,676. Worked. list 'yiiiir. ', ' 40,84 1,745 ; .1,013 ,..2,776 4,101 7,881 '1,801 1,004 J. 1,8271 2,311 973 3,808 ' 2,966

50-52 ,okek,s,' .12,883 884 sio' 1,442 '. 2,214'...:4.;955.` 926 926 935 , 1,131 513 1,966 , 1,566 1,917Kill' time' 31,836 785 153 , 1,294 .2,040 ,I,595 811 814 . 825 .. 91S 438, 1,662 1;111 1,727
1-19 woks 7,937 ., 861 , 501 1,334 1,851 2,926 878 878 , 891 1,181 160. 1,842 .,1,401 1,610

Igiaion for working

part Ms
, UnerVoyed 3,817 416 240 681 944 1,517 . 455

,,, ' '1 1,120 414 263 652 917 1,419 424
Did not rk 6,721 986 495 1,619 42,232 1,480 9.1
Head in Med Forces 927 27 ; 13 ,, 89 10.i. 160 ,27, I

Type of Inoure

Earned incare , . 44,054 1,992 1,137 3,216 4,764 9,061 2,055
Social Security , 9,75 828 358. '1,480 , ;2,206 , 3,742 852

, lividertis,. interest, 1

al4 rent 25,104 539 310 955 1,480 3,383 567 567 567 1,388 440 2,344 .1,017 , 1,256
Public asSistance

, 1,982 870 27i 840 1,049 1,395 575 575 583 342 .351 980 879 968
Other tianfer 'ildie.a/ .9,205 389 191 692 1,112 2,110 395 395 411 686 184 1,211 742 930

, ,Private Fusions,
,

; I' . 4
,liniony, ttc. ,r , 83 1¢9 . 78 2915 445 1708 ;168 14, ,, 173 '401 103 833 302 371

a/ Ircludes unfivthrent and wothren's cat , giensationoverment mptoyee psians, and vieterans!s payaents, it
,, 1?.

455 462 q3 185 845 834

. ,

124 429 6)0 276 997 684 805

995 14000 '2,293 853 3,301 .1,685. 1976,

27 30 9, 116 102 113
,

i 4
6

I 114,

2,055 2,078 2,716 1,084 4,513 4113,436 ° 4,138

652 857 .2,355 '176 3,516 1,565 1,972

,

I.



,

112, tli.Ltl (111,1.1 1st ics 1',u1111 nu);

(Nuthis in tfuns,uds, V.0 I ics xi A nein 1,:ip4

Ikr,111 Ili 1914

.... .. ......._....... . . . .... .. ....
11 w( luns;111111

, .

;,111,11e1do1 l.il

11.1(1 ot On lent Monme ut ,011.99 MLA= O. Oil (A IS DPhil ive Measures ,

All, (au-lent -Wei1iiii.iii qi, ii,;;, .1.)0t-0,S, ''',011 ilets,

.
lltuiv 1V/et ty % Mile Mile idian ' Family litk 114'11,./

let.til) Ithietet istici; levels hiviniv 751, 1251. l50% 200% , 14,g1r,e1 '11intium Mmitinill lInjh Jim lOw11), ian, Mj,.. tan, Pit,L,

. .

,11011,1 311 W1111' KM', JIM)

Aqe f Head
4 '

1t)tal , 141 2,351

, 25 }vas 74) 446

25: to 5)391 1,7W

65' years 'am ovt4 1108 10

n 1 i

'v.
r

1, 'AI: ).,,, 951 1,446 4,306 23534, '2,197 1,4110

'i38 519 550 927 446 460 440

1,1.10 2,211 2,604 3,119 3,761 1,878 1,804

.,71 ':'.20.., 191 160 ,, 145' 4., 151 ' 140

Size oflyariulyl, ; r
'd

,

qkital 7,J2 2,351 0,532 2,953,418 1,106 '2,35; 249'7 2,400

[x.,rtai 3,224 740 466 949 1,1511 1,582 749 , 810 76)

, Head`65 }tars 'and over . 430 91 )8 .145 194 3014 . 92 95 94

Cr:
3 por4xis 1,847 546 31 497 -84', 3,059 546 ; 597 565

4.ierzns 1,005 421 169 512 595, 797 )21 442 415 .

5 ierstls 595 277 188 354 195 451 1277 ' 286 279

6 peram 318 167 , 110 202 138 274 167 169 171

7 rier3ons or sure 293 190 115 119 238 293 1..,9p 191 194

,

'Pres'ence of lie ate4.1

Children 5-17

btal k

M) children

With thildren

1 child

cluldren

3 children

4 children ,

5 children en.core

,1'reanc3 of Ite1,114

) Children Under 18

7,242 2,351 1,532 2 953 3,446 4,306 2,393 2,497', 2,400

7,242 '2,351 1,532 2,953 3,446 4,346' 7,351 2,491. 2,400'

1,133 610 192 831 1,011 1,859 631 675 65`;

4,109, 1,721 1,140 2,123 1,434 2,947 1,721 1,822 1,745

1,191' 587 384 722 850 1,162 987 631 592

1,156 459 303 573 655 823 459 490 43

629 313 2U8 395 459 620 313 325 319

315, 197 114 240 26) 280 197 205 103

219, 164 100 193 207. 214 164 .170 111

chi1cii6 2,720 ,193 90 '1.314 146 700 194 216 220

With children 4,922 2,3,59 1,442 2,639 .311161 3,806 2,159 'L281 2,48J3

129

1 Fhild 2,001 49 437 810 955 1,243 669 723 672

'2'hi1dren 1,368, 562 366 698 790 989 562 ,;591 563

3 children 759 381 140 490 552 62431' 381 402 '381 ,

4 children 427 271 193 331 365 396 271 277 277

5 chl1dree'or mire 165 275 1% 310 338 ,394 275, 482 .285

,

2.,851. 1,565 .1',6.19 '3,0211,' ' ,291

530 381 597 24 i . 540

.. 2,009 1,1156. 2,595 2,211 2,481

,e12.... 1,20,',. 447 ,219'"

2,051 1,565 419 3,028, 3,291 V.

1,216 1.1 l502 1, 980 1,082

245 107 339 148
q 113

. 745 431 . 905 74 785

425 201 t 37 51b 579

230 102 301 162 185

11,5 41 157 205 229

114. 15: 157 220 231

2,851 1,565 3,639 3,028 3,291

1,015 585 1,116 847 948

l,917 980 2,313 2,181 1,143

773 466 973 748 607

506 280 632 596 632

281 118 .364 401 413

160
.1

12 205 243 160

95 .15 139 193 202

2351 1,565 ;3,639 3,028 '3,i21

494 202 714. 325 403

,2,357 1,364 2,925 2;703 2,886

923, 595. 1,143 . 839 896

668 101 789 122 766

361: 177 471 498 537

22 97 i 278 3'34 ,353

102 89 245 310 331

'

'JO



TANI: 1st ics of Faiiilins by Altvuol'm hiw-mtc! ut uk 1914

thmiuds, Fool 41s.,0; ot tLkh 14/51

i).t,.011..1111t thiStUPr,

All (that
ltatu Ibeelty

1;01trt 151 luracteriStics

FN411,1lIS wrm rimiu

141o5kInt,St1tu9'Of

Had

Thtdl

In clian labh
lhpluyed

' Unloyed
tA in

'. lalur foril

' CD k)rk 4erience ot Hull
'Mal

Ica last yiNlr

75, 52.,ks
,. ill Lim

(.1-49 weks

Pan tor w3rking

Part Year

Untnloyed

Other

Didnot sock

131

Type of hare

kArnal that\
Social Security

Dividends, interest
and rent

Public disistathe

,Other transfer incotre a/

Rrivatc pensions,

altny, etc.

Ircluies uneVloyrrent

IMPla htlswe 754 124 1504

1,742

1,914

1,542

)92

2,151

841

012

109

1,531 2,453 ,3,446,

530 1,141 1,428

369 894 1,148

lot 14 180

3,108 1,510 1,002 1,806

7,241

41320

2,715

2,359

1,608

!di4ilic,Oons 51431v-4,11m

(7t .Ondit likwiate ilLit,n1h;

ride %le

Helat we Noma%

50i U. 504 11,ti, 50Y 4-0s,
FaUly

200i *infant Nuitans ti411,unl 111jh ttm 'i0n4 la1,11

306 1,151, 2;49/ 2,400 1,8131 , 1,%5 1,639 1,028 1,141
,90 842' 418 14 1,018 ',10 1,509 1,195 1,140

0 634 (149 044 837. 132 1,111 944 1,064
17 104 214 142 154 186. 21 271

2,018 /,3i9 '1,510 1,5/9' 1,517, 1,7/1 1,029 2,130 1,114 1,945

.41-

2,151 1,532 2,953 3,446

947, 1301 1,302 ,1,020

246 154 401 618

195. 92 384 460

6511 491 841 942

1500 196

11108 454

2,916 1,405

5,475 1,180

2,431 397

4,3%

2,200

1,005

7%

1,1%

1,393

448

244

195

110 268 317 184 196

323 573 675 802 454

925 102 1,826 2,109 1,405

2,497 1,400

1,019 975

t41 , 111

.221 208

O97 661

214' 199

481 461

1,458 1,415

739 1,418 '2,0o5 2,710 LIE 1,287
189. 574 747 1,107 393 414

2,851 1,565 1,639 3,028 1,191

1,228 613 1,701 1,153 1,518

T04

156 678 488 577

0, 99 448 145 419

1 457 1,025 865 952
;

256 113 111 277 106

548 125 692 587 646

1,623 952 1,937 1,675 1,763

1,117 1,507 715 2,117 1,681
410 619 251 900 592 .682 '

1,888

2,139 142 112 217 299 569 144 160 152 211 129 443 232 276
1,378 1 473 924 1,749 1,930 2,133 1,473 1,544 1,495 1,607 869 1,900 1,769 1,880
1,098 '124 66 208 277 441 124 116 127 221' 61 " 332 215 258

1,698 379 299 519 651 888 379 408 385 417 138 680 545 614'

ard !sorlan's artoisation, ()over-mint Ltployee pensicnS ard veterans' plyrents.

'tr

132



L'.111.1 1 11,11 1.'1 111 '111,,1 11111' 1 10,1', 11 10 .11), 1 1 lid h.k 1, I. ht.i1)1,1 11hth .h1 hi, H

, lii 111 tr,11,11, 1,11111)1, 11111'.1,41k ,)(

h'1,11 ' C1.0 Mil

ib!hl 1,

111,1111. 1100

Ajj 11Jp1,

11'1.11 lh,t1II 1,820

11 1" 31

1) 61

,;'oh , '140

30$

t'ii I hint( 1h1.110:.

'ph1..ii irtd.'," 1,v0

lo ,t.11 Ion 11111 t.'1 'th 10, '11) 1,1,1t

iltlo,191 9,660 1,24

::41411u'illi 110 10:

lq in ciV11/M

1,01 1,1r rh 0,101 '1,144

t 1 i'h, 411 4, .4 1.11.01t ,11'11.11

Oa (1,111 "1)4)0 t, hi:ch.' 14)1'. 4, tdi'l 1 m

141,1 itittll

I Mil, Rill.

1,", Polo inuf, 4 ri3.v,3 '1:111,111.3, jl.ort Ilihih 1,4'

'by

h1111.0.1 I gtIII

1/61,1 1.11h, Lilt, 41j.

2,641 6,821 8,284 1011 1,e1i 4,3,9 ',1/0 ,1111

'11 1,1:1 11 '1'1 ,111.111 1,11011 i,10rti 1 , I.
1,1 0 , 146 ,', '91 ,.,111 1,136 1,026 i, /0! 2', 14; .1, ; 4,1

ni ! 2,1110 1,Hrui !,101 1,11:h

.

,.',411 L,111 11,1h14 10, h11 1,tt 11 ",,iilit 10,1,06 .,2 t.. 1.01/0

1,011 ,',Iiii 1,11'1 I, q ,'Il 1 i ,i' 4 1,01 1,1144 1,11 1 't,ii i ;1,101 ,A,41.

81,3 ),1W 3,,' I, I,113 3I0 h 0,0 1,1,1,1 1., 111.1 1,041 1,111`, 1 j H 1',

110 ,1.1 111 hit, , .111, 'h10 . 131 ,in 101 404'

. s ,

1, %1,i 4,01 ,,),1C; 0, "3 0,2 1, NI, 6,1,14' 3,duf). 4,43 '.,!31

*rk I ,11q1vIlit
..

h 110.11 .
.18,8/2 4,82u 1,041 6,832 8,284 10,113 4,814 5,926 5,010 i 10,00 /,299 4,1/0 .',1u9 .., 011

ilh,!kol 1,11.ht. ,./..0 11,1';') 1011r-1 1,11,') 2.41( 1,40 1,141 1,60R 1,40/ 1,80,' ° 4,112 2,41 1,112 211; 2,:91

50-2 Avio, 1,468 ',u1,1 i01 808 1,01 1,131 ')11: 10,0 littli , 1 ,H11 ti 11 41! 33,1 11p1

iAill taw 6,628 11.11 1 /9 41 CA 1,141 /12 !11 i, I li 1,214 401 216 504 . 581

1-49 we:16 4,03/6 1,18U r70 1,h08 1,026 2,',i); 1,182 1,240 1,240 101 1,1,11 119 .1,09 1,817

14 Tim bur w)rkol

Preg1191.1 1,128 146 2CJ7 48,1 `,91 801 1411 165 IC/ 814 491 284 .506 ',',1

hillii2i 2,518 834 'JO 1,110 1,315 1, (10 131.1 075 87', 1,01 1t141 1715 1,151

Ih).J ni/t Kirk 7,293 1,130 1,167 .1,41.1. 5,267 6,044 3,116 ' 1,215 1,206 31,151 4,810 2,761 483 5,005

'1.1i Ana) 'erce,s 107 4 1 I; 16 14 I 4 4 41 6 1 6 16

......

',1\Alv of' Ilanu

1.4111t.11 mazy 11,609 1,690 1,,068 2,424 3,021 13308 1,70() 1,I11 i 1,813' 4,371 1,482 .1,410 2,511 2,811

Salc11 110.:11I 1 ty t,9132 ; 2,116 3/1i, 3,10 4,181 5,281 2,158 2,234 2,226 5,441 3,910 1,798 3,654 4,111

,

1)1vtienis, intenit,

aid alit 13,014 1,054 561 1,./1/ .2,378 1,296 1,066 1,118 1,n6 3,414 1,973 814 1,814 1,164

MAK' assistarrx , 1,656 1,039 506 1,322 1,504 1,562 1,041 1,014 1,04 1,588 1,195 827 1,394. , 1,441

Other traNfer =Tr a/ 1,588 159 .157 605 933 1,293 159 383 381 1,118 150 211,, 120 ,
942

P0Iva1k insions, I

al urorribeti:, ,1,081 360 217 554 736 1,081 160 388 .j88 ' 1,140 t911 ''., 289 581 3/56

,..
..;"

.1' [111111,10!;
11,1TIVI'11t offrl),y)..1. 3low;l0v, (bitetit

1,

13



TABLE D3. Selected Characteristiciof Unrelated Individuals 14 Years Old and Over by klternative Mee'sures of.Poverty in. 1974

(Nembers:in thousands.' Unrelated individuals as of March.1975)
'

Sinplifications
. Single-dollar f

8Caling of Ou'rent,sure of Current Measure
' ,Cutoffs . Relative, Measures

.

Al
._

. l Current
. Vileighted SO% U.S. 50% U.S. ,54 4-Fers.Incare . Etoverty 'Male '' Male Median F Mamily ed- Fimily Med-,Selected Characteristics Levels Maasure 75%. ,1254 .150% 200% Nonfarm Nenfarm. Nonfarm High 1 Uhadjk ian,Adj. Lan, Adj.

r

- -

lc
-MALE UNMATED IMIVICUALS

,

.

.

. Age

Ibtal

14 to .24.years

25 to 64 At:ars

65 years and over
! 4

EMployment.Status.

Total

In civilian labor force

Employed

Unemployed

la in Civilian

labor force '.

Heck .Experience

-Tbtal

Worked last year

. 50m52 weeks

' FUll tine

1-49 wee*
, . .

ReaSon for working

part year

Unemployed'., ,

Other

Dia not work

In Armed Fbrces

Type of Inoane

Earned in:crre

SoCial Security
.

Dividends, interest,

ami0 rent

Public assistanCe

Other transfer ilICCUE a/

Private pensions, 7
a1imony, etc.

7,890

1,652

4,784

1,455

.

7,890 :

5,608

4,994

610

2,280

7,890

5,980

3,810

3,511

2,190

899

1,281 .

1,797

. 103

6,111

1,686'

, ,

2,801

468

1,245

733

1,607

.. 445.

772

390

.

.1,607 .

757

'578

179

851

1,607

817

249

184

968

189

379

786

4

817

467

.259

274

143

95

1;042

336

516

190

., ,

1,042

529

198

131

513

1,042

515

145

101

370

123 .

IIIP 247

526

1

511

209

168

155

71
/
53

2,206

006

1,010

290 '..

2;206

1,040

822

217

1167

2,206'

1,157

379

274

. 778.

,

'

271

507

1,043

. 6

1,160

.732

.

1%91

3464F
258 .

165

2,679

711'

1,202

' 766

2,679,

1,285

1,032

253

1:395

2,679

1,439

494

361

946

335 ,

.610

1,221

16

1,454

" 939

527

406

374

. .

213.

3,914

951 ..

1,890

933

3,914

1,000

1,495

345

1,874

. 3,914

2,081

791

618

1,250
,

160

'798

1,424

49

2,894

1,159

776

834

524

,331m,

1,820 i

449

777

394

1,620

767

588

179

854

.

1,620

827

259

192

568

19
379

789

4

, 826

.474

869

274

143

95

1,620-

449

. 777

394

1,620

767

588

179

854.

1,620

827

4 259
192

568

.

:189

379

789

4

826

474

269

274

143 .

95

1,613

449

777

388

1,613

765

586

179

- 848

1,613

827

259

192

568

.-

189

379

;82

' 4

826

467

269

274.

143

95

3,441

923

1,544

974

3,441

. 1,755

:1,424
,330

/

1,686

3,441

.1,952

754

577

1,198

444

'754

, 1,448

41

2,002

1,192

.
.

758

430

511

344

2,216

580

965

, 674

2,218

1,002

790

213

1,216

,..

2,218

1,110',
I

362

',259

748

265

483

1,103

6'

1,113'

802 -,.

41

35

262

164

1,163

396

621

340

1,363

645

495

193

715

.

1,363

672

201

'140

471

' 159

312

688

.

671

372!

4 209

231

103

68

/

2284
622

1,034

629

2,284

1,07-51

840

14

1,214

2,284

1,192

396

288

797

260

516

1,086
6

i".

1,197

761

418'

357'

276 :

174

2,521

678

. 1,127

ji, 716
..

2,521

1,192

951

241

1,329

2,521

1,336

438.

320

897

319

579

1,169

16

1,349

680

4110

380

335

.

194
o' Includes 'ancklovullt 1:r1 wovkruu's a.414,0i01-1, ,10WrrillwIlt mployee il.msious,'Ind vetefwls' payloeuts.

1 3 E]
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TAME D3, Selected Characteristics of Unrelated Individuals 14 Years Old and Over by Albernative W.asdes of Poverty in 1974

(NknterS in thousands, Unrelated individuals as of march 1975)

All Clutent

Income, Poverty

Selected Characteristics LeVels N'easure

scaliN of (Went *asure

Sisplifications

of Current Measure

Single,dollar

CUtoffs Relative Measures

75% 1251 1501, 200%

Weighted

Male Sale

Nonfarm Nbnfann Nonfarm 1141 14w

501 U.S. 50% U.S. 501 4,pers.

Median Family Med- Family Med-

Unadj, Lao Aaj, ian, Adj.

MALE MUTED IICIVIWALS

Age

Total 10,981 3,212 1,798. 4,626 5,604 6,819 3,219 3,406 3,405 7,065 5,072 2,815 4,816 5,291

14 to 24 years 1,313 503 407 644 710 840 503 552 552 877 656 465 '651 680

25 to 64 years 4,621 1,035 1,336 1,585 2,870 1,0)8 1,148 1,148 2,159 1,411 ,887 1,390 1,504

65 years and over 5,047 1,675

.674'

717 2,645 3,309 3,909 1,678 1,706 . 1,704 4,030 ,3,004 1,463 2,774 3,107

EmploymenStatus

Total 10,881 3,212 1,798 4,626 5,604 6,819 3,219 3,406 3,405 7,065 5,072 2,815 4,816 5,291

CO

4*.)

In Civilian labor force 4,986 819

Epployed 4,666 696

563

475

1,142

985

1,189

1,221'

1,955

1,747

621

698

908

770

908

770

2,090

1,873

1,217

1,057

725 1,189

1,010

1,300

1;137

Unemployed 320 123 89 .156 169 20? 123 137 137 217 160 115 160 163

Not in civilian labor force 5',89514393 1,235 3,484 4,215 4,065 2,398 2,499 2,497 4,975' 3,855 2,090 3,627 3,992

Wbrk Experience

'ktal . .
10,981 3,212 1,798 4,626 5,604 6,819 3,219 3,406 3,405 7,065 5 072 2,815 4,816 5,291 .

WOrked last year ,6,485 868 - 557 1,258 1,561 2,200 871 980 980 2,360' . 1,364 711 1,318 1,456

50-52 weeks 3,659 157 42'9 581 944 258 309 309 )1,051 471 4. 212 456 536
,256

Full tine 3,117 119 77 200 299 ' 576 120 143 145 ' 666 225 96 216 267 fl.

1-49 laks 1,827 612 400 830 980 1,257 614 671 671 1,309 893 529 863 919

Reason for working

past year

Uneriployed 529 156 84 218 256 348 158 175 175 371' 227r 126 226 235

Other 1,298 455 316 '612 725 '909 455 496 496 938 665 403 637' 685

'Did not work : 5,496 2,344

),

1,241 3,368 4,043 8,619 2,347 2,426 2,424 4,705 3,708 2,074 3,497 3,836

Tipe' of Income
4

Earned Irrare 5,499 874 557 1,264 1,567 2,204 879 986 986 2,369 1,369 746 1,324 1,161

Sccial Security 5,296 1,079 625 2,731 3,448 1,124 1,684 1,760 1,759 4,249 3,108 1,415 2,871 30231

Dividends, interest,

, and rent 5,212 795 394 1,324 1,852 2,528 797' 849 848 2,656 1,562 666 1,415 1;60

Public assistance 1,188 765' ,391 . 976 .1,097 1,158 767 800 800 1,158 1,038 696 996 1,061

'
Other transfer in= a/ 1,312 216

Private pensions,

alimony, etc, 1,336 266

80

163

407

389

559. ,

523

. 770

749

216

266

1 239

293

239

293

807

796

488

435 '

170 .

221

444

408

" 508

463

a/ lrcludes u'nenployment and 1.,orkrren's
corpensation,.7enivnt enployee psions, and veterans' payrents.

,



VW DC Persons

State

Unita! StateS Ibtal

Alatane

Alaska

Arizona

Arkansas

Califccua

Alterative Pove4ty Definitions ty State, 1969

All Irrent,

1on1re Poverty

Levels Ntasure 75% 125% 150% 200%

Scalir9 Of Orrent Yeasure

SIT icatiis

of Orrent t,4:asure

Weighted

Kale Ce
Warm linfarm trifarm

Sing e

CUtof fs Relative Ne'sire

SOI 0,044 U.S. 30% 4-pers.

RdLian Faeily Med- Fenily Med-

High IN Un. inn, Adj. inn, Adj.

Colorado

Connecticut'

Delbare

District of Colmbia

Florida

Georgia

Idaho

Indiala

Ioso

Fansas

"ientucky

Vxisiana

Maine

Maryland

C) Massachusetts

Michigan

Minnesota

Mississippi

1 3 ')

m2,suaur.i.

Montza

"araska
vada

uarps1urt.,

Nty Jursvy

NAY Mexico2.
York

"1orth CaN111k1

",k)rth 1ia'Kot.3

ohio.

%kl'alkra

Nmnsylvania

1tble 1s1an3

. South C411'01;14

;',outh Dakota ,

annessee

Nos
4tah

verront

+,.kishington

'West Virginia

191,810 27,397 18,180 37,522 48,029 11,801 21,719 28,141 28,066

1,376 867 601 1,120 1,361 1,811 876 884 1 882

278 32 25 46 59 87 32 33 33
, 1,728 266 791 362 464 701 266 268 270

1,882. 517 871 684 832 1,082 526 533 533

19,389 2,181 1,505 3,051 3,937 5,917 2,187 2,238 2,233

2,135 269 166 366 495 161 213 275 276
2,952 204 '148 283 169 634 244 208 207
534 62 36 91 115 165 62 64 63
723 128 99, 169 ' 207 294 128 130 130

6,625 1,43 767 1,505 1,932 2,802 1,114 1,129 1,128

4,465 941 661 1,233 1,528. 2,10 951 960 956
134 76 40, 108 138 220 76 77 77

696 88 50 130 173 282 91 91 ,, 91

10,815 1,124 706 1,543 1,976 3,046 1,133. 1,152 1,155
5,061' 486 324 710 )63 1,576 497 548 506

, 2,747 312 195 452 624 1,001 326 328 127

2,161 298 198, 407 537 830 306 312 314

3,134 721' 526 950 1,159 1,570 47 1531 752

3,547 961 652 1,225 1,473 1,904 967 973 912

957 127 ' BO 197 , 273 437 128 49 127

.3,813 382 274 07 697 1,067 304 388 390
5,507 175 308. 681 903 1,552 475 487 483
0,645 819 568 .1,129 1,484 2,401 826 ' 139 839
3,711 398 254 564 72 1,265 418 423 424

' 2,166 164 I 590 .951 1,110 1,195 776 181 7/1

4,558 691 457 946 1,223 1,144 706 717 115

05 92 57* 135 179 281 9) 95 \93

1,141 199 135: 281 373 599. 208 210 210

180 41 28 .61 95 138 42 42

715 71 47 108 140 250 72 74 74

7,042 564 .356 314 1,062 1,736 , 565 582 . 575
993 232

)

171 311 384 520, 233 215 216
17,024 2,037 1,344 2,826 ..1,600 5,472 2,043 2,104 2,075
'4,891 975 678 1,,321 1',657 2,337 994 1,003 999

594 94 58 111 ' 177 '278 98 99 .99

14,424 1,366" 152 1,494 1,967 ,3,245 1,080 1,101 1,102
2,46 451 296 631 199 0',160 461° . 476 473
2,040 246 165 , '335 442 700 249 1 253 251

,11,531 1,254 815,1,77'7 2,393 3,927 1,260 12% 1,280
982 112 79 156 189 307 112 115 115

2,401 .614 488 799 964 1,288 623 627 621
643 114 79 163 217 320 122 122 123

3,833 817 583 '1,097 1,374 1;915 452 858 856
10,985 2,034 1,391 2,781 3,491 4,880 .2,050 2,011 2,071

1,(138 121 77 171 240. 418 122 123 125

431 56 32 14 107' 169 5) 54 53
4,452 688 41.9 965 1,223 1,767 697 105 700
3,299 330 218 459 604' 966 314 342 339
1,109 396 286 521 654 0 920 398, 402 403
4,292 422 292 608 825 1,398 440 446 418
323 39 34 57 76 121 40 40 41

31,117 ' 27,406 34,637 38,977 44,278

849' 727 1,027 1,161 11295 .

35 32 35 46 53

291 255 332 176 427

567 188 608 705 176

2,784 2,388 2,792' 3,184 3,633

321

212'

69

145

1J353

276

,214

60

". 123

1,162

336

267

10

148

1,513

388

294

47

171

1,563

458

335

107

191

1,780

935 .$, 813 1,121 1,271 ,1,425

02 '73 82 113 129

'112 95 424 136 156

1,189 1,217 1,401 1,597 1,852

630 548 676 739 862

436.

' 381

180

937

156

448

1,009

525

747

370

)30

685

830

133

381

547

886

453

657

461 481

400 426

914 962

1,01 1,259

172 206

412

.616

1,033

646

872

565

492

1,089

1,392

248

553 630

714 721

1,171 1,336

586 ' 691

924 / 1,662

852 740 923 989 1,117

117 95 117 142 163

262 230 285 ' 295 340

54 48 55 04 76

94 83 57 110 ' 129

699 585 763 847 '958

-' 225 188 210 319 359

2,452 2,115 2,526 2,985 3,315

992 842 1241 1,376 1,516

101 66 133 139 160

1,122

560

324

4,540

136

1,160 1,378

479 609

2811 329

1,32 1,627

1 0 134

1,565

6E0

355

1,652

155 ,

1,805

738

408

2,167' 0

173

579 502 696 832 937

142 120 159 175 220

861 146 ,052 1,113 1,277 '

2,137 1,796 ,462 2,882 1,248

140, 121 153 119 212

64 55 . 65 80 94"

,738 632 867 1,002 1,140

455 391 442, 479 553,

443 181 503 542 607,

565 170 511 635 785

49 43 51 61 ' 72



H

TAW 05' Ralated Children 5 to 17 Yeari by Alternative Poverty Definitions by State, 1969

t Slbyificatons,
. .

i Single-dollar . i
Scaling of alrrent Aleasure . of airrent. ftsure Oatoffs , Pilative !leisure

All Dirrent e ,.

30% U.S. 501 U.S. 501 dlivs.

Inctre Ftaverty
Male itiegh 0 Mist Family hiaa- Family Ned-

St4tt Levels %sure 75% 1251 1501 2001 henfarn 14: nfarm Nonfarm High lod Uradj; ian, klj, ian, Adj,

United States., Total 52,324 7,930 5,381 11,048 14,378 22,038 8,030

,A1 alm 936 295 , . 2 361 435 568 .288

Alaska ,, 84, 9 ,, ,..4 14' 19 29 9

Ariozno 481 85 61 116 150 231 65

Aikansas:,, ', 4 500 161 123 210 253 323 163

Olitornia 4,957 618 t 417 857 1,114 1,734 620

, Colorado' 595 79 49 108 147 236 80

Canecticut 763 52 .38 76 . 103 ; 192 -1 5,

Ce1lere 4 147 19 10 29 374 54 101

District of Columbia 168 39 29 54 67 96 39

A Florili '1,599 315 217 ',- 424 542 787 315

, . , ..

Ceorgia .,,

ilawaii

1,233 311

49'2 22

219

14

407 502 666

)5 44 70

311

22

Idaho 196 24 1) 36 50 85 24

111u105 2,828 .307. 218 435 581 933 309

Irrhara 1,375 119 .. 71 '191 277 , 404, .123

Iota 734 74 43 112 168 , 292 1 ,

Kansas , 563 73 48 101 142 235 75

Kentucky 840 210 .154 263 350 472 217

Louisiana 1,050 326 243 415 500 . 636 330

Maine 256 36 24 59 83 138 '36

Harylard 1,018 113 .79 163 218 344 113

Itssachusetts 1,400 122 70 183 251 479 , 122

Michigan 2,451 '220 151 )21 438 765 .' 222

Minnesota 1,047 97 59° ' 146 216 390? 104

Massisslioi 640 262 ' 206 330 380 464' 265

Kissour i 1,184 177 112 247 339 520 181

Mantana A96 26 15 2 58 13 26

Nebraska '386 53 35 77 106 180 56

125 11 , , 7 17 25 40 11

.Nevada

New lirpshire 190 16 10 28 37 75 16

No4 Jersey 1,791 151 88 231 309 534 , 151

!W.,w bloc ' 314 88 64 116 141 , 187 88

New York. 4,340 562 349 798 1,040 1,637 564

North Carolina 1,316 309 '210 419 522 717 , 314

Nbrth Dikota 177 30 18 42 57 92 32,

Ohio,

oklatpa

2,016 285

633 121

204

80

419 585 1,024 i'
168 214 322

289

123

Oregon 526 59 40 81 116 200 60

Pasylvant 2,893 317 195 480 674 1,178 318

Rhode Ilairil 229 28 20 40 ' 50 88 28

South Carolina 718 217 154 281 332 437 221 .,

South Dakota 189 12 13 49 67 1.05 34

Tffinessee 1,011 ' 252 168.: 334 412 584 257 ,

Texas
-,

litall ,

2,995 651'

311 32

427

.19

889 1117 1,546

49. 72 139

654,

32

_

Velma, 118 11 8 12 ' 33 54 1 14

Vtrginii 1,182 217 150 108 186 555 219

Washington 880 78 54 111 , 154' .273 79

West Virginia 449 - 113 83 )51 193 270' 114

Wisconsin

mit:piing

1,189 108

90 9

75

6

168 240 447

14 22 38

115

10

8,148
.., ,

42.
''9

85

166

, 6)2

. 90

' 51

. 20

40

319. i

316

22

24

314

126

78

77

214

332

17

114

125

226

106

266

184,

271

560'

11

16

157

89

581

317

31

296

,125

61

326

29

222

34 ,

259

, 660

32

101

222

61

115

117

10

8;175 5,930 4,903 0,1168 11,456

292 203 '174 277 373

9 8 7 9 14'

r 60 53 , 84 1120

167 129 107 171 217

634 '467 392 655 .889

, 92 55 45 79 113

53 44 37 57 18

19 11 . 10 15. 30

40 32 ' 27 44 .' ' 54

621 23E3 207 ' 328 ,' 439

317 21E1," 187 305 419

23 16 11 21 36

25 17 14 25 -37

318 241 A 206 315 0 450

126 91 80. 1 '' 132 199 i

18 58
47 84 121.

79 54 45 7i, 108

220 163 142 222 293

335 246 219 321 426

36 26 21 39 61

/0116 89 73 116 166

125 93 75 127 191

228 , .170' 146 225 331

106 70 59 169 4' 153

266 205 176 262 342

185 139 106 194 259

26 19 :15 26 45

57 , 41 ,35 59' 83

11 8 B 11 18

16 12 '10 17 , 28

155 112 ,89 166 242

90 .66 53 , 87 119

576 423 349 583 825

118 219 178 319 435

32 21 15 34 45

298 226 198 302 436

.124 93 75 125 , 173

60 46 40 66 88

)26 227 166 330 499 ,

29 24 21 28 .42

221 159 136 208 287

34 27 22- 35 53

258 a . .183 .152 259 345

663 454 377 638 920

34 23 19 31 51

14 10 6 14 13

221 159 131 223 317

80 63, 51 89 116

115 92 76 116 151

118 83 67 113 175

10 7 6 9 16

13;168

.0,..

112

17',

138

236

, 1,021

.137

93

34 g

62

502

430

41

44

530

243

149

137

324

474/

74

192

227

386

192

366

106

53

86

22

° 34

277

133

919 ,

487

51

519

49e,

106

600

46 1

313

63

192

,037'i 62

98

'301

140

197

,.2.12

20 ,

,r

142



.0

40
Poverty Bete

30

20
aa

10,

40

30

V
20

a

10

7

39.1

IIII
25.9

4twat..1
9.2

School-Age
Children in

Total Population

Ct,irent

Aeasure.

20.4

5,caling

01 Current. ,

Measure

Nommwom

15.3

-

15.7

4
fitN

C

2

15.6

11.9

ICC .1 5.9-SO 44
jI.osi =

16.7

E
le

021..2

4m

2
Ln

64 1

Simpj4ficat ions
of C "rent

Measut-e

Poverty Population

Single-
' Dollar

Cutoffs

23.8

, .

Relative
Poverty
Measures

31.7
29.3

r.

28.5 28.0 31.0 51.0 31.0

18.1
16.8

22.8

e

29.2 28.8

-4? .5'

.
IN e 1

Nt

Unit

Sta/es
Current
Measure

Scaling
, of Current
Measure

Simplifications.
of Current
Measure

.

Single-
Dollar
Cutoffs

SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the'March 1975 Current Population Survey.'

FIailiE 1 School-Age Children: Poverty Rate and P

/
-of the POverty Population Under Alternative

poverty Definitions, 1974

4

92

140

Relative
I. Poverty'

Measures- -



60

50

40

20

10

.40

30

2

u

10

Poverty Race'

1'

4.

50.3

42.4

36.3

35.1
31.8

V V

C
0 *1

salt.!

I

0 1

27.)

7
0,w

7
a 7

"i;01

25.9
23.8

15.9 16.1

2

*.

IS
Z

16.0

6. 7

'75'4

Elderly Persons
In Total

Population
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