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) PREFACE

" Section 823 of the Edycakion Amendments,of 1974-(PL 93-380) .
¢+ requires a thordugh stugio’f the manner in which the = .
relative measure gf poverty.for use in the £inancial’ lg / .
assistance program, authorized by Title I of the Elementary.’
and Secondary Education Act of 1965, may be more accurately
and currently developed. .- -

That financial assistance program is adhinistered by the Commissioner .
of Education, tfirough the Office of Education,'Department of Health, Edu-
cation, and Welfare. An important featuré is the use of a formula pre- .
‘scribed by Section 103 o e Elementary and Secondary Education Act for
the annual distribution of Feferal funds to school districts.. A signifi- .
cant/factor in the formula, is the number of schéol-age children 5 to 17 in
poor families within each school district.’ The measure of poverty which o
is used, ‘and which is the subject of the study mandated by Section 823, .
is the Federal government's-official statistical definition of poverty .
(also known as the Orshansky, ‘OMB, Census Burgau, or Social ‘Security pov- O
erty“lines). ' . - ‘ R N T

cent legislative acts. .In the Comprehensive Employment and Training Ac :

the Secretary of Labor. is directed to develop and maintain comprehensive -
" household budget data at different levels of living, including a-"level -

of adequacy." Any such review of the level of adequacy must necessarily :
be closely related to measures of poverty. The Housing Community De- ° )
velopment Act of 1974 gives the Secretary, of HUD authority to adjust the ‘

Other work related to poverty measurement has been called for‘.in re- -

" poverty measure to reflect local variations in the cost of living. The o .

* Conference. Report accompanying it directs the Secretary to develop or ob— . =7y s
tain data with'respecf to the "extent of poverty" by metropolitan areas T
and to submit such data.to the Congress as part of a Maf 31, 1977, ~ .. .

report. : ’
Because of the broad scope of the subject matter, goverage of™the
study of the measure of poverty mandated by Section 823 of the Education ‘.
Amend?nts of 1974 was extended to incluge implications of the study find-
or the poverty-related programs of all affected Federal departments
and agencies. The Title I program of :the Elementary ' Se¢ondary Educa-
-tion Act was given the most detailed treatment, to meet the legislatively-
mandated specifications “for the study as well as to serve @s a primary '

' example of application of the concepts of poverty Jmeasurgment to Federal

- programs. The'findings of the study are/ published in a report entitled,
"The Measure of Poverty.". An importantjobjective of the study was full .
discussion and documentation of the major elements of currently, applied

: and potentially usable poverty measureg. Material containing essential 4
supporting documegtation for the study/was assembled as techrical papers. A
These have been wkitten to stand alon¢ as complete technical treatments
of specific subjects. o : / A . [.\ N

. . ' / ) “'.}; k » .‘-

S X ‘ - ‘ / :
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The studg was.performed under the diréect guidance of a Povérty‘ \
Studies Task Force of the Subcommittee on the Education of the Disadvan
, taged and Minorities, Federal Inter-Agency Committee on 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 primarily

" the work of one or two persons; these jare-attrihuted to their authors.
Others result ‘from-the collective .input of Task Force members or advisors
and no specific attribution is’given except to the Task Force, as a whole. .

- The following listings show members of the Poverty Studies Task -
'Force by appropriate Federal departments and agencies, and the titles and
authars of the technical papers.- .

_ This report contains Technical Paper XVIII, Characteristics of Low-
» Income Populations Under Alternative Poverty*Definitions. 1t was prepared
by Lawrence L. Brown III, Office of the Assistant Secretary for Planning
and Evaluations, 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
Bureau; to Jane Lee, Office of the Assistant Secretary for Planning and Eval-
. u?tion, Department of ‘Health, Education, and Welfare; and to Jill King,
~  Mathematica, Inc. B : . : . ,
- . . . P _

- "
Bureau of the
*.Census -prepared the set>of tabulations showing selected characteristics of ,
the population by alternative measures of poverty. .The data from these
tabulatiens underlie. the analysis contained in this paper. The tabulations

‘were run from the March Current Population Survey (CPS)-files for the income
.years 1967, 1969, 1971, 19231 and 1974." -They were also.run from the 1970

At the request of the Poverty Studies Task Force, the

Census one-in-hundred samgle for income year 1963, by State.

To obtain copies of the report, "The Measure of Poveréy," or any of |,

the technical papers, please write to: L.
. . . f

-
Office of the sstant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation

‘ . Department of Health,'Edycation, and Weﬁfare )

. x 1200 Independence Avenue, S.W. - ’

Room 443D - South Portal Building - .
Washington, D. C. 20201 ‘ R v L s

.
. .
. i . . . R
v B D . .
. ) . - |
. ' : .
A [l
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e This paper. examines how different poverty standards can’ change  the _stz,‘;\ti-‘-
- gkical description of-the low—income population. It supplements Chapter V ——
. I"Alternative Poverty Coufits Based on Available Data" of The-Measure:;of Poverty -
- ta report to,Congress’ as mandated’ by the ‘Education Amendments-poL . y UsS.
Department of Health, Education,’ and Welfare, April 1976). . The poverty measure
. currently used in Title I of.the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (Census
" Buggau definition’ of poverty)- and alternat ve.poverty definitions which have
“* been Selected- for analysis by the Povérty Studies Task Force (which produced

. The Measure-of -Poverty) are described. . The characteristics -of ‘the poverty pep— -
‘ulation 1n or the current Federal definition and under the.various

alternative pOVer,Q{-defim_tions are then presented based on data. from the ,
t} Population Survey (CPS). 1In addition,- changes ‘over time in
'~ the size and composition. of the poverty population under the alternative
. measures are analyzedss A discussion of the impact:of the alternative defini-
.- tions-on the geographic distribution of the. podr based on the Orie~Percent .
-~=Sample of the 1970 Census of Population is also .include}ﬁ= o
_ -One reason for performing this analysi'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 particulatr:poverty measure were to be used as a

.. program parameteér -or in a funding formula. ' The characté'tistics",of'potentially

- eligible persons are of vital interest to agministrators who must plan and bud-
. gety for programs that are intended to serve target groups with specific: char-
acteristics. Consequently,. the material in this paper’ ‘should prove useful to
..~ administrators and analysts in many programs ‘which are designed to help'the
.., poor - (needy, low-income, d_isadvant;aged) and which make us~ of a poverty measure
"-or’ income eligibility standard. ’ S S S

o

o " Différerit"p'rogr.ax_ns"use'différent'm'easures, which is not 'Sdfpr'ising in view
‘of the broad spectrum of objectives covered by .such programs. _Some examples

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

. official Federal measure as part of an: allocative formula; ‘the College Work-
- Study. progeam authorized by the Higher Education Act of, 1965, which uses a
single dollar threshold (unchanged for family size); Title XX of the Sgcial
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'—dolla'r--th‘reshold with. the allocation.based partly on the number

L INTRODUCTION | O

~

- -X

* of families in an area with income below that, level; and the Community ‘Skﬁvices -

~ _Administration, which issues income eligibility standards ‘directly based on

_5the official Federal measure, but without many of the distinctions, and with -
variations that remain smoothed. - L R

14 :
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" THE FEDERAL PovERT_Y.D'E‘FfNr'HON L

. The current Federal définitidn of povérﬁy-is based ¢n a definition dé@eloped
. by Mallie Orshansky at the Social Security Administration (SSA) in.1964 and re—
|+« vised by aFederal Interagency_Committee in 1969. ~ . .. o tno T

" The ‘SSA- (Orshansky) - index  provided a range of income cutoffs adjusted by

[; such factors as family size, sex of head, number of children under 18 years old,
... and farm-nonfarm residence. At thé core of this definition of poverty was the~
.. economy food plan, the least costly-of four food plans that are.nutritionally:

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

v

Department of Agriculture's 1955 survey of food consumption that families //
of three or more persons spend approximately one-third of their after tax ‘//”
income on food; the poverty level for -these families was, therefore, 'set at- -/
‘three times the cost of ‘the economy food plan. For smaller families and -: . //

‘persons: 1living alone; the cost of the economy food plan was mu1tip1ied.b! o :
‘factors that were slightly higher in order to compensate for the relativ iy" :
larger fixed expenses of these smaller households. - Annual revisions of the '
‘poverty cutoffs were based on price changes of the items in the ecOnomyf»
budget. S e T T S
. ‘ . : /

. \\As a result of deliberations of a Federal Interagency Committee in/1969,

v the fpllowing two modifications to the original SSA definition of poverty were

- ‘recommended: (1) that the SSA thresholds for nonfarm families be retained for
“the base year:1963; but that annual adjustments in the levels be bageéd 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 thresholds be raised from:
70 to 85 percent of the corresponding nonfarm levels. The reasons for making
these changes are discussed in Technical Paper I of The Measure of Poverty.

‘ Currently, the cutoffs used by the Bureau of the’Census to determine the

low—-income status-of.families and untelated individuals con;ist of a set of-

124 thresholds arranged in.a four-dimensional ‘matrix. The/matrix consists of A

a family size dimension (from one person, ie., unrelated individuals, to seven

or more person families) cross-classified by presence a ‘number of children ‘

under 18 years old (from no children present to six or more children present),

sex of head, and farm-nonfarm residence. Unrelated ipéividuals and two-person |

families.are further differentiated by age of head, (under 65 'years and 65: years

and over). The total income of each family and e&cl unrelated individual” in the

sample jis tested against the appropriate dollar threshold to determine the low--

~ jncome status of that family or unrelated individdals If the family's total

income is ‘less than its corresponding cutoff, the family is classified-as below : -
 the low-income level. "Table 1 -reproduces the.géverty matrix for income year .

. 1974. (See page. 28.) _ . , o : .
A - : v. F ) ) vy o,

' Data oh- income collected in the CPS are limited to money income received - .
before payments. for personal income’taxes, Social Security, union dues, Medicare :
deductions, etc. .yoney,income‘is the sum of the amounts received from earnings;
Social Security .and public assistance payments; diyidends, interest, and rent; -
unemploymént and workmen's compensation; government and private employee pensions _
‘and other periodic income. See Chapter II of The Measure of Poverty and Techni-_ -
cal Papers VI, VII, and X for details on the 1imitations of the income concept. '

-
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This section investigates the effect ‘of some alternative poverty measures

on the statistical description of poor populations

L% . 7 ALTERNATIVE POVERTY DEFINITIONS

‘e ..

\

. It deals with the poverty

ff‘, “cutoffs, not with the definition of income. In CRapter IV of -The-Measure-of
.. Poverty report, it was shown that modifying the income definition by including

L -some cash equivalent value of in-kind.benefits.or

-

" ‘count -Af the poverty cutoffs were not simultaneous

assets would lower the poverty.
1y changed to be consistent =

"1 “with the new -income definition.# Similarly, poverty counts would be reduced.

"-if underreporting-of cash income were corrected in the ‘census- and CPS sutveys, -

., or if irregular cash income were counted:' However

‘changes. to the definition of income carinot, be inco

'measure without modifying the census or :CPS survey
from which to derive a poverty count. Furthegmore

, these tommonly proposed =
rporated into-the poverty. - '
s or developing new’ surveys =
; the statistical effect. of

o these modifications is not .approximated by simple adjustments of the poverty ' .
cutoffs, such as by lowering them, because. subqroups of the poor population '
are affected differently by changes in the income definition. ‘For example, - -~

the income of the elderly would probably be, raised

o the valie of assets than would the income of young

The change which ‘is most commonly proposéd m

.more, by the inclusion of = =~ .

. family heads.

" connection with the poverty

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

living, however- defined, has risen in this country

level was originally established.’ ‘Also, it is not generally believed that- . . ..

since the official poverty

'U.S. citizens need less now than they did in the past..- These notions are im—

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

current food plans and consumption patterns; ident

ifying the lowest quintile

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

4
8

" level at 50 percent of median income; using public

‘opinion polls to determine"

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

budget as a poverty budget. Similarly, most admin
poverty line in Federal programs have the effect o
. of program beneficiaries beyond those identified a
< “measure. o

a Y

However , ‘not all commonly 'propOSed_ changes to

istrative adaptations of the
f enlarging the population
s poor by the official poverty

[§

the poverty cutoffs or in-

“come definition car be linked simply to higher or lower poverty counts.  For
example, if the thrifty food plan were used as a basis for the poverty cut-

- offs, but without similtaneously raising the ratio
the cutoffs for some families would be lowered and

of income-to-food costs,
‘others raised. Similarly, -

if poverty cutoffs were;.qnnually updated Using d price index based on food ‘or
on items in a special poor person's index, rather than on the Consumer Price

Index, - the poverty cutoffs could be higher ir‘some

years and lower in others

than the current cutoffs. -Presumably, geographic adjustments to the poverty
< cutoffs would Yaise 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 current poverty matrix by removing distinc-
tions for sex of head-and presernce of children would affect the poverty: status
of families according to' sex and age of family members. If Federal or state.
and ‘local income taxes, Social Security payroll deductions, or other taxes
were excluded from the income definition (and the poverty cutoffs were not

. ,\_ . ' 13 -
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" simaltanedusly changed),  the poverty count would be‘increased,,éﬁthdugh 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 of employment.and earnings. - 'k

‘},‘inadéqyacy 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 agnalysis here considers four groups of definitions totalling 13
;3*.specific-alternatives'(the,current'poverty‘meaSUrg_and~12 others, selected for
" analysig by the Poverty Studies Task Force). These were ‘selected because:' .
-/ they can be studied with readily acqessible.data;.they*aregsimila:,to\admin-,
4 iskrative poverty measures or income ‘eligibility criteria.currently used:in = -
+ ! Féderal programs; and they can be used. to approximate the effects of” adopting
"some concepts.discussed in The Measure of Poverty. = - - T

-

E : The four broad groups of alternatives are: 'proportionate increases or B}
. .decredses of the.current poverty matrix (scaling), simplifications of ‘the cur-
", rent’'poverty matrix, single-dollar thresholds, and relative measures based on

" v ‘The firgt group consists of four sets of cutoffs derived by multiplying
~ each of the tutoffs in the official poverty matrix for 1974 by 75.percent,
125 percent, 150 percent, -and 200 percents: As.noted earlier, many commonly
proposed poverty measures have the effect . ofiraising the poverty income
" levels. The statistical effect of such chandes can be approximated by ref-
erence to one of the higher sets:of poverty cutoffs included here. Also,
some Federal programs, such as those of -the Department of ‘Agriculture; define
eligibility an the basis of simple proportional increases’'in the official po-
verty cutoffs.; A poverty matrix set at 75 percent of the current matrix is - -
"also analyzed. This is provided to identify those groups of people who are
most Severely in need. Furthermore, in making administrative 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
‘below the poverty line in other places, -in order te accommodate variations in
local labor-markets, local prices, the extent of poverty, or other conditions.
- Poverty matrixes consisting of. poverty cutoffs at 75 percent, 125 percent,.
150" percent, and 200 percent of the current measure are not réproduced here;
. however, a sense of the size 'of .the cutoffs can be obtained by reviewing Table
-1 and the following simple scaliqgs)of the 1974 poverty cutoffs for a.nponfarm

-~

" male-headed family of four with_ two children:. ~ ¢ [
B . . ‘ . ¢ ‘ . N -:T- N ".. s ) ‘v.:
75% of “ : ° 125% .of - '150% of - 200% of
Current. .~ Current Current . “'Current - Carrent
Measure ' Measure ‘Measure . Measure Measure '’
$3,750 - :$5,000 *. .$6,250 - §$7,500 , '$10,000

o S ;,'f:_*.l\.‘f_-..‘y oY " ! 3 ; » Lo B -
3 ' f}-‘ﬁﬁn ]_7 : o - : S S T f

4




..a @‘ ".. E ' ." -_- . - . {,' .- ', K ) /[//

_ Thrg 'progreSéivevSiﬂ[’)lifications of the current poverty measure were,

. studied use it has been arguéd that the var ious adjustments for residence

- and family composition are not accurate or necessary. Also, mo
- uses of the poverty measure as an eligibility criterion do not
- .of the refinements in the current poverty matrix. For .-example

children under 18. Other administrative guidelines incide distinctions only

anq “al?hgaded .familyﬁ"c,utoffs”, vsee’t"Table 1. . "

family.size, were included in.tlie analysis. The first, the low threshold, was .

o
o

- eliminated by using the nonfarm thresholds of the current

t admifistrative
incorporate all
-the income

..eligibility: guidelines of the Community Services Administration are based on

'family size and farm-nonfarm residence, but'not on sex df he:

or number. of

hd . et

for family size. For this analysis, first the farm-nonfaym differential was
poverty matrix for

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

. was _el.im_inated'by using the nonfarm mple—headed family thresholds for all

families. Finally, the distinctions for ‘the number of related chi‘ldren'under(..

, 18 were eliminated-by- using weighted, average thresholds- for each family ‘size

category. - Simplified poverty cutoffs: in" 1974 are shown pelow. For nonfarm

SL R " 1974 Welgh i Average

~° Bamily-size T T » ] Av
. . _and Type o ... - __Poverty Cutoffs
e e T Et - I : T
7 1" Person o . 4. S$2,610 . o N
o - Under 65 T 2,658 Cos . o
%y " .Over 65 o o0 2,387
'  2fersons - T . ST 3,220
.. 'Head.under 63 - T e 3,329 0 . <
- '3 Perdops - o . 3,957 e e
4 Per?sgéx\is o - o - 5,040 :
"5 Persons- . ’ ' ' 5,957
6 Persons: L , 6,706 o
1 or,_.mor,‘e‘\Persons - o o 8,278 . o

' Two Single-dollar poverty th;'eslt'fslds,'iwhich are invariant with respect to " ‘.

$3,200 for all families and unrelated individuals; that amount was’ chosen because . -

'it yielded a poverty count equal to the number of poor persons derived by the

| ‘current poverty measure in 1969 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, equal to $5,038 in 1974. . 3

i

_, : . ; . ) \
. Such measures serve as a point of reference to illustrate the effect of
variations for family size on the composition of the poor. Single-dollar cut-
offs are sometimes used for analytical purposes or ‘as administrative criteria

“for distributing Federal funds. . The Cofprehensive Employment and Training Act,

.for example, distributes m :
in part (by a Wei_-ghting'faicti'o: of 12.5 percent) based on the numbét..of fami jes - -

Dl

_manpower  révenue-sharing funds to local governments

in each unit of a government's jurisidiction,with an income less than & fixed :

amount. A $2,000 threshold was used for distributing Title I funds under the .’

Elementary and Secondary Education Act until 1974.  Although-in this analysis .
the high threshold (like the current measure) was varied over time by the annual



rlse in the Consumer E;ch Index, the low threshold was held constant at- ¥3200‘ -
' Over the eight~year pariod aof analysis, 1967-1974. Thus, the*low threshold also, ’
‘illustrates the effect of a poverty measure which is not annually updated '
Slngle—dollar cutoffs in 1974 are presented below.: K .

Low Cutoff o . High Cutoff . R
$3,20 - . os5,038 ¥ s oo

Flnally, the study 1nvestlgated the effect of three d1fferent relat1ve ;
measures of poverty. Each measure is based on 50 percent of some median income.

-l F;fty is an arbitrary percentage which was selected because it, is frequently used -
in discussions of relative poverty -measures., 'The interest in these measures is _;{
pr1mar11y in their behavior over time' and the1r relationsh1p to the more conven-.
tional measure(s) updated by’tng Constimer Price’ Index .

- The‘f1rst relatlve measute examlned was a double threshold‘dlstlngulshlng
.between families ahd unrelated 1nd1v1duals-, for fam111es, the poverty threshold
- was set at 50 percqnt of medtan family income ($6; 7418 in 1974, or 50 percent
812 +836);_for unrelated individuals, the threshold was set .at-50 percent-of
"median income for unrelated 1nd1v1duals ($2 220 in 1974, ‘or 50 percentfof $4,439).
 This large ‘'difference’in the thresholds fo;«these two groups of people reflects
e faet thatrunrelated 1nd1v1dua1s as: a/group rece1ve much lower 1ncomes ipan
§§m111es. B [ I . .

s -
. o

- ' The rema1n1ng two ;elatlve measures con51dered use 50 percent of base me-
dian. income and adjust it’ for family size by ‘using the equivalence scales im- .
pl1c1t in the ‘current poverty measure. (These equivalence scales are described

"1n Chapter IV of The Measure of Poverty and are illustrated in Table 2.) In one"

. case, the base median income is that for all ‘families. ($12,836°.in 1974); in the*
-other, ,;he median income/ is that for a nonfarm family of four with a male head ,
~and two:children ($14, 004 in 1974). 1In both cases, 50 percent of the. base me- 'x‘””
s+dian income was assumed'to represent the poverty threshold for the typical fam—-
; ily. of ' four just descrlbed, and the equ1valence scale was uséd to calculate the *
} comparable cutoffs .for the~123 other’' family sizes and’ ‘types. : Incdhie e1191b¢l1ty

" criteria based on median income have been ‘included 'in recently enacted leglsla—*
tion, such as Title II of the Hou51ng and Community Development Act of 1974, and!
- Title XX of the Social Security Act.” Those def1n1tlons, however, use local me—
dian incomes rather thah the national median. Title XX requires the median in-
come for each state to be used in establishing its income el1glb111ty standard,
and the Housing Act uses median income for a metropolitan apeaa;n establishing

. the income ellglblllty level for the area. National median ingomes in 1974
. were as follows: . | ‘ S ' ’ ’ o
| ALl families......|. TRV e 212,836 ‘
" Male-headed - M . B LT
- Nonfarm. fam1l;es of four with two children........%..$14,004
‘Unrelated 1nd1v1du%ls.;;r;;f{;..;..;....1;(.;?......L..$ 4,439
. 6
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_ an j.l_tgorta_m; consi@é’f;%iqn in analyzing the alternative definitions of pov-
, %y is the composition £ differing poverty popul.fzgms. ‘Knowing precisely

. wio is counted”as poor is as important was knowing~the number of poor.’ ‘

. . - . . . Lo : " ’

y §eV‘eral .g'enerali'zations ‘can be made about thre alternativ® poverty popula-
tions. Those definitions which most. alter the size of the poverty population
also have the greatest effect:-on the characteristics of the poor. As the.cur—
rent poverty. measure is successively scaled by 75 percent, 125 percent, 150 '
percent, and 200 percent, Ahie poverty rate for each subgroup -increases, but at

‘a different rate. The composition of the ever larger poverty ‘population ap- ‘
proaches that of the total population. Progressive simplifications of the cur--
.. rent measure, on the other, hand, Have negligible impact on the composition of

" the poor. ‘The single~dollar thresholds, ‘which are invariant with respect to

family size, change the c ifion of .the poor- to 'a large extent because of
‘their differential screening/of large and small families. :
s o '
. .
. . ’ 4
~ /- o ,
a
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Th1s sect1on

CHARACTERISTICS OF THE POVERTY POPULATION, 1974,
. USING THE CURRENT DEFINITION OF POVERTY .

:

provides a ‘description of the character1st1cs of théupOVerty

‘populat1on using the current definition of poverty and thereby 'serves as'a , °

p01nt of. reference
- native measures.
--based on the March

The CPS is a

for the section on the description of the poor under alter-f
These data as well as the data for the alternat1ve measures are
1975 Current Population Survey (CPS)

SC1ent1f1cally designed sample" survey of about 47, 000 hquse-

_holds in the United States with coverage in .each of the 50 states and the
District of Columbia. l/ The present_ sample used for the CPS was selected to

produce accurate e

stimates of denbgraphlc characteristics, especially 1labor-

force character1st1cs'at ‘the’ nat10nal level. Slnce the estimates from the B

. CPSYare sample estimates, they may, differ somewhat from the figures that wpuld.

"have been obtained if a complete census had been taken using the same schelflules,

- instructions, and

tao errors of response and

‘variability. For
household surveys

enumerators. As in any survey work, the results are subject’

of reporting as well as being subJect to sampllng :
éxamplez for many different reasons there is a, tendency in i
for respondents to Underreport their income. Underreportlng

'1s espec1ally pronounced for income sources that are not derived from earnings,.
such as‘'Secial Security, public assistance, - 1nterest, dividends, net 1ncome

. from rentals, etc.

Follow1ng are

some ‘of the hlghllghts of the data on poverty obtained from o '

" the March 1975 CPS: . - _ | . -

Ky Using ‘the
lion. perso
percent of

® As. 1ndlcat
(56 percen
or elderly

.
present poverty standard, there wereﬂabout 24.3 m11f'~'-:5 o
ns below the poverty level ir 19747¢ comprlslng 12 o

the U. S. populatlon, (Table 3) . : .
ed in Table 3 the majorlty of these low—lncome persons
t) were elther young (related ch;ldren under 18 years) -

(65 years and over).- By comparison,these two.age-

groups combined. comprlsed about 40 percent of the nonpodr

populatlon

: e Table 3 al
) ably hlghe

. \ . i
so shows that the poverty rate for blacks was cons1der-
r than that for whites. ‘The figures were -32 percent

and 9vpercent respectively. -In addition, blacks were overrepte=

_ sented in

below the poverty level were black: compared to only 9 percent of

the poverty population. About 31 percent of all persons.‘. Lo

[l

persons above the poverty ‘level.

- @ Of the 24.3 million persons below the poverty level, about 19.4

. million or -
$ 20 percent

.80 percent were family members while the remaining
were -unrelated individuals (persons living alone or

‘with nonrelatives). Only about 8 percent of the nonpoor popula-
. tion in 1974 was living alone'or with nonrelatives. Unrelated.

"individual

Hupercent compared to 10 percent). (Table 3) S

s have higher poverty rates than family members (26 ‘

PR}
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\ ° Tt_mef:e WeteAd.ifferénces: ﬁri,the canéoéi‘ti'bn of the Yow-income |
white and black populations in terms of family stazg; '
age.  (Table 4). S ’ ' :

~ Fot example, of the 7.5 million blacks below the p:)velrtyilevél, about: ?7‘
percent were fapily members. <A lafge proportion of low-ipcome black family -
menbers were related children under 18 years (59 percent)} about 70 percent
of these children-were.in families with a female.head. ¢
‘tion .of blacks below the low-indome” 1evel were, aged (8 pércent). (Table 9)

On the other hand, about three-fourths of the 16.3 millijon 1ow-income whites.
were living in families. (Table 4) Of thesé family members, -about one-half

were @hildren under 18 years, and 43“percent of these children were in families .
headed by women. Persons-aged 65 and over comprised 16 percent of the low-income:
‘white population. - (Table 9) - ’ S

sented among +he poor. ,Of the 5,1 million low-intome families ,

‘e Families headed by women wag another group that was overrepre- -
in 1974, about 46 per,c_ent.zge headéd by a female. By compari-

. son, only about.l0 percent 3f all nonpoor families were female-
© 7 headed.  Practically all of these low-income ;female-headed '
~« " families had at least one child under 18years present. (Table'5)

e In general, low-income families were more likely to have children .
- under. 18 years present than families abpve the dow=income level. t
. (76 percent and 54 percent respectively). (Tablg, 5) '

e . 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-héaded families were\vfar more
J1ikely to be. below the low-income, level than those in male-headed
families (52 percent compared to 9 percent). (Table 4) A
“.. e School-age children_ (between 5 and-17 years). comprised 31 percent . - .
~ .of all poor persons ip 1974 and 23 percent of personsjabove:the R
“poverty level. ‘(Table 3) . L .

e About 3.3 million-aged persons were :below. the poverty line in
p ~1974. This amounts to 16 percent of all persons 65 years and
< over and accounts for 14 percent of all poor. persons. By com— -
' .parison, the aged comprised about 10 percent of the population ',
~ above the poverty:line. (Table 3) : - o
The majority of aged poor persons were unrelated individuals (62 percent).
The poverty rate for aged unrelated individuals was much higher than that for
elderly persons who were family members (32 percent compared to X peryent).-

'About three-fourths of aged unrelated individuals below the poverdy lihe were
women living alone. (Table 6) : ‘) -0
' G 5' ’ Y C
'~ e 'About 53 percerit of all poor families had a family head who
worked at some time during 1974, and of* these low-income’
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‘ families headed by a worker;, 36 percent were headed by a year- !
i .~ round full-time worker. . (Table 7) As wouldwle expected, a .. = -
b " higher proportion of low-income families with a male head than
| - with a female head worked in 1974 (63 percent compared to'40
_ percent). oL . : .

-
Pl

‘ . - " e About .62 percent of all 1ow-income famiiies"'teceived,som?eﬁ;-n

SR from earnings. (Table 8) Not surprisingly, a larger Rro- ,
‘v .. portion of low-income families with male heads have income from !
5 .* .- . earnings than families headed by a female (72 percent compared '
Pt to 50 percent),. -Social urity was the largest category of in-

come other than earningsjfor low-income families headed by a man
. while public assistance was the largest category for families -
.+, . headed by a -woman. — L s

L In swimgry,. the current poverty population has a higher proportion of blacks,,
persons in families with a'female head, and elderly than both the gopulation - ‘
./ above the poverty.level andl the'total populatign. -  (Table 9). Special-attention
will be focused on theke groupg along with the working poor in the following-
‘... sections on the characteristics of the poverty population under alternative
*' . measures in 1974 and on the changes in the poverty population over time. - Sepat-
. ." .ate consideration has also been given to school-age children because of the - .
_focus of this study on Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act. :. ;-
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CHANdES ’RESULTING FROM ALTERNATIVE POVERTY DEFINITIONS.. -
' - ’ .o R .

- . This section deals with the characteristics of the different poverty-popula~ :
tions whioh result when the various alternative definitions are used. Comparisons B
‘will be made between the low-income population in 1974 based on the current defi-
nition and.the populations which result from use of each of the alterpative stan= .
dards. Selected detailed statistics. summarizing the different paverty populations.
rare furnished for persons, families, and unrelated -individuals in.Tables D-1

v e . o Pr : ' A T L
Scaling the Measure . R 4 T T ' «

{S'uccessively scaling the current poverty thresholds by 75 percent, 125. per~--

ent, 150 percent, and 200 percent has the largest impact on the.number: of poor .

persons; the poverty population is largest for 200 percent®of the current measure.: L

. and smallest for 75 percent of the current measure. A pattern of increase.is ‘ob- o
- gérved with the upward shifts: . for every 5 percent increése in the curgent cut~ ..
offs, appraximately two mil}ion persons are addgd_ to the poverty population, and
the percentage of the ilation counted as poor ifpreases one percentage point.
This pattern was also -observed for the downward shift to 75 percent of the cur-
_rent measure. As shown in Table 10%" the number of/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 of .+he ‘population with 200 percent of

- the current measure. b : TN o o

. Scaling the current measure brings changes in the composition of the poor-as
'well as in the number "of poor. When the poverty thresholds are increased, the
.number of poor increases the composition of the ever larger poverty popula-

_tion approaches that of th& total population. :

‘Raising the Lévelsto 125 Percent -

&

Raising the curren{ thresholds to the 125 percent level increased the J].<:¢w- .
income populatior by about 10.4 million persons in 1974 and resulted in~a total
poverty population of about 34.6 million persons. (Table 1l) Of the 10.4 mil-
lion persons who were added, about 7.8 million were 'white, 2.4 milliorn were black, .
and .2 million were of other races.  This addition increased the total nuntjber of =+ 7
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.’ Although, blacks
increased in absolute numbers, their share of the low-income population declined
from 31 percent under the current measure to about 28 percent at the 125 percent ,
Jevel. (Table 12) This is still about 2.5 times the 11 percent shate which blacks : .

- comprised of the total p&wlation,‘ but the decrease is an example of a pattern of’ A
declining minority representation which persisted when the threshplds were raised
to the 150 and 200 percent levels. : B

.- ‘About 8.3 million or 81 percent of the persons who were added to the low-

" incoine population when the thresholds were raised to the 125 percent, ("near poor")
leyel were family members. Of these additional family members, about 6.2 million .
or 74 percent were living in male-headed families and the remaining 2.1 million a
or 26 percent were living in female-headed families. YThe number of persons in
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“> \ pale-headed families therefore increased from about 11 million undet’ the current -

measure to about 17 million, and.their share of the low-income population in-
creased from 56 to about 62 percent. Correspondingly, persons in female-headed
families represented a smaller proportion of the poverty population'at'-ilzs per-

B c'enk)pf. the pgver;:y level than at the current level.  (Tableg2)-

' " 'As ‘thé poverty thresholds 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 23 percent. On

- the other ““the proportion of, low-income aged persons increased from 14 per—

" cent -to 16 percent of,all poor persons. (Table 12) At the 125 percent level, -
- there were t 5.5 million persons 65 years ani over-below the poverty level
. g (26 percent/of all dged persons). As the poverty thresholds are raised, many -
'( " eld€Rly “Social Security and pension income is only 'marginally higher than . .

“thresholds are “recaptured".as peor. (Table 11)} - :

sing ‘the thresholds by 25 percent added about 2.3 million families' (Table
about 2.0 million unrelated individuals to the low-income universe in
71974 (Table 11) The number of low-income familiés is, therefore, increased *
. fr .1 million to about 7.4 million. About 6.8 million or 36 percent of all

unrelated ind/ividuals 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 peg-—
cent level compared to the current level, families headed by blacks and women .
became a smaller proportion of all low-income families whereas families headed
'by an elderly person incfease their share of all low-incone families. (Table 14)

: Selected povert'y rates, universe _totSls, and proportidns'-are shown i'r‘,:g'tTables_‘
- 11 through 14 for persons and families at the various alternate poverty. levels. "’
.., ' A review of these data reveals the following additional inform‘agioq: *~ S

e 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, still. disproportionately high when compared with their
representation in the total population (56 percent of all
families). : .

e Small families (of 2 persons) increased.from 33 to 35 percent
" of all low-income families when the thresholds were raised T .
to the 125 percent level. > : ' ‘

e 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. More were likely to
have received earnings. jncome (65 percent compared to 62
percent) and fewer were likely to have received public /

s assistance income - (35 compared to'40 percent). A larger
V25 4,
1271 [
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', proportion of “neér poor”. families th'ar) current measure
-+ 'familieg received some Social Sécvr_ity income (28 percent
compared to 24 percent). R . '

" Raising to HigherGevels — 150 and 200 Percent <

) ,' o .

4 ‘Generally, the patterns of change which occurred when the low-income thresh-

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

“ increased to the 150 and 200 percent levels. A.review of the poverty universe

. totals and rates furnished in"Tables 11 and 13 reveals the magnitude .of the

- across-the-board jncreases which occur. As may be seen, increasing the thresh-

_ 0lds to the 150 ‘petcent level raised the total number of poor persons to about
45.2 million of 22 percent of all persons. .When the currerit~thresholds were = . =
doubled, the .number of poor reached 69.4 million awd the poverty rate was 33 - =

-Per@t-. _ - C co ..._’-' ) _&c.

- At the"150 percent level, the poverty rate for persons in families with a
 female head was about 53 percent and at the 200 perfcent level, the rate reached
64 percent. The poverty rates for blacks were also quite high at these levels

(49 percent\qnd 62 percent respectively). (Table 11) : ‘ . o

-

Although the poverty rates for persons in‘families with a. female thead and .
blacks were very higl§5’~at 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. (Table .
12) . while persons in families 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 poor family members at th 150 percent
level and declined to 25 percent of poor family members at the 200 '%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 comprised of blacks declined from 31 percent to 28 percent, to 26 per-

”

cent, and then to 21 percent. .

Both the elderly and school-aged pﬂildren 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-
"gént of the low-income population was comprised of school-aged children;. the
*figmes weré not much different at the 125 percent. and 150 percent levels, and
at,.,;{ye current level, the proportion was 31 percent. (Table 12)

) similarly, about 15 percent of the poverty population was elderly at the 200
percent level; the figures were about the same at-the 125 percent and 150 percent
. levels and about 13.6 percent of the poverty population was elderly using the

B o\

current measure. (Table 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
ncreased from 53 percent to 63 percent. (Table 14) L

] 0 ‘2()'. )
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At the 75% level, there were 14.5 million persons below the poverty level in -
)74." (Table D-1) This was the lowest poverty figure produced by any of the 12 ’
lternatives. - While this figure can be used in some instanceg -to identify those <
st severely in need, it is important to note the limitations of the income con= @
)pt at this level. » ' ' : ‘ S
. Of the families with incomes below 75 percent of the poverty level, about 23\/
arcent had incomes of under $1,000, 3/ This figure includes. those families that
wre classified as having no income in the income year along with those reporting
loss in net income from farm and nonfarm self-employment or. in rental income, .
1-addition, many of these families were 1living on income "in kind," savings, -

r gifts. These sources are not included as income in the CPS. Many were:newly
nstituted families or ‘families in which the sole breadwinner had recently died
¢ had left the household and whose income was, therefore, not counted as part of
1e family's income.. On.the basis of available data, it is mot possible to de~ .
armine accurately the economic well-being of' these families. ASs the poverty
avel -is raised, these families become a'smaller pgoportion'of’the low-income = -
spulation. © ' : BT T B

. In any event, the low-income population at the 75 percent level in 1974 was = -
sre likely to. be comprised of blacks and persons in families with a female head

1an- the. poverty population at the current ievel. (Table D-1) On the other

and, the elderly comprised only 10 percent of all poor at the 75 percent level
>mpared -to.14 percent-at the current level. School-aged children and families

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

arcent level as.at the current level. o : ’
implifications of the Poverty Definition N ) o o L g

e

In contrast to the sharp changes obsenVed in the size and COmﬁoéitionlofffhéTi,
w-income population when the poverty measure was scaled, very slight changes- =
ccur whep the current poverty medsure is simplified. : B IR

~ Shifting from the current 124 census thresholds to the 62 nonfarm poverty
utoffs irickeased. the size of the low-income population by about. 274,000 persons
from 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. - ' ' R : - _ : .

'S
.«

/' Not surprisingly, such small changes in the total number of persons in pov-
rty.do not alter the composition of the currént poverty population. . Under the
hree simplifications, blacks still comprise 31 percent.of all poor persons, per-
ons in families with female-heads comprise about:44 percent of all pogr family
embers (45 -perdent under the 2nd simplification), the elderly compr ise- about 14
ercent of poor persons, and .school-aged. children represent 31 percent. (Tables .
6" 17' dnd }8) . 27 .-, : ‘ ' . ]
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f‘.Single'-D.(;Iiar'Pd\:erty Definitions to o,

L Using the low single-dollar standard ($3,200) resulted. in a m%rty popula-
. tion in 1974 of 17.4 million persons which v 1S considerably lower than the fig—-
".gre. of 24.3 million, derived from the current ieasure, and is, in facg, the lowest
¥ _of.all the alternatives with the exceptien of/ 75 percent of the current measure.
On. the other hand, the high standard (weigh average threshold for a nonfarm -
4-person family of $5,038 in 1974) resulted/in a poverty population of 32,7.mil-
* lion which was somewhat lower than the figure of 34.6 million that reésulted from
the 125 perc?nt, level. (Table 19) - ' o
© . Use of the single-dollar standard greatly altered the composition of the
poverty population in terms of family status and ‘age. While unrelated individ-
' ruals represented about 20 percent of the current povérty pophlation, they repre-
sented abouf. 42 percent of the poverty population using the low staridard and 32
percent using the high standard.-- (Table 20) Use of the low standard increased

the rugber of pobr unrelated individuals from 4.8 milljon under the current
standard to 7.3 Rillion, and use of the high- standatdsfurther increased their =~ .
.*number t0:10.5 m§glion.-" The only figure for unrelated individuals from the other -

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

* cent level. (Table 11} This is not surprising since the single-dollar cutoff of

65038 for an unrelated individudl was considerably higher than the cutoff for
most of the other alternatives. . . .

i+ Closely related to the increase in the- proportion of unrelated (indivigma],s", x
. in the poverty populations derived from the two single-dollar cutoffs is tHesin"
.crease in the proportion of the glderly ip¢these poverty populations. (Table-20)

while the elderly.represented 14 percent ‘of the poor under thq .current measure,

. they represehted 29 percent of the poor under the low stapdard and 27 percent
- under the high standard. « . ° C : \ ' N

. A [4 -

. Conversely/ schddl-aged children represe?:ed a much smaller proportion of

" the poor under these single-dollar alternativés 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 also ﬁ'epresented a smaller proportion of the poverty population under
.. these two alternatives 'than under the current measure, but the change was not as
“:' dramatic -as £or school*-aged children.’ (Table 20) ' _ :
¢ 1y About 3.4:million-famflies had incomes below $3,200. (Taple 21).' This was
. ‘the smallest number of poor families produced by any of the various alternatives .
' " that are being tested with the exception of the 75 percent alternative. A?nf\ ‘

.7.5 million families had incomes below :the nonfarm 4-person “threshold’ of $5038. | .

- ~#Pable-22 shows that compared with their census low-incomecounterparts, fam-
_ ilies whose incomes are below §3,200 or $5,038 were more likely to be small (less
- than threé persons) « This is because the single-dollar cutoffs do not allow for

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

While the $3,200 level is near.the cutoff for small familiés: under ‘the.current

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

e
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~ disproportionately high number of small families. On the othér.- hand, the $5,038
- cutoff is much higher than the census cutoff for smal} families, again resulting .
_in a disproportionaly high, number of small families. . In addition, Table 22 shows
i*that Iow-income families under the single-dollar cutoffs compared to. families be-
; ‘low the current definition were more. likely to be childless, headed by an aged
-~ 'person, white, and to be receiving Social Security income and less likely.to have.
< .worked at some time during 1974. Families headed by women represented about the.
.same proportion of all poverty families under the $3,200 cutoff as under the cug- .
7. rent measure whereas ‘they ‘represented a smallexgproportion under the high_single- -
.., dollar cutoffthan under thefCUtrénﬂ._n\g_asure." R s . S A

EE R - M

. Median-Based Poverty Definitions - e e e e
In 1974, 36.4 million persons or. about 17.4 percent of the population were =
in families or were urrelated individuals with incames 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
.7 . figure of 34.6 million at the 125 percent level. (Table 11) '

i eI '_‘__1-"-;. e o N _“. - L . . . .

S Althbu‘gh*the'.toi:'al-‘ nuitber - £ ‘poor was higher when one-half the median was
#ew-\iged than when the current poverty level was used;the number of unrelated indi=; .- .
" viduals was lower under this alternative. (Table 23),/This i to be expected'be-. . .
v+ cause the cutoff of $2,220 representing one-half the median for unrelated individ-
" uals in 1974 was lower than the census nonfarm thresholds for unrelated individu=

- 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) o T

.~ . Whnile unrelated individuals represented a smaller proportion of the poverty
~~’population below one-half the median than below the current poverty level, the
elderly: représented -a higher proportion (21 percent compared to 14 percent).
(Table 24) 'The elderly population resulting from. this poverty definition was =
‘unique ‘because it inclufed so many family members. About 76 percent of the poor G
elderly below one-half the median were family members compared to 38 percent for '
- the current poverty level. (Table D-1): ... I B

-2~ 'In contrast to the-elderly,. school-aged children comprised a- smaller propor—: ...
.- »" tion Of the population below one-half ‘the median thah ‘below ;the currént poverty "
®. "“level (23 percent compared to 31 percent). (Table 24) In fact, the proportion

-~ ".of children in the poverty population below.one-half the median was .very close to -

" - the proportion of school-aged children in the total population. 'Only. the two: .
- - (single-dollar standards yielded populations compriged of smaller:proportions of -
.. sthool-aged children. . - . s ~
© . Blacks and persons in families with a female head also comprised smaller

proportions of’ the. poverty population below. one-half the median than below the =

current poverty definition. (Table 24) . S S

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

(Table 25) — the second largest number of poor families resulting from the’
. 29 o ' N -
16 o e .
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alternatives tested. y by doubling the. current poverty thresholdd\are more

poor families produced.  (Table 13) - One-half the median is, in effecy, 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; i.e., they ar’é :
more likely to be small, elderly, and childless than their cutffent measdre counteg=-

' parts. (Table,26) -

T o o
nstructed by using one-half the. . . .
e Pamily threshold (nonfdrm 4-person -
j’uéting it for Ehe-r,emai-niqgﬂfﬂmily L

v

The second median-based measure was
" tional median family income as the base. ¢
. 'male-headed family with & children) and
types using the need equivalence rates showr @’ Table 2.

R f‘k‘iow_'r,ing, from a median-based poverty measure. that ‘is not adjusted for family ..
", sI¥e, to one that is adjusted has a pronounced effect on the distribution of the -
low-incame population by family status even- though the Size .o e total low- .
 income population is not affected much. (It remained at ‘about 36 milljion for
. both relative measures.). As May be seen from Table 23, adjustirg fot family com-
position and "need" increases the total number of poor unrelated ipdividuals from
. 4.2 million to 7.1 million. Unrelated individuals now represent about the same
" proportion of the poverty population as under -the current measure (20 -percent)-.
 (Table"24) On the other hand, the number of poor families decreased from 10.9 -
«. . .million §0,7.8 million. .(Table 25) ' A o

A .
-

~In addition, adjusting the median for family size makes. the eomposition of
" the median-generafed poverty population.more 1ike the current poverty population. ¢
. in terms of age.- School-aged children r presented 29 percent of the adjusted ‘- .
. median poverty population compared to-23. percent for the unadjusted median and 31--
“. percent for the current Aeasure.’ The elderly declined from 2] percent of the
- poverty pulation using the unadjusted median to 16 percent using the adjusted
- | median while the proportion for the ‘current poverty populdtion was 14 percent. "-
-(Table'24) S S " . Rt : B
- 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 the poverty level because 1
_cutoffs for the base family were close ($6,418 for alf the'median and $6,250. for
125 percent) and the equivalence scales were thgrBame. -

J#. - ' Table 25 shows that moving: from an unadjusted median to a median-based mea- : .- °

‘i sure.adjusted for family size cdulles the following: chahges to occur to:the pov—
-rerty rate for families in terms of age of family heady .size of family, apd~’

“presence of children: o TR S

-

" iThe poverty rate for older families declined from 43 percent using -
" the unadjusted standard to about 18 percent using the adjusted
median-based thresholds. The poverty rate for 2-person families PO
~ declined from 29 percent to 13 percent while the poverty rate for
large (five plus person) families increased from 13 percent £o020,.
percent. ‘There wag a dramatic reduction in the poverty rate for. -
childlges families (from 22 percent to 11 percent) . - .

3
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" When the third median-based measure is used and one-half the median income
of a "Ey[iiédi""br;base case family is adjusted using the current poverty measure
equivalence scale, the population which results is close. in number--and composition
~ to the population which results when the current thresholds are increased by 50
percent because yging the equivalence scale to adjust one-half a "typical" . T
- family's median %gccme ($7,002 in:1974) yields a matkix of poverty thrésholds: . '~
that is very simifarito. the one whiéir results when the poverty thresholds - -
~.are raised to 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
.:extént of these similarities.i S C

g

-~

.. The effect of the alternative poverty definitions on the number. and char- ~
“acteristjts of those who would be .counted as poor is substantial in some casé&s
The compbsition of the poor varies the most with two basic changes in the poverty ™
definitfon: “first, large increments in the level ‘of the thresholds, and second,

" elimingtidh of the variations by family size.” " = — ) e

S ?
-

While 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

. ‘children was fairly stable,.ranging from 28 percent to 32 percent for all the mea—

sures tested with the exdeption of those that werey ot adjusted for family size E
.. (the two single-dollar cutoffs‘and half the U. S. ¥dian unadjusted). The pro-

- portion was censiderably lower under these méasures. (17 pergent for the low .
single~dollar cutoff, 18 percent for the high single-dollar cutoff, and 23 per+i,
cent for the unadjusted median). (Figure 1) ' - -

) . . R v . . : R . o
. similarly, the ‘ptoportion of the poverty populatioh composed of the elderly
Ffahged from 13 to 17 percent for all the measures tested with the exception of ~
. those invariant with:respect to family size and the 75 percent level. : In this

‘situation, the proportion was considerably higher using the family 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 cutoff y.and 21 percent using half the unadjusted -
median. .-In contrast, the elderly represented only 10 percent of ‘the poverty pop~

" ulation ‘below the 75 percent level. (Figure.2): - .- o
et R ) i . HN - . . .t PN o

i 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 ofi the total population. When the cutoffs were raised, families.
" headed by workers became 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 level, blacks and peksons in families with. a - e
" female head were overrepresented among the ‘poor compared to the total population.-
(Figures 3 and 4) ~ The invariant poverty . resholds, *8h the, other hand, produce a
' poverty population: with proportionately’fewer families. (especially large fami-

AN

lies), more uncelated individuals, fewer ‘fémale-headed, and more elderly.

-~
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©  _'The simplifications of the current poverty measure, by eliminating distinc— - - -
“ ‘tions for sex of head, farm residence, and presence of childreny have a negligi- -~
_ ble effect on both the size and composition of the poverty population.
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4y © v DIFFERENCES OVER TIME
R ‘ . - - - *

Poverty defihitions differ in th MannéY in-which they are updated over time.

_ All measures based on’the current ‘definition are updated each year by the percent-,
. -age Increase in the aﬁnudﬁ%ﬁbnéUmgr/Price,Indexr(absolute,or fixed measures).
yﬁheirelative:measprés,'ba~‘ ‘on median income, aré updated each year as income

Mevels change. Only one of .th verty measures analyzed, the $3,200 single- .3 .

dollar threshold (low single-dollar threshold) was ‘invarant over timej This® . ‘7o

section considers changes in the effect of the different poverty measurés ovet .
time, with a view to determinihg the’ stability of the patterns obferved:in the ',

1974 data. - The.analysis in this SeCtion'iS%base?/bn_speciéiﬂtabﬁlations from =~ .-

. the March Current Population Surveys for 1968, 1970, 1972, 1974, and.1975
(calendar or income years-1967, 1969, 1971, 1973, and 1974) .- For this analysis, -
it is convenient to distinguish between the relative measures and all of the '
others. For this purpose, the term "fixed measures” will be used throughout
this section to gqqnotewthe non-relative measures. * e

Sn.cv. Between. 1967 and 1974, the total populatioh_jncreased by almost 15 million

persons, ' and- the poverty population under the current definition droppeds from

-almost 28 million to 24 millidn. (Table:27). The Qescent was not smooth, how-

ever, with increasgs occurring between 1969 and 1971 and between-1973 anq 1874. . .

, (Figure 5) This same trend was reflectedsin the gyree progressive simplifica-

"+ tjons of the current measure, in the four scalings%of the current measure (75 -

" - pgrcent) 125 percent, ;150 percent, and 200 percent) and with the high single-

.. - -dellar cutoff. 5/ As would be expected, the invariant’threshold of $3,200 re~ -

- “ghlted-in a large and steésdy fall-in the number of poor persons-from 29 million °
" iM 1967 to 17 million in 1974, This illustrated what wgquld happen if poverty

cutoffs were not adjasted for rising prices or a rising” standard of Iiving.

!

C e »

. The poverty caunts from the relative measures, based on median income, ex- :
: hibited much lgﬁ% vkfiation over time than the fixed measures..' For 50 percent of.
éw-,.-;hélﬁedian incone for fqur—person’fah&iiés, adjysted, the gounts were. virtually
- invariant, and for*50 perc¢ént.of median family income, adjusted, only slightly i
"more change over titme wag apparent. With thé unadjustéd 50 percent U median
_income, the number of pool™persons increased between™1967 and 1973, and remained -
_ _about the same between 1973 and '1974. In fact, none of the ‘relative measures
* . resulted in an ingrease in the number af poor between 1973 and 1974 as did the
» fixed measures. (Table 27)- -~ ' = ' Co e S

-1 3

ot . - -4 . " i . L o . .
st he difference’ ifi the changes in the number of poor between 1967 ahd’lQ?é—TT
using fixed and relative measures can be explained by the difference in, the pro-
_cedure used to update thesé measurés. As ‘shown inyTablé 28 the pover'ty threshs
olds updated by chariges’ in the Consumer Price Index (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 increased by about
T 62 percent during this game period. In other words,-between 1967 and 1974 me—
' - dian income has increasqd more than the cost of living as measured by the CPI.
. Because .the cutoffs for the median-based measures have kept pace with the over=<
2 all increase in income level between 1967 .and 1974, the number of poor based on
¥*¥  thgse measures did not decline.:- However, singg the cutoffs. for th& measures
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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. :

Q

_ There_ were two time periods, however, during which real median income did
not increase — 1969-1971, and®1973-1974. During the 1969-1971 period there was-,.
‘no significant change. in real median income, and between 1973 and 1974 real mer %
-dian income declined, . Parallelling the ‘decline in real median income between "
71973, 8ndt 1974, the ‘cutofés, for the median~based relative measures did not in-
‘;erefige- as much as the ‘chtoffssfor the fixed measures-‘and, therefore, the poverty .
‘count based on” the. relatiVe measures did not increase as, didythe count based on L
the fixed .measures. R * Vo I T ,j

S A

.q", .

Figure 6 shows théti.‘the' bové'rty.’;'rate for a-i‘l.,»f;pé_rsons under the alte,rgag:ive
a'1974s v w

_measures followed the same trend as the number of poor betweerr 1967 an

Elderly . | o - o ‘ o

“«- The lakgest. differ_eri,ces from the general pattern of poverty rates over time -
‘were observed among the elderly and-pefsons in fe e-headed ‘families. Jer.the
elderly, the poverty rates under all définitions displayed a Strong and steady: ¢

~ downward trend’ from 1967 to 1973 :(particularly between 1971 and 1973).  As would

I Dl

be .expected, the decline in:the poverty rate for the elderly was not as sharp

using the relative measures asfor the fixed measures; and the constant $3,200 :
' cutoff yielded the largest decline. YTable 29) This improvement in the economic
‘position of the elderly is largely a result of increases in Social Security bene-
- fits after '1979-, and to a’ lesser extent, larger and more widespread private

pens ions.
RO o W !

4‘ t
iy . &, . . N S s v .. . .
~ .Between 1973“and 1,974jsidcial Security benefits incre@sed at about the“sa%\,e_?_
‘rate as the CPI im conhtrast o the larger increases obseryed in the early 1970's.
. the poverty rates for the elderly appeared t¢ decliné Somewhat -for all measures .. :i;
‘between 1973.and 1974. HoweVer, because of sampling variability, a definite state- "
ment can only be made about the differences for the relative measures; other small
: qg.fferen_qes were not st;a-tisticaElly significant at the 95 percent confidence level. *
! VAN P . . : R “a R ,
. Nevertheless, the poverty ?ate for the, e,lderly".;,in 1974 wasywell below the "
~ rate in 1967 under all thé alternatives. Figure 7 shows thit in 1974 the‘poverty
~rate for the elderly under the current measure was approximately the same as for: -
school-aged children, whereas ir 1967 the rate for the elderly was considerably
«-higher than that for school-aged children (30 percent compared to 16 percent).
“ e gap'between the.poverty rate for the elderly and school-aged children has
_narrowed under the other alternatives too.. - : :

A
o

« X . ) , . . ‘:*k.: T ' < L e
* Reflecting the overall‘decline in poverty incideyce for the. elderly, the
elderly, have become a smaller proportion of the poor gince }967 under all o
measuffes’with the exception:of the 150, and 200 percent levels. At the 150 & -
~ percent level, .they represented about tHe same proportion of the poor as in: o
©.1967,. and at the 200 percent level, they represented a higher proportion. g L
(Figure 8) . * - - : -
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Female-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 under:all three relative measures during this period. - (Table 30)
" Between 1973 and; 1974, however, tife poverty rate for persons in families headed
. - by a woman decreased under these measures. 'This pattern of a rising poverty rate .
' ‘ to 1973 followed by a dtbp was even more, ronounced for families receiving public
assistance under the' relative measures. .In:fact, for all poverty definitions,

 the decline in thg poverty rate from 1973 to 1974 was very strong for families
' receMving public assistance.;gﬂﬁblg’§1)j' L R B R

S

¥+, "In-coptrast to the relative measures, under the fixed measuresitﬁé‘poverty* ‘
| rate for persons in families with a‘femdle head gither, showed.a slight decrease
% between-1967 and 1974, or else the chanfe was ndt statistically sigplificant.” -
Under the'low single~dollar cltoff,-thereswas a.sharp decrease in t{he poverty
ratg- for persons in families with a female head between 1967 ‘and 1974. o
. . , . : . “ A L o X .
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 11 percent of the general population, this group rose from 25 percent
. of the'poverty populatior under tke current measure in 1967 to 35 pergent in
- 1974.. (Figure 9) - Gains of .5 to 10 percentage. points wer'e 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

' : : — , . . : T P
.« School-aged children and blacks remained a fairlyfjconstant propostion of. -
. ‘the low-income population under all the alternatives befween 1967 and 1974 '
., -:v(Pables 32 and 33) while iliés with'earnings have bgcome a-declihing .pro- . = |
portion-of the'poor-undef @R definitions since 1967. le 34; Figure 11)
.In both 1967 and 1974 they represented the lowest propdrtién-of tHe poor under,
“the low single-dollar cutoff and the highest proportion under' the 200 percent
~alternative. Unrelated. individuals have become an inéreasing proportion of
~ the low-income populatioﬁwunderﬂall alternatives with the exception of the
'“75 percent measure. ,[The increase waslsharﬁest~fon the two single-dollar cut-

-gh'offs. ‘(Tabke 35) ... . .. i . . . . o
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
finding ‘from the 1974 data that even at the 200 percent level these two groups
- as well as hlacks were overrepresentéd among the poor held true for other years.
R - LI : _ _
w.  "The regularity of the increase in the number of poor persons observed for
" the.1974 data as-the ctirrent poverty,thresholés-ane raised successively to the
200- percent level was.also observed for the 1973 data ——i.e., for each intrease
of 5 percent in the current poverty matrixy an additional 2 million pet'sons. were -.
‘counted as S.oor .. The increase in the poverty count for the 1969 andg, 1971 data

]
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.averaged about 2.4 million for each 5 percent \ncrease in the poverty cutoff and .
in 1967 the increase. averaged about 2.6 million\ For all years, the increase in
/ the poverty colint was stightly higheéx for the 15 -200 percent interval than for
‘the other intervals. (Tables.36; %) -

\ Summarg ) ) ;r -

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

‘total population of declinirig poverty rates under the fixed measures and fairly

" constant poverty rates under the relat{ve measures between ‘1967 and 1974 were
the elderly and persons in:families wixa female head. The poverty rate for

~ the elderly declined under the relative peasures as well as under the fixed

-

.9 S

-, measures during the 1967 to 1974 period while the poverty rate 'for persons ing

"~ Families with a female head remained {fairly constant under ‘the ‘fixed measures

P

»" e

-+ -petween 1967, agd 1974 but showed.’an incyease under, thg_,’-;,e_l_atviye.meva’\s‘u;e_s be- '

tween 1967 and 1973/and :\heri'a drop betwedn 1973 and'1
: '.7’7.'__. PO oo ) ) )

N [4 . . R e ot ‘ . Y . " . .

For some of the.subgroups such'?ﬂﬁ bla_ck$_‘_pnd unrelated inﬁividua%:é Lov-

erty rates do not appear to follow'%hé same general trends as for “the" ' pop— - -
ulation; in fact in se.

4 L] ’ h

3 yme ihstances it is difficult to pinpoint a pattern. 'Ig
_-.'groups, however, comprise relatively small proportions of thé total population ?
* "and consequently small-changes over time are ‘difficult to measure from sample
"survey results. " - . S
. In'general, thre are two differences in the trends for Subgroups compared to
- the 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 period, -
" &although .the difference was not consistent among the subgroups. Both upward and:

downward trends were observed in addition to greater variability in both diréc- =

&y

tiong from one year to the next. The greater var iability observed for the sub-
- groups may Tot actilally mean that -the %?}aome distribution of-subgroups is .. .,
not a8 stable as the distribution for the population as a whole, but rather "
that we"have "4 harder ‘timé measuring. the distribution for subgroups over time -
. because of the small sample size of some of the groups. Also, these differences
‘may reflect changes in the composition of. the population as .a.whole. A second
. difference was that the poverty rates of the subgroups at successively higher
. Jevels .of the current thresholds, especially 200 percent of the current measure,
- .did not exactly mirror the pattern over time of the poverty rates with the *
' current measure. R T v oo
. . - .

a

P
u

o ‘Although -some..rather _laz:g'é changes in poverty rates and in the compdsition
"of the poor occurred over the eight-year ‘period, the differences between any two:”

.~ adjacent years were not large. Furthermore, the same groups were Qverrepresen‘t;@ _

among the poor in 1974 as in 1967. _ . y
. -' . \' s . . . l,i, , ‘ o . . _v . ; .
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GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION OF POVERTY
T The preceding sections have dealt with the impact of the thirteen poverty
definitions at the national level, based on tabulhtions from the March Current -
- Ppopulation Surveys. --Although the CPS is geographically representative, the :
sample size of about 47,000 households is not large #nough to yield statistically
. reliable estimates of the number of poor at the state level; t%i.'s’ point has been -

~ further ‘elaborated in Chapter III of 1‘%’ ‘Measure of Povertg. Therefore, in order *
» to investigate the impact of the definitions on the geographic distribution of .+
.’ the ‘poor, it was necessary-to use the One Percent Sample of the 1970 Census of-° A
Population, which contains over 6 milliopcheuseholds. This section discusses
‘data. for ‘the poverty population by states:1n.1969.. % ' . . :

¥ coued N ) L
- Differences Between CPS and Decennial Census Statistics:,* . .. _
: . - y : ¥ o7

for that year from the Current' lation Survey of March. 1970 despite the fact:
, that the same bagic concept was u in both instances. In general, the number
. of persohs and ilies below‘thé poverty level reported in the cansus is higRer.
than that reported in the Current Population Survey. The number of poor persgns
if the 1970 census was 27.1 million compared to 24.1 million derived from the,
“March 1970 Current Population Survey. The comparable figures for low-income
. families were 5.5 million and 5.0 million, respectively -

'-:-,éa."_‘.;Statfs"tic_,s on-income in 196;: collected in the 1970 census differ from data

o There are several reasons for these differences. . In the first place, the
" . small group of ‘Current Population Survey interviewers was more experienced,and
had more intensive training and supervision than the large number of tempor‘:ary'
census enumerators and may have more often obtained more accurate answers from
respondents. Furthermore, approximately 60 percent of the households were self- -
 enumeratéd 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,
whereas in the census six questions were used. In addition, college students are
generally enumérated at their own homes-in the Current Population Survey and
+".. .clagsified as family members, but were enumerated at their college residence in-
the census, usually as secondary individuals. L ‘ 5 , :

. Changu in Shares of Povelft; Population - - '

. Concer# about the geographic distribution of poverty arises from the mannér -
in which funds are distributed under Title I of the Elementary and. Secondary Ed~ .
sucation Act. The formula allocates available funds according to the number of

. school-aged children in families with incomes below the appropriate poverty cut- -
offs. Thus, the relevant criterion is a state's share of the pool of eligible

" children (i.e., of the national count of poor, school-aged children). Therefore,
s, the analysis in this section is concerned with changes in the share of the total .

" poverty popuPation from the share‘existing under.the current offjicial poverty =
measure. . Tables 38 to 41 show the distribution of poor persons and children By
state for the alterhative measures, of poverty, as.well as the poverty rates for
these groups under the alternative measures. .
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Pigure 12%i11ustrates the changes. in the share of poverty for each region

_ ‘under the alternative poverty definitions. In each case, the bar on“the graph

“relative to its share under the current def

represents the region's share of the povert population under each definition
{\';tion. * As an aid in comparing

- effects, we introduce the notion of a share t tio, defined as a region's per-

centage of the nation's poor population resulting from an alternativé measute

- divided by jts percentage resultihg from the current definition. (Both percent~

8 arg based-on the same year, 1969.) A ratio of 1.0 indicates that a region's

are ip unchanged by the alternative measure; a ratio smaller ‘than 1.0 indicates .

- a decr share. For example, the:Northeast containhs .17.9 petcent of the 27.4°
" million poor persons ‘in' the United States under the current definition:in 1969;

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

- tdon 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-

‘rent measure by 25 percent is 1.037(18,4/17.9).

. . . . ‘ ’
Several broad, regional patterns einerge from Figure 12. The South's share of -

' poor persons generally decreases, Or remains unchanged, for every alternative pov-".

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

. .situdtion, the South's share’ increases slightly. Conversely, the other regions
generally increése their share of the poverty population.. T ‘

These regional banges, for ‘the most part, are riot largé. _ Siénifiéarit

changes' (5 pergent or frore) from the share of poverty under the current measure
. occur only wheh the current official poverty matrix is raised by 50 percent or

100 percent or when.the single-dollar thresholds are used. The progressive sim-

jons of the current official measure have a negligible im#act on the re-

h"qienal distributions.of poverty. Both single-dollar ‘thresholds  reduee the South's - -

., hare 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. - Raising 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.-

v . . These broad regionél pati:érﬁs qbgcure sc'xne‘ éifferenceé at the stite level. -
Por example, by using 75 percent of the current measure, Mississippi and the

g

" dods the South 4s a wholé, while Delaware, Oklahoma, and Texas decrease their

District of Columbia increase their share of the poverty population more than |

. ghares. . Not all Southern States consistently reduce their share of the poverty -

. population for the other’ 11 alternative poverty measures, as does
4‘“":. MIe" o v - : i R . ot L Lo B

the South as

*

Several alternatives increase the positions of ‘Florida, Maryland, Oklahqi\_a,

. and"Virginia, 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 ourrent measure. Other states in this region

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

" "gains varies among the states for the different alternatives. All Northeastern

38 ,.’\
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‘States with the exception of Rhode Island and Connecticut experience signifiocant
losses at 75 percent of the current measure. Rhode 1sland is the only exception -
to the general rise in the share of the poor in the Northeast States under the:
/dther altegnatives; its share is reduced consistently, although significantly
only once. New York does not exhibit a significant gain or loss in its share
of .the poor -under any alternative studied with the exception of the 75 pergent
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
.- significant. New Mexico and Arizona are the most consistent losers under the
... alternatives, and Idaho, Montana, and Wyoming the most consistent and signifi-
‘cant gainers in the West. Tables 42 and D-4 provide detail on the effect of
the alternative poverty measure on each state's share of the poor.

Similar patterns of regional changes are apparent for poor school-aged chil-
dren in Figure:13. In all regions except the West, the gains and losses are
~ génerally larger and nore significant than in Figure 13. Two important differ-
. ences from~th% geographic distribution of poor persons just described can be
. noted,  First; with 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, Nertheastern, and Western States experience
" an increase in their share of poor school-aged children than experience an in-
- crease. in their share of all poor persons.

- Second, the relative measures based on median income, 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 incregses
its share of.poor school-aged children with the unadjusted S0 percent of median
income, and only Delaware does so with the two adjusted relative measures.
(Tables 43, D-5) States in the North+“®ential, Northeast, and Western regions

~ generally increase their share of poor schfol-aged children under these relative
. measures, frequently significantly. The relative measure defined &s 50 percent

-of the median ing#e of a nonfarm family of four with a male head and two chil-

. dren (adjusted . or family size .and composition with the equivalence scale in the -
current poverty matrix) produces the largest regional differegces of these three
measures. Under this measure, the South's. sharg of poor school-aged children is

"~ reduced by 7 percent; the share in the North Central and Northeast regions is
increased by 10 percent and 8 percent, respectively. Only the West does not

«appreciably change its share under this measure. - _ o

~ -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 linés 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 jin the eleven most populated states. As a group, these
- " gtates contain 48 percent of the poverty population er the current poverty
i thresholds and 51 percent of the poverty population under the thresholds set at
150 percent of the current thresholds. :

26




' FOOTNOTES TO TECHNICAL PAPER XVIll . ,

.- 1. See Chapter I‘iI‘ and Technical Paper IX for ~a3di£iona1 details on
the Current Population Survey. - ,

2. ‘See Curfént Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 102, "Characteristics
- of the Population Below LElﬁe 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,
. mCharacteristics of the Population Below the Poverty Levelr 1974, Table 35.

4. See Chapter IV of The Measure of Poverty for more details on the
equivalence scales. '

5. It is impossible to distinguish 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. '
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

RIC

Table l .

.

Income Thresholas ‘at the Current Poverty Level in 1974 by Sex St

Head, Slze of Family, and- Number of Related Chlldren Under 18 Years Old -

by ParmNonfarm Residence .-

: ' Number of related children under 18 yéars old
= Size of tnnily unit : — . : i
. D 'i,gggi,‘a-'Noﬂe' 1. 17 2. 3 ., 4l 5 6 or more
Y " NONFARM .~ -
- L . v
. Male Head
srson (unrelated indiv.): : o —
NAer 65 Years......;.cosenes $2,658 =
5 years and over............ 2,38% - g
ersons: - . T e - :
Ba;i.under 65 years.......... 3,324 | 43,724 -~ . '
ead 65 years and over....... 2,985 3,724 ..
BrBONB. .ooeelevacscctsosnnss t~_3,870 3,996 34,223 '
BIBONS .\ seennnnraseasanenns 5,103 5,178 5,000 | 45,252 :
BrSONS .. eessonceoosasaianes 6,158 6,232 6,032 | T 5,88%| - $6,006 .
BrSONS. . ciunaneasadansonsens 7,063 7;087 6,937 6.786 | . 6.585| $6,688
F MOTe persong.....c.seeeess | .8,896 | . 8,972 8,796 | ‘8,645 8,445 8,142 48,068
" . Female Head / - * ‘o . -
erson Cunrelated indiv.): .
Nder 65 YEArS...ee.eceesass. $2,458 )
5 years and OVer......scose 2,357 s !
srsons: ' ] o
bad under 65 years.......... 3,072 $3,353 | | - .
2ad 65 years and over....... 2,948 3,353 i ‘
BrSONS. . viteasanncsanonnanas 3,745 3,568 | ..$3,046
BrSONS . e uasainsencnscsannaas 4,900 | " 5,075 5,053 45,000 .
FTSONS. . iedeesrcnseancnnens 5,881 6,058 6,032 5,982 $5,781 - .
BrSONS..euternnaerarsnannces 6,862 6,987 | ~ 6,937 | 6,886 6,660 46,457 .
r more persons.............. " 8,619 8,746 8,720 .8,645 8,419 8,244 $7,841
FARM : ) s
Male Head
:rson (unrelated indiv,): ] '
1der 65 YearS..... .cecesce.s $2,258 9
5 years- and OVEr.....eoceeees 2,030 '
:rsons: e .
sad under 65 YEATS...eensn.. 2,8 $3,165 -
rad 65 years and OvVer....... 2,5 3,165 : .
ITBONS. seennsnannnsnos, 3,29 3,397 43,590 \
ArBONS..cscsracscnsscacsnsns 4,33 4,402 | . 4,249 44,465
'PSONS..svessasacnansesancas 45,23 5,298 | 5,127 4,998 $5,106
BTSONS . .eavaassnnaagassonian 6,003 6,024 | ' 5,897 5,768 5,597 45,683 )
* MOTre€ PErSONS.....seeceesss 7,562 7,627 .7,477 7,348 7,179 " 6,921 46,858
' . - LY
-Female Head o v ' o'
»rson (unrelated indiv.): . .
ider 65 years....c.ceec000.. 32,089 "
} years and over............ | 2,002
irsons: ) . hd !
*ad under 65 years,......... 2,611 32,851 4 N
rad 65 years and over....... 2,506 2,851 - :
IrSONS..euacrancsannarannans 3,183 3,033 | 7 43,355 o
ITSONB.a s e.arenennnsnsaasaan 4,165 4,313 4,294 £4,249 : N
'rSONS.cc.ocscrsassoncssnssnns 4, 998 5,149 5,127 5,085 $4,914
IPSONS. . 0esuseeacancanncancans \5 832 5,939 5,897 5,853 5,662 45,489
* MOTE PErSONS,..c.c0000000s 7,325 7,435 7 412 7,348 7,156, 7,007 36,665
28
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"*Table 2. Equivalence Matrix Impllc1t in Current Poverty Measure

M . L~
f . B

Number of Related Chlldren Under 18 Years

o '“'Size of,?amily Unit ' ”i .'_ E ‘None 1 2 3 4 5 6or
S ‘ : L : : S - more
T - . e . " v - EEEEE S -
- NONFARM B ; ST | S
' Male Head | R o . R . oo S T
‘1'.person (unrelated 1nd1v1dua1) o
Under 65 years . O .. 53
65 years and over e 48
C2 persons ' . o T '.
Head un der 65 years ‘ 67 74
. Head 65 years and over 60 74
l.-3-.'persons S 77 80 84
"4 peisons | . . 102 104 100 105
5" persons h . 123 125 121 118 120 —-
6 persons - a1 142 139 136 132 134 .
:7; persons.or more O Y 179 176 173 169 163 161
Fen\a1e~Head » ' ¢ . " . ) B l . : ) ‘. o . .
1 person (unrelated individual)ﬁ N - f = S e o
~ Under 65 years _ ' 49 - P v s
65 years and over- C - 47 - . T . -t
2 ) pérébns;’ K - . ' . . : ’ AN 3 g s
' Head under 65 years f 61 67 c e : :
' Head'GS‘Years_and over: 59 67 .
_ 3 persons e c o 75 71 79
e nersons | f't ”_ S - 98 " 102 101 100
5. persons - - . 118 121 121 120 1f60 o)
6 persons : 137 140 139 138 -133 129 .
7 persors or more’ } - : 172 175 174 173 168 168 167

e L : '
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b L © N
S _ '.fTa'ble'Z.. QOnti'nued K
. N \ NunBer of Related CfH' ldren Uﬁer T8 Years
Size of Family Unit . . None 1 2 3 4 5 b6or
o K o . ' S more
e :.'rxu' e “ ¢ K ‘ N
mu X ;" . . o N N . L .
. 1
"Male Head _
1 person (unrelated 1nd1v1dual)- .
" .Under. 65 years _ 45
65 years and over o oA
S22 -persons. ' | § o o TR :
. " Head under. 65 years - o 57 63 : : :
' Head 65 years and over. . ~ 51 63 , " *
'3 persons : - 66 68 72 . o
4 persons S . ..°87 88 8 89
5 Jpersons ., 105 106 103 100 102
‘t‘ 0 Yoo o k8 . . .
- 6 persons . . 120 120 ;118 °115° 112 114
B persons or more . © 151 153 150 147 144 138 137
Female Head | ) .
1. person (unrelated 1nd1v1duaI)
- .. - Under 65 years , oL 42
) 65 years’and over - . 40
. N i
s e2 persons '
' Head under 65 years ‘52 57
i Head 65 years and over _ - 50 57
%-.persons | - . 64 61 67 B |
‘4 persons . L 83. 86 8. 8
' 5 persons - 100 -103 103 *102 . 98
6 persons | : 117 119 18117 . 113 110 .
7 persons or.more 147 149 148 147 143 140 133
P ‘ . .
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) ;‘.5-:‘?‘%_ " Table 3. Race,i Spanish diigin, and Family Status of Persons ‘by o
: : Poverty Status in 1974 (Persons as of Murch 1975) et
_ ‘ — ) ] : ~Above
£ , . o _ ' _ current
R © % A1l Beléw current poverty level poverty -
i - ‘ i) . income R , T level®
‘Characteristic o " levels Total Poverty : . Percent Percent
', (thousands), (thousands) ' rate . distribution distribution
'* RACE AND SPANISH ORIGIN - ‘ | j s
- Total' & 200,343 .7 24,260 11.6 00,0  ..100.0°
Spanish origin 11,202 2,601 23.2 1007 - N 4.6
white -~ 182,385 16,310, 8.9 67.2 1 89.7
Black e - 23,704 - 7,455 31.5 30,7 T .. 8.8
Other fkaces . 3,284 _ 495 15.1 2.0 o L5
" FAMILY STATUS. - o M
" qotal . +. 209,343 24,260 . 11.6 100.0 100.0
65 years and over 21,127 3,308 15.7 13.6 ._ 9,6
In famithies 190,471 - 19,440 10.2 - - 80.1 92.4
Head IR 55,712 5,109 9.2 . 21.1 21.3
- Related children under Poree EEPE .
18 years - 65,802 - 10,196 - :*15.5 42,0 30.0
5 to 17 years _ 49,800 7,526 .. 15.1 . 31.0 22.8
Other family members - 68,957 4,135 T 6.0 17.0 . 35.0
‘Unrelated individuals 18,872 4,820 25.5 19.9 - 7.6

.'Notet: Persons of Spanish origin may be of any race, but, the vast xﬁajority are whii:é;

" SOURCE: Special tabulations: by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current Population .

Survey. ) _ .- . .
-
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;:.. . . . ‘4!4, ' ] 4 ot ' L. _:4‘.‘. , . o . .
Poverty Status of Persons in 1974 by Race, Family. Status,

Table 4.
’ andSexofHead(Nunbersmtl'xousands PersonsasofMa.rcth?S)
o o ?amly status -and sex and race A All Below current povert wlevel
S o of head N ~.intome : . - -  Poverty
) ) -~ levels Total ' rate
: Total -~ - i, 0 209,343 24,260 11.6
- . In families 190,471 <19,440- 10.2
. With female head 23,245 83563 © 36.8
Head 7,242 2,351 32.5
Related children under’lﬁ years. 10,458 - 5,387 51.5
. With male head . 167 227 10,877 . 6.5
. Head ' . 48, 470‘ 2,757 5.7
.Related chxldren unber 18 years. 55,345 4,809 ] 8.7
Untelated 1ndwiduals 18,872 4,820 . - 25.5s
. Male’ S, + 77,890 1,607 20.4 v,
Cr o .‘ 65 years and’ over ©~1,455 . 390 26.8
e ) : * Female ’ 10,981 3,212 29.3
N 65 years and over 5,047 -1,675 33.2
. WHITE
. Total 182,355 16,310 8.9
- In families 166,103 12,537 7.5
- With female head ¥ 15,458 4,275 . 277
t Head 5,212 1,297 «24.9
" Related children under 18 years. 6,278 2,671 426
: With male head . . ) 150,645 ‘8,262 5.5
Head o s 44,238 2,185 4.9
Relateq children under 18 years. 49,038 3,508 7.2
Unrelated individuals ’ 16,252 3,773 23.2
Male . . o . 6,544 1,200 18.3
65 .years and over 1,233 292 23.7
Female. : N 9,708 2,573 26.5
65 years and over ‘ 4,641 1,405 30.3
BLACK . .
Total 23,704 7,455°¢ . 31.5 .
In families E 21,356 6,494 - 30.4 -
With female head , 1,523 4,194 ¥ 155.7
Head - 1 940 1,024 .. 52.8
Related children under 18 years. 4,095 2,678 - 65.4.
With male head 13,833 2,300 ° 16.6
Head 3,558 506 14.2
. Related children under 18 years. 5,293 . 1,146 21.7
Unrelated individuals . 2,347 961 - 41.0
Male - 1,171 351 29.9
) 65 years and over 195 86 44.3 \;“Q
Female 1,176 611 . 51.0 &
. 381 1262 T 68.8 1

65 years and over
. Al

v

o ) -\ SOURCE:

Population Survey.

.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

™

Spécial tabulations by the Census Bureau from the

March 1975 Cﬁrrent .

H
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S . " 'Table 5. Famllxgs by Sex of HEad, Presence of Related Ch11§ren
. . _ Under 18 Years, and Poverty Status'in 1974 ,..

e (Fam111es as of March 1975) 2

N <

‘All ' .current pov-

- Sex of head apd - - income . Below current Egvertzilevelmé , erty level
gresence of related’ © levels - Tota ‘Poverty- Percent Percent _

'chlldren under 18 years (thousands) (thousands) rate . distribution distribution

All families 55-'712 . 5,109 9.2 100.0 - 100.0
‘With children under o . . o
18 years . '31 331 ' 3,875 - 12.4° . 75.8 - 54.3
No children under : : , o ' o o
18 years : 24 381 1,234 5.1 - 24,2 - 45,7 ,
Male head © 48,470 2,757 5.7 . 54,0 90.3
_, With children under ) = e E : '
18 years . .26,809 751,716 ¢ T 6.5 33.6 - 48.8 _
No children under = AU o : ' v ' o
} 18 years o 22,061 1,041 4.7 20.4 41.5
Pemale head 7,242 0 2,351 3 860 9.7
‘With children under : T '
18 years 4,922 - 2,158 . 43.8 . 42,2 5.5 .
_ No children-ynder ' ‘ ' ST . :
.18 years o _2,320 y ’ 193 8.3 © 3.8 : 4.2
SOURCE: Current Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 102, Table 2. - N
_ _ & B
Y
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. .Table 6. Persons 65 Years and Over by Family Status and Poverty Status [in- 1974 u ot
. ' (Numbers in thousands. Persons as of March 1975)
) 4 ] b. \ ’ - . ' R ’ )
' ‘All income levels -Below current poverty level
: T S ~ ~ Percent - - Percent
Fam_ily status - i v digtri- B Poverty f;- distri- -
o ' : Number' -bution Number -~ rate bption
g Persms 65 years and over 21,127 C 100.0°° 3,308 . 15.7°  ° 100.0
o All fam:lly meubers P 14,625 69.2 ' 1,243 8.5 "37.6
. 'Head . _ 8,034 - 38.0 760 9.5 23.0 .
T Wife" . . : 4,589 21.7 382 8.3 11.5
} Other relatlve : _ 2,002 = 9.5 - 101 5.0. 3.1
o ‘Of head under 65 years 1,498 J.1 65 4.3 . 2.0
. Unrelated mdzv:.duals : _ 6,502 - 30.8 2,065 31.8 - 62.4
v Male - ! . 1,455 6.9 ' 390 26.8 “11.8
v Pemale . : - 5,047 23.9 1,675 = 33.2 - 50.6
- Living alone Lo . ams '\62'3 1,544 32.7 * 46,7
Male family members o 7267 100.0 ' 643 8.8 100.0
_Head - "6, 95.3 616 8.9 95.8
. Other relative , - 342 4,7 27 7.9 4.2
Of head under 65 years : o .228 :3.1 , ) 13 5.7 . 2.0
- . Female family members o 7,357 100'.0 : 600 8.2 100.0
+ Head , _ . 1,108 15.1 144 :13.0 24.0
wife of head : ...t 4,589 62.4 382 8.3 . 1 63.7
© Other relative - . 1,660° 22,6 74" 4.5 12.3
Qf head under 65 years .' 1,270 17.3 52 4.1 - 8.7 -
'SOURCE: - Current Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 102, Table G.
. . ) P - . AV -
L]
# L },
. ] ) 4 , 3 . I . /
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! N - Table 7. Work Expenence of Famlly Heads by Poverty Stat;us g T ‘
: : in 1974 and Sex of Head '
N (Famildes as of‘March 1975)
> ' . ‘.
. _ — &Il T Above current
; L ' ~ income Below current po&er\:x level poverty level
Work experience and levels " Total  Poverty _ - “Pergent Percent
sex of head . . (thousands) (thousands) rate - distribution distribution .
~ Al families .. ss,712 5,100 " 9.2 100.0 100.0
Head worked in 1974 45,146 2,691 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 ] 2,390 - 24.8 46.8 14.3 3
In ¥rmed Forces 4.927 .27 2.9 0.5 , 1.8 .
Male head: . ? 48,470 . - 2,757 5.7 . 100.0 "’ '100.0 .
Head worked in 1974 40,820 : y,745 4.3 ~ 63.3 - 85.5
.ty Year round full time 31,836 . 785 2.5 28.5 67.9
Head did not work in 1974 6,723 . ‘ 986 14.7 35.8 i 12.6
In Armed Forces. . 927 -~ ~. . 27 2.9 1.0 © 2.0
Female head = . 7,242 - . 2,351 32.5 100.0 1000 ¢
Head worked in 1974 o 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-+
. SOURCE : Cur_;enf. Population i!eport's,‘ Series P—60, No. 102, Table 2,7.'
r ¥
? ) '\
X a
2 - A
. . y’ . b
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Table 8 Dlstnbutmn- of Families and Unrelated Individuals by
‘ " Poverty Status and Sex of Head in 1974
(Fam.hes '&5 of March 1975) -

- * . / ! "Above oufrent
T e L Below current @verty level v/ - poverty leve level .
. Type of Income ' Male Female / Male  Female '
R : T-7  Total - head - head Total head head
e R
¥ 'I'Otal' (thousands) 5,109 2,57 2,351 /50,603 45,713 4,891°
 pércent. a/ _— 109.0 - 100.0 : ° 100.0 4 100.0 . 100.0 . 100.0 -
_ Barnings - T T 62,1 0 72.3 | fstr."z/ 91, 6 92,0 " "87.8
\, Incolie other than earnings: - . .
Public Assistance Income 40,0 20.7 62.7 46 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 . .543 . ,.19.3 - 19.3 19.8

:  Other Unearned Income c/ 22,2 | 23.4 ' 20.8 56.9 57.1 - 55.3

- ,'LNRELATED INDIVIDUALS . |

/
re ’

Total (thousands) ~ . 4,820 1,607 3,212 14,052 . 6,283 7,769

Percent a/ © '100.0 100.0° ° /100.0 . 100.0 ~ 100.0  100.0
Earnmgs ‘ 35.1 50.8 ;27,2 70.6 84.3 59.5. .
Income other than earnings: ' o : .- ,

Public Assistance Income 21,6 .. 0 17.1 S 23,8 77 4.4 3.1 :. 5.4

Social ‘Security Income -+ 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 c/ 27.3 .20.4 - - 30.8 . 53.5 44.8 ., 60.4

Y
¢

" SOURCE: Current Population Reports, Seried

Detail does ‘not add to'ﬁot'al'

income specified.
Unemployment and workmen's compen t1on, government employee pens1ons, veterans'

ause gcme families have more than one of the types of

. payments.

Private pensions, annu1t1es, regula contr1but1ons from" persons outside the
household, etc..

102, Tables 38 and 39.
//’
, ' ¢ / 49 - )
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Ji70 . Table 9. Selected Characteristics pf*the Population Below and Above

e T the Current Poverty Level ‘in 1974 by Race i*

' : ' (Persons and familiés 'as of March 1975) . /

:",‘. . " ' . . ' o E R . s

RS level 3 _level

P Characteristic . S L

i .-’-J " .- __races  White Black races white = Black

""" rotal persons (thousands) 24,260 16,310 7,455 185,083 166,045 - 16,249

Pe:cent who are: , : . o T

Family membders 80.1 76.8 87.1 92,47 92.5 - 91.5

. . “Percent who are:

,In families with a : _ , T oL
female head 44,0 34.2 64.3 8.6 7.3 . 22,1
Related children under : s - . B .
18 years 52.4 49.4 . 58.7 - 32.5 . 32.0 - 37.2
: Y:Un:elatetd individuals B 19.9 23.2 12.9 7.6 7.5 8.5
65 years and over _‘ -, 13,6 16.2 8.4 ., 9.6 - 10.0° 6.7
Percent who are: R ’ T ‘ _
: Unrelated individuals "62.4, 64.2 55.8 . 2439 - 2532 20.8 -
2 Female - 68.8 69.8 66.6 ~ 56.8 5702, 52.7
. AR ,
N Total fanuhes (thousands) " 5,109 * 3,482 = 1,530 50,603 45,969 3,968
Percent with: : o : ' L
. Head who worked at some ,’ ;
time in 1974 -, 52,7 55.6 46.5 83.9 - 84.0 82.7
, Income from earnings 62.1 63.0 59.6. 91.f 91.4 92,5

| SOURCE: Current Population Reports, Series P-60#No. 102, Tables 6, 8, 39, and D.




| . Table 10. Persons Below the Curren g Povetty Level and 12
coa , _ Alternative Poverty 1s in 1974 ,
: (Petsons as of March 1975) o

.-
<

v - Nﬁnbez be10w

[ D T . ' : ' specified . _

B ' Poverty measure , poverty level Poverty rate
o ' _ : (thousands) ] _
', ~Current poverty level : : 24,260 11.6

Scaling of the current povet'cy level: : o
75 percent of current level - DI . 14,538 ° . 6.9,
/125 percent of current level - : 34,615 %1645
" 150 percent of current level - o 45,211 1 21.6
200. percent. of current level 69,389 33.1
Si.uplification of the quttent poverty level: -
Nonfarm v .. 24,534 *11.7
Male nonfatm . 25,146 - 12,0
.Weighted male rionfarm . : 25,060 12.0 .
Single—dollar cutoffs: - o R
. High (§5,038) - 32,653 . 15.6
' Low ($37200) : L , 17,392 . - 8.3.
" Relative cutoffs: ' ERP /
50 percent U.S. median unadjusted . 36,400 : 17.4
50 percent U.S. family median-adjusted 36,148 . - ~ 17.3"
50 percent 4-person fam:.ly median adjusted 41,1‘67, - 19.7
£ _

.  SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Curtent
. : Populatmn Survey.

»

51 ; *
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tale 11, Nnber and Roverty Rate — Seleotad Characteristics of Persmns Below the Curent |
vty el el T Uy i ofte et Pty Lol in L
hates in s, P 3 of s 1979

i
4

‘ . ‘ Nurker below specxfxed povertﬂevel Poverty fate
. b , ALl Carrent Current |
;- (hatacteristic incone  poverty 125 " 150 200 povefty 125 150 200
i levels  leve] . percent _percent _percent level  pertent percent . percent -
- LIVING ARRANGEAETS | |
: Total - 09,43 200 W, o5 45, 211 69,389 1.6 '16.5‘ a6 B
\ Infamilies -~ - 190,471 19,40 20,783 © 36, 2 M5 0. W6 194 30
' Withmalehead - 169,20 1087 1,085 456 4417 65 R Y 2 [ R X
*f With female head 23,205, 8,56 10,698 12, 1498 %8 460 1 6]
—~ o Uncelated individuals = 16,6 480 6,82 0, 1033  BS  6.2 B8 8
lated childen o |
Yo under 18 years 65,802 10,0% 138 150 B 15 W09 67 403
P In fanilies with - | — ' i
v male head ' 55,3 4809 720 046 W13 87 L1 BS WT
‘ ‘ In-families with ‘ ‘
W female head 0,68 58 65 T8 B840 LS 626 WL 803
v ' ‘ oo
AGE , K
'Ibtai‘ | 09,4 24,260 - WeL A 0,38 1.6 TS W6 R
Under 5 years 16,00 26710 3,647 4,686 7,064 167% 28 83" Wl
5 to'l] years o/ 9,00 756 1003 U281 19483 151 04 BI Nl
18 to 64 years by 1414 10,7 1537 06 U4 88 125 165 2.
65 years and over . 2,121 3,308 | S4M 48 00063 157 B9 B 503
. "RCE ! '
R , - Total 09,343 24,260 /34,615 $,00 69,59 e 165 A6 3]
Y : ' 182,355 16,310 24,060 32,689 53,36 649 12 19 Wl
S 300 4% 504 1669 14780 NS 45 6.2 624
{ “0ther Taces 23,284 96 m B LB Bl A) W0 3
| 3/ Includes only tefated chlldren
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 Cutrent Population Survey, ,
Y v



Table 12 Peteent ‘Distribution — Selected Characteristics of Persons:
~ Below the Current Poverty Level and Below Three Upward Scalings of
i o the Current Poverty Level in 1974
S -7 (Persons.as of March 1975)

- - ALY Tarrent T ‘
Character istic Co income poverty 125 150 200 .
s, .- lévels ~ level - percent’ percent “percent .
- Total persons (tholisands) " 209,33 " 24,260 ° 34,615 45,211 69,389
. Percent. . - 100.0 100.0 '100.0 100.0 '100.0
+ 'In families ‘ 4 91.0 80.1 80.3 . 81,7 85.1
© Urirelated individuals - 9.0 - 19.9 19.7 18.3 14.9
In families (thousands) 190,471 19,440 27,783 36,928 59,055
A Percent . . . 100.0 100.0 100 0o - 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 4"113,784 ' 17,577 . 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
In families with female head, 15.9 52.8 . 47.5 4l 7 31.7
" - b : C : o
AGE o
: S A _
" Total (thousands), . 209,343 24,260 34,615 45,211 - 69,389
- Percent ‘ ‘ 100.0° - 100.0 100.0 K 100 0 100.0
Under 5 years . 7.6 11.0 ~ 10.5 10.4 10.2
- 5 to 17 years-a/ . ‘ 23.8 . 31.0 29.3 . 28.5 - 28,0
18 to 64 years b/ 58.5 - 44.3 44.4 44.7 - 46.5
65 years and over _ 10.1. 13.6 15.8 16.4 15.3
e _‘ N
: Total (thousands) : 209,343 24,260 34,615 45,211 69,389
Percent . -100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
white : S ) 87.1 67.2 69.5 72.3 76.9
Black 11.3 ) 30.7 28.4 25.8 21.3
Otheér races : . 1.6 2.0 2.1 1.9 1.8

%/ Includes only related children. ‘
_/ Includes a small number of heads, wives, and unrelated individuals 14-17 years of age.

SOURCE' Special tabulatmns by the Census BGreau from the March 1975 Current Population
- Survey. *
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le 13. Number and Poverty Rate — Selected Characteristics of Families Below the Current 3
Poverty Level and Below Three Upward Scalings of the Current Poverty Level in 1974 ‘
(Numbers u-rhousands Families as of March 1975) o . . o
] Number below specified poverty level ' Poverty rate
: © Al _ Current . Current :
haracteristic income pover ty 125 150 . 200 . poverty 125 150 200 o r
o levels level percent percent percent level - percent percent percent ) : ‘
SEX OF HEAD ‘ .
" Total 55,712 5,109 ‘ 7,437 9,948 16,036 9.2 13.3 17.9 28.8
ale:head - 48,470 2,757 4,483 6,502 11,731 5.2@ 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 o ' ' -
~ Total ' 55,715 5,109 7,437 9,948 16,036 . 9.2 13.3 ‘17:9 28.8
fhite - - 49,451 3,482 5,236 7.297 12,565 7.0 10.6 14.8 25.4
8lack ' 5,498 1,530 2,056 2,474 3,200 . 21.8 37.4 45,0 58.2
Other races 763 . 97 - 145 177 . r)\ 12,7 19.0 23,2 35.5
\GE OF HEAD o ‘
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
b5 years and over. 8,034 760 1,350 1,980 3,316 9.5 16.8 24,6 41.3
PRESENCE OF CHILDREN
' 1 . . .
Total 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

O
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AR ., Table 13, Continued
B .' .. Number below specified govérty 1ével ~“Doverty tate
1 | All T~ Current » Current , o
Charagter istic - income.  poverty 125 150 0  poverty 125 150 200
P ' ) levels  level  percent percent percent  level  percent percent percent
.‘ PMMILY SIZE | -
g . . o ' ; '
 Total 55,712 ;- 5,109 7437 0 9,948 160 9.2 133 1.9 288
2 persons” V- 20,823 1,705 2,621 3,588 5829 .82 12,6 12.2 28.0°
3 and 4 persons 23,139 1,815 2,614 3,46 5,549 7.8 113 14.8 1,0
5 or more persons 11,750 1,588 3,202 2,923 4,658 135 1867 W9 39.6
HORK EXPERIENCE by
Total | 55,72 5109 743 9,948 16,06 9.2 13 119 z'e.t_g;
Head worked last year 45,146 2,691 4,078 5,720 10,081 6.0 9.0 12,7+ '-22.3
Year. round : ’ ‘
full time 3,195 980 1,618 .4,56 591 2,9 4.7 1.3 15.8
Head did not work | ' 4 | -
last year 9,639 « 2,390 3,210 4,059 5595 24,8 339 42.] 58.0
) Head in Armed Forces 921 | 27 89 169 360 2.9 9.5 18,2 38.8
ke CTveEop INBE N |
Comtaly B2 5100 T4 o0 16,08 9.2 133 \I19 j;e.e ;
Earnings 49,529 31N 4,835 §,766 11,777 - 6.4 -9.8 - J 2.8
- Social Security o 1,162 1,220 . 2,054 2,93 4,848, 1,0.0, 16.9 243 1.9
Public Assistance 4,359 2,043 2,589 2,979 3418 46,9 59.4 68,3 19.8
Other transfet - Sy, : \ b
income b/ 10,296 513 900 1,389 ... 2,552 5.0 o 13,5 ¢ 24,8
Dividends, interest, ‘ - ‘
and rent 21,283 681 1,13 1,19 3,952 2.5 4.3 6.5 145
Private pensions, ' ' ' - :
alimony, etc. 6,561 547 810 1,096 1,9% - 83 123 16.7 29,4
a/ Detail will not add to total since some families have more than one of the types of incane gpecified.

57

§/ Includes unemployment and workmen's cmpgnsation, goverment 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 (Families as of March 1975)

o T T —— ;
,; ) '
55,712 5,109 7,47 9,94 15,06
100.0°  “100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 .
7.0 . .3 6.4 7.2
1.0 4.0 9.7 .6 269
.
$5,m2 5,109 7,497 9,948 16,036
10,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
8 62 270.4 7.4 78.4
9.9 - 2.9 .6 2409 20.0
1.4 1.9 1.9 . 1.8 1.7
. .
. 5,712 5100 7,87 9,58 16,03
g 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
‘ 7.6 1.3 13.8 12.5 n.7
Fe .0 . 70.8 .1 7.6 6.6
iy VI SR T 10.2 19.9 0.7
a 72 5,100 7,407 9,948 15,036
‘. 100.0 100.0 . 100.0 100.0 100.0
\ Q8. 262 .6 1.2 3.6
L %.2 7.8 7.4 .8 .4
Y- nB/ 3N SW0 e w68 .
100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
8.3 M) 0.3 6.2 6.2
15,7 5.7 8. a8, N
. :\»
" 8,712 5,109 ' 7,437 9,948 16,036
' +100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0- 100.0
T 334 32 361 36.3
‘als C 3ss 3.1 s 4.6
a.1 1.1 2936 2.4 29.0
CUSST2 5,000 7,437 9,M8 16,036
= 1000  100.0 00,0 100.0. . 100.0
0.0 52.7 4.8 578 62.9
61.4 19.2 a.e 282 .6
Bead di4 not work last yea: 17 4.8 “.0 w8 .9 _
: Bead.in Arned Forces 11 0.8 12 . our 2
TIPE'OF DNOOME . .
Total (thousands) T sm2’ 5100 7,47 0 9,94 16,036
LN N .
. Peccent &/ 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0
8.9 62,1 65.0 68.0 7.4
Social Security 2.8 3.9 .6 9.7 30.2
Public assistance 7.8 40.0 34.8 . 29.9 2.7
~ Other transfer income b/ 16.5 10.0 121 1400 15.9
“ Dividends, interest, and tent @9 13.3 15.8 17.9 s
.- Private pansions, alisony, etc. s L1072 1009 11.0 12:1

& Detail will not add to total since sau fanilies have more than one of the types of
income specified. R

b/ Includes unemployment and wotkmen's cawpensation, governmmnt esployee pinﬂom, and
. 4 vetecans’ peyments. . _

o SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Buresu from the Macch 1975 Current
. ) fopulation Survey.
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 mle'D, Rk and Pty Fate ™ Selectsd Charactarisos of Persons Below the Current -
o ! overty Tevel and Beloy Sinplifications of the Current Foverty Tevel in 197
L (hmbers 'in thousands, Persons as of March 1973) :

ar‘ 3
T e TEE
, - cations Of current measute cations of current measute
PR 4 - AL Current 9 et -~ R :
C ., Chacacteristic + incone  poverty © Male male  poverty ' le malt.
) levels level Nonfarm nonfarm nonfarn  level Nonfarm nonfarm nonfacn
4 ‘ ‘ - ‘ :
©LIVING ARRANGEABNTS |
K 1 . Total . - 09,4 4,20 A5H 25,146 25,060 DI A Y 12,0 -

With nale head 1§, 080 018 N 0% 65T 6 67 68
With fenale head 25 8,563 566 8,990 86 368 I B 306
Unrelated individuals 1,672 4820 4,89 5,006 5,0 55 5.6 266 6.6

Related children : - L
- uder- 18 years . 65,002 10,09 10,294 - 10,597 10,434 155 156 160 153 -
T - In fanilies with ' oo e - ' - %
| wleted - B 40 4% 46 506 87 88 8y AL
" . In families with | : ‘ . ﬁ\
S .o fenale head. 10,438 5,38/7 581 560, 54 5L5 Sk 8l 4 - N
Total ‘ MW WA A4S B B0 16 17 1Al 120
Under 5 yeats 16,00 2,60 2,689 -2mM2 27 - 167 166 - 10 1.1
Stollyewsa/ - 980 56 .85 7795 706 51 153157 16
' 18 to 64 yeatsy/ 44 10,05 1086 1,20 1080 68 89 82 4
65 yeats and over 200 3 3B 39 36 ) 59 1l 16
. ' b ]
WE > |
ol MW N0 S BME B W6 WI D0 10
Mite 16,355 16,30 16,504 16,93 16306 8.9 §,1Med) 93
Bk 200 45 100 769 7,68 - LS e s Rl
| © Otherraces B 4 B Sl s 51 150 I8 T
59 3/ Includes only related children, . ' o ‘
B/ Includes a saall nunber of heads, wives, and wrelated individuals 14-17 yeats of age. i'f‘
‘ ‘ ] ' ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘.,,v
SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Cd&rent Population Survey. ’u-,,“:'
_ ‘ — 0!
. | | . | | ;
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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)

’ B Simplifications of current measure

. All Curreng . - Weighted
Characteristic ' income . poverty Male male
ol ' ' levels level Nonfarm nonfarm nonfarm

i; LIVING Anmmms .

‘notal_ pexaons (thousands) 209,343 24,260 24,534 25,146 25,060
‘Percent  © 1000 100.0 - 100.0 100.0 100.0
Iﬁ’famuies - 91.0 80.1 80.3 80.0 80.0
Unzelateq /individuals 9.0 © 19.9  19.7 20.0 20.0
~In fami}ies (thousands) < 190,471 19,440 19,695 20,119 20,042
' Percent . 100.0 100.0 100.0 - 100.0 - 100.0
" In famlies-with male head - 87.8 56.0 56.5 55.3 56.4

In f.amuies with female head 12.2  ° 44.0 43.5 44.7 43.6 -
Mated,children (thousands) . 65,802 10,196 10,294 10,537 10,494

.. Percent ' 100.0: 100.0 " 100.0 100.0 100,0
‘In familes with male head Csal 472 4.7 46.6 T4?s
In funil}eé with female head 15.9 52.8§ - 52.3 53.4 . 52.2
* ”» . ) .

'lbtal (thqusands') 209,343 24,260 24,534 25,146 25,060
Percent o 100.0 100.0 - 100.0 100.0 100.0
<Undér 5-years ! . T 7.6 11.0 11.0 - - 10.9 10.9
.5 to 17 years a/ ) . 23.8 31.0 31.0 31,0 - 31.0
18-to 64 years b/ 58.5 44,3 44.4 44.6 44.6
.65 years and; over : : 10.1 .13.6 ©13.7 13.5 13.5.°
.'I. ,. ‘. I- . . M . . . . - . i . . .

X e : '
'lbtal (thousands) . .209,343 24,260 24,534 25,146 25,060
LR Percent _ © - 100.0 10000 ~ 100.0 -  100.0 . 100.0
White:: . . 87.1 , 67.2 67.5 - 67.3 67.5
Black . - . 11.3 30.7 30.5 . 30.6 30.5
_Othér I{at;'egu _ 1.6 2.0 2.0 2.1 2.1

”- r—

Includes only related children. B
rIrlt;ll.mies a small number of heads, ‘wives, and unrela 1nd1v1duals 14-17 years of age. .

T e

SOUFCE ’Spec:.al Tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current

Population Survey.
o ] 45
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‘Table 17, Mumber and Poverty Rate — Selected'aaarac_teristics of Families Below the Current
" poverty Level and Below Simplifications of the Current Poverty Level in 1974 :
' (Numbers in thousands. Families as of March 1975) -

“Wurber Delow speclfied poverty Tevel < Poverty rate
3IaniHcat;ons of current measure SImplifications of current measure

o\ ars current — Welghted  Current : Welghted
Characteristic income  poverty Male male’ poverty Male male .
levels level  Nonfarm nonfarm nonfarm level  Nonfarm nonfarm nonfarm
 SEX OF HEAD R v
‘ Total . 55,712 5,409 5179 5,323 5,25 9.2 9.3 9.6 9.4
Male head L 48,470 2,757 2,026 2,826 2,856 5.7 5.8 5.8° 5.9
Female head 7,242 2,351 2,353, 2,497 2,400 32,5 3.5 M5 33,1
“RACE OF IEAD 4 ' ' -
Total 55712 5109 5179 532 5,26 9.2 9.3 9.6 9.
. White 49,451 3,482 3,547 3,621 3,595 7.0 7.2 13 7.3
Black S 5,498 1,530 1,535 1,593 1,563 21.8 3.9. 29.0 28,4 ‘
Other races - . 163 97 97 103 98 12.7 12,7 1.5 12.8
AGE OF HEAD , : \ C S
Total © 85,712 5,109 5,179 . 5,323 5,256 9.2 9.3 9.6 9.4
Under 25 years 4,225 733 e 756 744 17.3 174 179 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 8,034 760 785 191 91 9,5 9.8 ,9.8 9.4
PRESENCE OF CHILDREN C .
Total 55,712 5,109 5,119 5123 52( 9.2 9.3 9.6 . 9.4
, No related children T . . - . S
~ under 18 years 24,381 1,24 1,210 1,202 1,299 5.1 52 - 5.3 5.3
With related children '
under 18 years 31,33 3,875 3,909 4,031 3,957 12,4 12,5 129 12.6
Male head . 26,409 1,716 1,750 1,750 1,776 6.5 6.6 6.6 6.7
female head 4,022 2,059 ., 2,159 2,281 2,180 43.9 43,9  46.3 4.3
FAMILY SIZE '
Total oy S5,M2 5,108 5,179 5,323 5,25 9.2 9.3 9.6 9.4
2 persons S 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 1.9 8.2 8.1
5 or more persons 11,750 - 1,58 . 1,612 1,626 1,638 15 137 18 139 !
. b -
K ﬂ
O
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, , Table 17. Continued -
" ' . '
' Nomber below specified cty level Poverty rate
catlons of current measure ca of current measute
. All Current : . ' g ceent - - i
Characteristicf income  poverty Male  male poverty Male male
: levels level  Nonfarm :nonfarm nonfarm level  Nonfarm nonfarm nonfatm
WORK EXPERIENCE -
. Total . 55,712 5,109 5,179 5,323 5,256 9,2 9.3 9.6 9.4
llead 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 ) i 1
. last year , 9,639 2,39 . 2,400 2,453 2,425 24.8 249 5.4 25.2
Head in Armed Forces 927 27 . vy 30 © 2.9 2.9 2.9 3.3
TYPE OF INCOME
Total g/ . ’ 55,712 5,109 5,179 5,323 5,256 9,2 9.3 9.6 9.4
Earnings M 9529 . 3172 3,26 3,42 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 2/ 10,296 - 513 519 530 <837 5.0 5.0 5.2 5.2
Dividends, interest, BJ _
and rent w 27,243 6 71 721 719 2.5 2:6 2.7 - 2.6
Private pensions, . . . ‘
alirony, etc. 6,581 547 541, 576 559 '+ 8.3 8.3 8.8 8.5

3

Iy ™

a/ Detail will not add to.total since some families have more than one of the types of income specified.
§/ Includes unemployment and wotkmen's Wn‘?‘én, government employee pensions, and veterans' payments.

SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 CurrenthPopulation $urvey'.
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Table 18.

Percent Distribution —
of Families Below the
Simplifications of

Selected Characteristics ' »
Poverty level and .

the Current Poverty level

in 1974 (Families as of March 1975)
. , Y Grtent — W
Chacaseac istic ..  income ey Male male
Aevels
SEX OF SEND . : : €
Total (thousandse) 83,712 s, 100 3,17 3,1 3,29
Peromt 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
nele head 7.0 ™ s4.0 - 34,6 53.1 84.3
Pemale head | 13.0 4.0 .4 .9 .7
NCE OF UEAD o
Total {thousands) 5,712 8,100 SaM 5,3 .83
Peccent 100.0 ., '100.0 7 100.0 100.0  ‘100.0
Wite : u:;, ¥ 1 “w.S “.1 “w.4
- Alaek 2y 2,9 29.8 9.9 3.7
Other races 1.4 1.9 1.9 1.9 1.9
AGE OP HEAD
Total (thousands) 53,712 5,100 1M 3,32 s, 2%
Pacomt © 1000 100.0  100.0 100.0 1000
Under 25 yeare 7.6 14.3 .2 u.2 .2
25 to 64 yesre 78.0 70.8 70.7 70.9 70.8
€3 yeacs and over L 14,4 14.9 15.2 14.9 13.0 .
PASSDCE OF CHILOREN
Toeal (thousands) 53,712 5,10 517 3,32) 5,25
Pesoant 100,0 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0
Mo celated children under 18 = Q. 1.2 4.3 24.3 1.7
with related children under 18 yrs. .2 5.8 73.3 7.7 .3
with related children (thousands) 31,331 3,87 3,909 . 3,99 . T
Percent 100.0 100,0 1000 100.0 100.0 kN
Male head 8.3 "3 “.s 43.4 4.9 <u
fenale head 18.7 557 8.2 6.6 53,1 . -
} » { ]
PANILY SIIE
Tocal (thousands) 55,712 5,100 5,17 5,803 s,
Petcent 100.0 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0
2 pecsons 3.4 1.4 n.6 33.8 33.4
3 and 4 pereons a.s 35.5 3.3 3.6 18.4
S or mOre PaCsons a.l 3.1 in.l 3.5 R
. 0
Total (thousands) 55,712 $,100 517 5,123 5,256 ¢
Petont - : .
Head worked last yesr 8l.0 52.7 53.1 53.4 3.3
Year round full time sl.4 19.2 19.5 19.6 19.7 .
Head did not work last yesc 17.3 “%.8 4.3 4.1 J46.1
Head in Armed Porces 1.7, 0.5 0.5 0. 0.
TPE OF DXONE
Total {thousends) 55,712 5,100  5.17 5,32 5,25 ,
Percnt &/ ° 100.0 100,0  100.0 100.0 100.0
Exnings (TR 62.1 62.5 v 3 2.7
Social Security 1.8 0.9 4.0 - 0.8 2.1
Public assistance 7.8 40.0 9.5 3.8 3
Other transfer income b/ 18.5 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.
Dividends, intsctest, and rent “.9 13.3 13.7 1.7 13, y
Private pensionil alimony, etc. u.s 10.7 10.6 10.8 _ 10.¢

y.muvulm:ﬂwm-mmhnmmﬂommo!'m types of

income specified.
v/ Includes unesploymen enployes pansions, and

vetecans' paymants.
SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Buresu from the March

Survey.
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Table 19. Nurber and Poverty Rate -- Selected Characteristics of Persons Below the Current
Poverty Level and.Below Two Single-Dollar Cutoffs in 1974
‘ (Mmbers in thousands. ‘Persohs as of March 1975)

Numbet Below specilied poverty

’ level . Poverty rate
¢ Average ) Average
. . 4-person T 4=person
\ , All Current nonfarm Current ‘ - nonfarm
(haracter istic {ncome poverty $3,200 threshold poverty $3,200 threshold
levels level (Low) “{High) level {Low) (High)
LIVING ARRANGEMINTS . ' -
Total 209,43 24,260 17,392 32,65 11.6 . 8.3 156 =
In tamilles — 190,471 19,440 10,102 =~ 22,1 10.2 5.3 11.6 h
With male head 167,227 10,877 5,311 13,17 6.5 1.2 1.9
- with female head ) 23,245 8,563 4,731 - 8,972 36.8 - 20.4 38.6
Uncelated inaividuals 18,872 ’ 4,820 7,290 10,506 25.5 38,6 55.7
Related children under 1B yes. 69,802 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 2,127 5,043 51.5 26.1 48.2
Y : .
0 AGE
Total ] S 209,343 . 24,260 17,392 32,65 11.6 8.3 15.6
© Undet 5 yeats 16,002 2,670 1,33 2,534 16.7 8.3 15.8
S 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 \1 6.6 12.5
65 years and over .. " 21,127 3,308 5,021 8,947 15.7 23.8 42.4
. . []
RACE
Total 209,343 . 24,2'60 17,392 32,653 11.6 8.3 15.6
wWhite 192,355 16,310 12,815 24,558 8.9 7.0 13.5
Black ] 23,704 7,455 4,21 | 7,511 31.5 18.0 31.7
Other races . 3,84 495 306 584 . 15.1 9.3 17.8
a/ Includes only related children. : . . ! \ “
b/ Includes a small number of heads, wives, and uncelated individuale_s 14-13 years of age. &

| SOURCE: Specxal tabulations by the Census Buteau from the March 1975 Current Population Survey.
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~ Table 20. Percent ‘Distribution — Selected Characteristics of Persons
a - Below the Carrent Poverty Level and:Below Two )
’ S0 , ~ Single-Dollar Cutoffs in 1974 o . :
; (Persons as of March 1975) . ;

—_— — — ‘ — — — “Average
oL ' ' ' . 4-person
. : all Current - nfarm
Characteristic ' : - income poverty . $3,200 reshold
' g ~_levels. level (Low) (High)
"varus AﬁRANGEMENTS |
Totalﬁpersons (thousands) " .. 209,343 24,260 17,392. 32,653
Percent ‘ ..+ 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0
' In families _ S oeno 80.1 s8.1 ~  67.8
Unrelated indiv1duals . : R 9(3 ©19.9 41.9 * )
In fam111es (thousands) - o 190,471 19,440 10,102 22,147
. Percent - - ' 100.0 100.0  100.0 . 100.0
In families with male head ~ ' 87.8 56,00 , 53.2 - 59,5
In families 'with female head - ' 12.2 44.0 . 46.8. - 40.5
Related children (thousands) I 65,802 10,196 .. 4,255 8,437
. Percent . ' ' 100.0 100.0- 100.0 - 100.0
In families with male head 841 - 47.2 35.9 - 40.2
In families with female head - ©15.9 . 52.B 64.1 59.8
AGE 4 / '. ] r B - ‘ "o . |
Total (thousands) . - . w?!;m%?)343 - 24,260 17,392 32,653
B S " o
. Pereent ~ 1000 - " 100.0 100.0 . - 100.0
Under 5 years L o a7.6 - " 11.0 7.6 1.8 "
5 to 17 years a/ ’ S o 3.8 -31.0 16.8 18.1
18 to 64 years b/ ' T . 58¢5 - . -44.3 46.7 46.8
- 65 yéars. and over . o . 10.1 13.6 28.9 27.4
' 1 . RACE - : . R . - . . ) - [
Total (thousands) -~ e 209,343 - 24,260 ' 17,392’ 32,653
: Percent . - F . 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0'
. White coode 87.1 67.2 73.7 75.2
 Black . ey 11.3 30,7 & 24.6 23,08
Other races T S 1.6 2.0 1.8 . 1. _»‘g

p
a/ Includes only related chlldren N : ) g
5/ “Includes a small number of heads, w;.ves, and unrelated 1nd1V1duals l4-l7 years of age..

SOURCE: Specia} tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current ' s
: l’opulatlon Survey. , . : .
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Table 21; Nuvber an!Poverty Rate — Selected Characteristics
of Familiés Below the Current Poverty Level and Below Two .
Single-Dollar Cutoffs in 1974 (Numbers in thousands.

3 - o B
' Families as of March 1975) . . ‘
— Number below specified [ Fverg Tevel _Poverty rate
. verage B ’ verage
: . 4-person t : 4-pezson
: : All Current nonfarm Current ‘ nonfarm
R Characteristic income poverty $3,200 threshold poverty: $3,200 threshold -
*A ' lavels level (Low) (High) level - (Low) _(High)
S SEX OF HEAD o , o o S
Total ) 55,712 5,00 3,400 .83 9.2 6.1 13.5
, Male head ST 48,470 © 2,737 1,835 " 4,872 5.7 3.8 9.6
Female head . . 7,242 2,351 1,565 % 2,891 1 32:5 21.6 39.4
RACE OF HEAD S
. Total . 55,712 5,109 . 3,400 7,523 9.2 6.1 13.5
 White 49,451 3,482 2,428 5,654 7.0 4 11.4
-~ Black - 5,498 1,530 921 1,749 27.8 16.8 31.8
Other races . 763 97 51 120 12.7 6.7 15.7
AGE OF HEAD
Total 55,712 5,109 3,400 7,523 MQ% ~ 6. 13.5
Under 25 years 4,225 733 579 1,046 17. 13.7 24.8
25 to 64 years 43,454 3,616 2,005, 4,148 8.3 4.6 . 9.5
65 years and over 8,034 760 816 2,330 9.5 10.2 29.0
PRESENCE OF CHILDREN !
" Total 55,712 5,109 3,400 7,523 9.2 6.1 13.5
No related children under 18 years 24,381, 1,234 1,33¢7 ™~ 3,585° ) 5.1 -] 14.7
‘With related children under 18 yrs. 31,331 3,875 2,064 3,939 12.4 6.6 12.6
Male head . 26,409 1,716 700 - 1,581 6.5 2.7 6.0
Female head - , 4,922 2,159 1,364 2,357 43.9 27.7 47.9
' PAMILY SIZE
, ] ,
Total i 55,732 5,109 3,400 7,523 : 9.2 6.1 13.5
2 persons 20,823 1,705 1,814 4,164 a2 8.7 20.0
3 and 4 persons . 23,139 1,815 1,128 2,345 ~ 7.8 4.9 10.1
5 or more persons 11,750 1,588 458 1,014 13.5 3,9 8.6
WORK EXPERIENCE ' ~ "
tal - ' . 55,712 5,109 3,400 7,52~ 7 9.2 6.1 13.5
K sorked last year 45,146 2,691 1,586 3,542 6.0 3.5 7.8
, F round full time 34,195 980 538 1,235 29 .. 1.6 3.6
Hadid not work last year . 9,639 2,390 1,805 3,917 24.8. - 18.7 40.6
AR in. Armed Forces . ' 927 27 9 65 2.9 1.0 7.0
#- TYPE OF INCOME '
Total a/ 55,712 5,109 3,400 9.2 6.1
Earnings 49,529 3,172 1,820 . 6.4 - 3.7
.. .Social Security 12,162 . 1,220 1,029 10.0 8.5
~#" " public assistance . 4,359 2,043 1,220 46.9 _ 28.0
“+ Other transfer income b/ 10,296 - 513 252 : ‘5.0 . 2.4
Dividends, interest, and rent 27,243 681° - 568, 1,669 i 2.5 2.1
Private pensions, alimony, etc. 6,581 . 547 341 - - 888 8.3 ‘5.2
. ’ ¢ - 13 —

-~ af

Detail ‘will not add to total since some families have more than one of the types of income ﬁbecified.

‘ _E_/ Includes unemployment and workmen's compensation, government employee pensions, and veterag's' payments.

SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current Population Survey. -
4 et ) .
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s - ~ Table 22. Pe.rcent? Distribution — Selected Characterlstlcs of
' FamllJ.es Below the Current Poverty Level and Below 'I'wo
Single-Dollar Cutoffs in®974 :
(Families as of March 1975)

i - ) ~Twetage
. All Current nonfszm
%, Characteristic income poverty $3,200 | . threshold
levels level (Low) * (H@[
SEX OF HEAD .
Total (thousands) 53,712 5,109 3,400 1,523
Peccant 100.0 100.0 100.0 '100.0
Male 87.0 $4.0 54.0 62.1
Y Pamale head 13.0 6.0 6.0 37.9
4 RACE OF HEAD
[ : ) - .
. Total (thousands) 55,712 5,109 3,400 7,583
| - Parcent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
white 88.8 68.2 71.4 75.2
slack 9.9 29.9 27.1 23.2
s Other caces . 1.4 1.9 1.5 - 1.6
MGE OP HEAD
» 4
Total (thousands) - 55,712 5,109 3,400 . 7,523
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Urder 25 years 7.6 14.3 17.0 13.9
25 to 64 years 78.0 70.8 $9.0 $s.1
) . €5 years and over 4 14.4 14.9 24.0 31.0
- PRESENCE OF CHILDREN - ,
Total (thousands) 55,712 5,109 3,400 7,523
. . Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
: : ; No uuud ehildren inder 18 gax 43.8 24.2 9.1 4.7
With related children under 18 years 56.2 75.8 60.7 52.4
With related children (thousands) 31,331 3,878 2,064 3,939
" Parcent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Male head 84.3 4“.3 3.9 40.1
, Female head 15.7 58,7 8.1 $9.8
’ PAMILY SIZE
2 - . :
Total (thousands) 55,712 5,109 3,400 - 7,523
’ Peccent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
2 parsons 37.4 33.4 $3.4 $S.4
- 3 and 4 persons 41.5 35.5 -33.2 31.2
$ oc more pecsons a.l 3.1, -+ 13.5 13.5
. WORK EXPERIENCE . .
R Total (thousands) 85,712 5,109 3,400 7,523
¢ , Percent 100.0 100.0 ~  '100.0 100.0
4. Head wogked last year 81.0 s2.7/ 46.6 .1
Year cound full time 61.4 19.2 15.8 16.4
Head did not work last year 17.3 46.8 53.1 . 52.1
Head in Armed Forces - 1.7 0.5 0.3 ¢ 09
TYPE CF INCOME
“Total ~tthousands) s5,712 5,109 3,400 " 7,523
R cent a/ - 100.0 100.0 100.0. 100.0
. At T 1 EacninggirT:, 88.9 62.1 $3.5 $6.1
. t - Secial {ey > - . 2.8 23.9 30.3 39.5
. Public mu% ‘. 7.8 40.0 38.9 3.2
. Other tramsfeg" o/ 18.5 10.0 7.4 12.1
3 ¥ Dividends, ‘interest, and rent 48,9 13.3 16.7 22,2
. T R “Private Aalumy etc. 11.3 10.7 * 10.0 11,8
) “’ ’ y Doquh wild r\ox: 2dd to total since some muus have,more than one ot the types of
Ty um fied.
. I yq 1 udgd unmploymenf. and workmen's cmlpmaf.ion, government pensions, and veterans'
S pﬁmu.
- sa.ntz: Spochl'r.abulatlons by the Census Bureau fram the March 1975 Curcent Population
: ’ Sucrey.
LY ‘A Lo 4
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‘I‘able 2, Naber and Pwerty fate = selecbed caracbermuca of Persons Belw ﬁgamrt
SN . mmmmmmmmmwmlm e ‘
AN - (nbers in thousands, Permasoftlarchl975) R 8
e - ‘ rber Dol il Tate o
AT S , Qurent 78 U8, BUUUI s. Sﬁ'a'i-pe:' 5. "'”t'ms'u!s.ﬂgﬁfu—s. — 0 I-per"s.
" ‘ R (haracteristic . mee poverty nedian fanuly . faily ned- . povertfy nedian  fanily nede fanily md-
o o levels yadj, imadj, imn aj. lewl wadj, lmadj, im adj \..,
. - Total / ‘209,343 6,260 - 36,400 6,048 - 4L160 ne a4 nd .o 9.7
&‘: L & mfmilies 190,470 19,440 3,22 2,08 33,3 102 - 169 15.3 1.8
AN ' With nale head 167,221 10,817 0,602 18,10 S \ 65 123 108 129
SRR ‘ With femle head 23,25 8,53 11,50 o9 pMt %8 498 40 Al
| ivelated digipuls 18472 480 a0 e ss o al 6 it
Y a v C ) . . ‘ .
o ot children wer 18 65,802 10,196 11,760 14,339 i s nmeooas HS
‘ a'/ i In families ‘ i ) ‘ . § . I
N Coy dithmleted 55345440 s M a1 By 163
oo it female head 10,45 5,387 6,363 g2 108 5.5 ¢ 608 636 68.0
L P
o, L
’\“ U‘ - : } ‘ . |
g«\* W Total 209,343 24,260 36,400 36,148 41,167 ne 4 13 19.7
ST Undex 5 years - 16,002 3466 3,787 4,203 %1 A7 A0 2%.8
o 5 to 17 years 19,800 7,526 §,294 10,546 11,839 51 167 W2 a8
S 18 to 64 years/ vt 10,75 16,971 16,043 18,321 g8 - 139 13l 15,0
& » 65 yearsandover A, 3,308 1660 5 6,718 57 %3 WY 3.8
R - . o g
» .»\"“‘“'“"’"“"" ' M ‘ '
‘ . T T : ‘
Y Total 209,43 4,260 36,400 36.148 41,167 ue 14 173 19,7
White . 182,355 169310 %M 25,51 29,364 8.9 4.7 3.8 16,1
. Black B4 7,45 8,930 0wl 11,008 1.5 g 423 465
Other races 3,80 4% 690 7 ¢ T8 , 15l 2.0 2l B9
b | AR |
a/Includes only related children. o :
b/Includes a snall nmber of heads, vives, and unrelated individuals 14-17. years of age.
SOURCE:  Special taleatlonsbythemm eal ‘oo the March 1975 mmmt Popﬂation Survey‘.



) ‘\Y'._‘v_k"-'” & \. . '- . 4 . .,.:;,.‘ _e'" ) ) . LA ,. - r“v"-_
l..‘- . "-'. ﬁ~,_ l K ¢ ‘. g-l?."' .
'v_ ‘ Table 24. Percent Digtribution —- Se ti 5 of Persans s

Below the Current Poverty/Ievel and.‘.Be

. . ‘.i o
Poverty Measures in 1_9'14, gPerSOns as- o_f.M/arch 1975‘1 Th
ry - - _‘ . - 3 .‘ - = - o o.’l. ..'-. .
ke PO 2\ A sos ; PB?.,"%-pe;sprr . % B
. _ ) All - ¢ Curren€ nUSY hily <®family * SR C
Characteristic . -inco?g o poVeEtyl _median ¢ medlan ’median T
- leve. level ,' ' unadj.~ “adj. adj. e -
. o . L : ' » ) e T
Total persons (thousands) 209,343, 24,260 - 34,600 736,148 : 41,167 -
. . - s ST )
Percent . 100.0 100.0 100 0 ©+100.0 *-  200.0
In families ‘ . 91.0 . 80.1 88.5° g80.4 - 81.0
Unrelated individuals 9.0 19.9 11.5 19.6 19.0
In families (thousands 7 190,471 19,440 32,229 29,048 33,354
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
In families 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 .(thousands) 65,802 10,196 11,760 14,333 16,122
Percent 100.0 100.0 - 100.0 100.0 100.0
.In 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 N
o
' Total persons ( thousands) 209,343 24,260 36,400 36,148 41,167
_ Percent ' " 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0  100.0
Under 5 years 7.6 11.0 9.5 10.5 . 10.4
.5 to 17 years a/ ©23.8 -31.0 22.8 29.2 . .= 28.8
13 to 64 years b/ S 58.5 44.3 46.6 44,4 44.5
65 years and over 10.1 13.6 21.1 16.0 , 16.3
. RACE R "
’I‘o_&el persons (thoudands) 209,343 24,260 36,400 36,148 41,167 °
Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
white - . 87.1 67.2 .73.6 69.9 71.3
4 slack - ‘ .3 30.7 246 - 28.1 26.8
Other races . 1.6 2.0 . - 1.9 . 2.0 1.9
ne
{ «

a/ Includes only related children.
5/ Includes a small number of neads, wives, and unrelated md1v1duals 14 17 years of age..

SOURCE: Special tabulatxons by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current Population
Survey. . ’
R . . !“ "a-
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By Includes unemployment and wOr

SOURCE :

Special tabulations by the Census Bureau

kmen's compensation, goverrmen
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oL Table 25. Number and Poverty Rate —— Selected Characteristics
e * of Families Below the Current Poverty Ievel and Below. Three
e . . Median-Based Poverty Measures in 1974 . ’
- . (Mumbers in thousands. Families as of March 1975)
. , R — ~umber below specified g — . Tate -
~ ot All Ouxrrent 50% U.S. 20% U.S. %08 d-pers. Current 50% U.S. 508 U.S.. T0% 4-pers.
Chaxacteristic income poverty mexiian family med- family med- poverty median family med- family med-
o, levels level unadi. ian adj. ian adj. level unadi. ian adj. ian adj.
SEX OF HERD . ) ‘ N
Total 55,712 5,109 10,894 7,781 8,967 9.2 19.6 14.0 16.1
Male head 48,470 2,757 1,255 , 4,753 5,676 5.7 15.0 9.8 1.7
Female head 7,242 2,351 3,639 3,028 3,291 32.5 50.3 41.8 45.4
RACE OF HEAD v
Total 55,712 5,109 10,894 ° 7,781 8,967 9.2 19.6 4 14.0 6.1
white 49,451 3,482 8,445 5,499 6,483 7.0 17.1 1.1 13.1
Black 55493 1,530 2,277° 2,136 2,323 27.8 41.4 38.8 42.3
Other races 763 97 172 146 161 12.7 22.5 19.1 21.1
AGE CF HEAD
" Total 55,712 5,109 10,894 7.781 8.967 9.2 19.6 14.0 16.1
Under 25 years 4,225 733 1,453 1,050 1,144 17.3 34.4 24.9 27.1
25 to 64 years 43,454 3,616 6,002 5,309 6,097 8.3 13.8 12.2 14.0
65 years and over 8,034 - 760 3,439 1,422 1,726 9.5 42.8 17.7 21.5
PRESENCE OF CHILDREN
. Total 55,712 5,109 10,894 7,781 8.967 9.2 19.6 14.0 16.1
% No related children
under 18 years 24,381 1,234 5,432 2,238 2,709 5.1 22.3 9.2 1.1
With related children )
under 18 years 31,331 3,875. 5,462 5,544 6,258 12.4 17.4 17.7 20.0
Male head 26,409 1,716 2,537 2,841 3,372 6.5 9.6 10.8 12.8
Female head “ 4,922 2,159 2,925 2,703 2,886 43.9 59.4° 54.9 58.6
" FAMILY SIZE , '
Total 5,712 5,109 10,894 7,781 8,967 9.2 19.6 14.0 16.1
2 persons 20,823 1,705 6,039 2,743 3,193 8.2 29,0 13.2 15.3
3 and 4 persons 23,139 1,815 3,372 2,732 3,136 7.8 14.6 11.8 13.6
5 or nore persons 11,750 1,588 1,482 2,306 2,637 13.5 12.6 b9.6 22.4
WORK EXPERIENCE - -
" Total 55,712~ 5,109 10,894 7,781 8.967 9.2 16.1
Head worked last 45,146 2,691 . 5,510 4,319 5,085 6.0 11.3
Year rounddfullf #me 34,195 980 2,160 1,755 2,145 2.9 6.3
Head did ot werisy” - s - B .
last year "\ | I\ 9,639 2,390 5,238 3,360 3,738 24.8 i 38.8
Head in me'd‘ipg}:es 927 21, 146 102 143 2.9 A 15.4-
- TYPE OF INCOME ) . " A
Total a/ 55,712 5,109 10,894 . 7,781 8,967 9.2 19,6.,\1‘# 4 v 164
Earnings 49,529 3,172 6,629 5,117 6,026 6.4 13.4 5 103 ¢ v 122
soclal Security 12,162 1,220 4,415 2,157 2,604 10.0 363 177 21.4
Public assistance 4,359 2,043 2,880 2,647 2,848 46.9 66,1 -  60.7 . 65.3
Other transfer income b/ 10,296 513 1,543 - 958 1,188 5.0 15.0 9.3 11.5
Dividends, interest, .
and rent . 27,243 681 2,787 1,249 1,532 2.5 10.2 4.6 5.6
Private pmsiong, .
‘alimony, etc. 6,581 547 . 1,513 847 985 8.3 23.0 12.9 o
_a/Detail will not add to total since scme_‘fami;lies. have more than one of the types of incame specified. : [

t employee pensions, and veterans' payments.’

fran the.March 1975 Current Population Survey. .
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S Table 26 Percent Dlstnbutlon -— Selected Characterlstlcs of
A Families Below the Curremt Poverty level and Below
‘ ’mr'eebbdlanBasedPovertyDBasuresle?‘i

d (Families as of March 1975) A
' NN
. 08 U.8.  A-person
e, ’ . All Quczent u.8. famlly tamily
[ _Charactecistic income povecty - sadian sedian
oo __levels  level  unady. ay. e,
: szX oF ' . '
K Total (thousands) 5,712 5,109 10,894 7,781 8,967 *
' Percant . 100.0 100.0 - 100.0 100.0 100.0
: Male head 87.0 $4.0 .66.6 6.1 Q.3
, Pesale head 1.0 46.0 1.4 3.9 36.7
RCE 0P HEAD ’ '
Total (thousands) 55,712 109 10,994 Y781 8,9
. ) Peront . 100.0 100.0 © 100.0 100.0 . . 3000
White : 8.8 . 63,2 7.8 - 107 7123
Black 9.9 2.9 2.9 7.5 .7 B89
Other races 1.4 1.9, L6 ;L9 I8
AGE OF HEAD h o
\ , L RN
T Total (thousands) ss,712 5,109 10,8% . LM 8,96L"
. Percant 100.0  ° 100.0 ng.o' . A06.0 :“ihe.o
Onder 25 years 7.6 14.3° 213.3 13.5 12.8 -
25 to 64 years T78.0 70.6 55.1 . 68.2 68.2
» . 65 years and ovec 14.4 1.9 . 2.6 18.3 19.2
PRESDNCE OF CHILOREN -
" Total (thousands) 5,2 109 10,84 7,781 . 8,967
" Percent 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0  100.0
. Mo related children undec 18 years Q.8 4.2 4.9 20.8 30.2
. . With related children under 18 years 6.2 5.8 50.1 n.3 6.8
. L C . With related éhildren (thousands) 1, 3,873 5,462 5,544 1 6,258
. o Percent 100.0  100.0 100.0  100.0  100.0
Male head : 84.3 “.3 4.4 1.2 53.9
’ - resale hesd o 15.7 55.7 53.6 4.8 4.1
PAAILY SIZE -
v Total (thousands) 55,712 5,109 10,894 7,781 8,967
. Percent - 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0
2 parsons . 7.4 3.4 s5.6 - 353 3.6
: ] 3 and & par 41.5 3.5 31.0 3.1 35.0
) - S oc ‘moce par: a.lx g . 1.6 29.6 29.4
WORK EXPERIENCE
Total (thousands) v 55,712 5,109 10,894 7,781 8,967
Percent . 100.0 . 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0
Head worked last year . 81.0 52.7 50.6 55.5 $6.7 ¢
Year round full time 61.4 19.2 19.8 2.6 23.4
Head did not work last year 17.3 46.8 4.1 43.2 a7
dead in Armed Porces = . 1 0.5 1.3 1.3 1.5 ‘
o ‘f N
. Total (thousands) ss,712 5,109 . 10,894 . 7,781 08,967 ho
' , Percent 8/ 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0  100.0
Earnings 88.9 62.1. 60.9 65.8 67.2
- Social Security a.8 23.9 40.5 27.7 29.0
Public Assistance 7.8 40.0 26.4 34.0 .8
Other transfer income b/ 18.5 10.0 14.2 12.3 13.2
Oividends, interest, and rent 46.9 133 25.6 16.1 17.1
P:l,nu pensions, alimony, etc. 11.8 10.7 13.9 10.9 11.0

3/ Detail will not .dd to total since some familles have rore than one of the types of
{ income specified.
b/ Includes unemployment and worimen's compansation, government uployn pensions, and
veterans® peyments.

SOURCE: Sptcm tabulations by the Gensus Bureasu fram the March 1975 Current Population
Sucrvey.
: <
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mable 77, Persons Below the Poverty Level Using Alterative Poverty Definitions:
, 197, 1969, 1971, 1973, ‘and 1974
Aabers in thousas,  Persns s of Nauch of the follovig yeer)

Single-oollar

o Scaling of cutrent peesute | autoffs | Relative measura
) o l ‘ whe

508 U.S, d-person

- Current . ‘ : . 0405, fmily  family
v medin  median medimn

Year poverty - _ ‘
pagre TH 15010 08 High o) wadj, o) el
St . ) i
MMGER
1 . "
9 U260 458 WS 52l 69,0 363 11,392 %40 M8 41,167
. 9 29 149 26l 429 65,80 0,49 1150 36,81 %35 41,70
. 91 55 1549 %655 48,26 w0 218 W w604 4,314
" (99 167 1507 4,680 45,988 N4 B0 247 WM 3,488* 40,235
! '1967 Jooe 118 1,29 5478 §,50 L9 28,97 3,862 B85 40,8
FOVERTY RATE | ° “ C
. r ‘ !
1974 06 69 165 A6 B ss 83 4 1 97 o
1973 N1 67 158 w1 7 LS g7 15 IS ‘}20.1 .
1971 ERR I (R %5 12 w8 w08 0 '
1% i 13 na B0 B 3 4 led 1 N “}
1967 YRR B N U (X R | WA R e l63 183 N6

T

| SOURCE:  Special tabalations by the Census Bureau from the Mareh 1975 Current Population iurvey. )
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Tebl_e 28. Alternate Poverty Measures: 1967,.1969, 1971, 1973, and%197'4

o » Income year :
.» ' Poverty measure ‘ '

Scaling of Current Poverty Measur
(cutoffs are shown for base famjdy)

75 percent of current measure $ 3,750 $3,379 $3,078 $2,786 $2,537 =
Current measure - , 5,000 4,505 4,104 3,715 3,383
125 percent.of current measure v ’ 6,250 5,631 5,130 4,644 4,229 .
150 percent of currerit measure , 7,500 6,758 6,156 5,573 5,075

200 percent of current measure o 10,000 .9,010 8,208 . 7,430 = 6,766

Sinpliflcation of Current Poverty Measure . ‘ r -

Nonfarm thresholds (base. family) 5,000 4,505 - 4,104 3,715 3,383

Male head nonfarm thresholds (base family) 5,000 4,505 4,104 3,715 3,383 -
Weighted male nonfarm: '
1 person under 65 years 2,658 2,395 2,181 1,974 1,798
1 person over 6® years | 2,387 2,1 1,959 1,773 1,615
2 persons, head under 65 years 3,329 2,999 2,731 2,473 . 2,251
2 persons, head over 65 years 2,984 ,690\ 2,450 2,217 2,020
3 persons . 3,957 3,565 3,246 2,937 2,674
4 persons 5,040 4,542 4,139 3,745 3,412
5 persons ‘ 5,957 5,364 4,884 4,418 4,022
6 pgrsons ' . : . 6,706 6,034 .5,492 4,962 4,517
7 persons or more . . -8,278 7,455 6,771 6,116 5,562
o .
, §1ngle Dollar Cutoffs * P
Low ($3,200) * 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 -
ngh (weighted average threshold for : ‘ ’
- nonfarm family of four) 5,038 4,540 4,137 3,743 - 3,410°
| 'Relative -Poverty Measure , i, ‘
50 percent U.S. median unadjusted: ) q
Families 6,418 6,026 143 4,717 3,967
, Unrelated individuals - 2,220 2,067 1,658 1,465 14,190
50 percent U.S. family median adjusted .. 6,418 6,026 5,143 4,717 3,967
50 percent 4-person family median adjusted 7,002 057614 "5,571 5,113 4,298
79
4
) 58 ’
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Persons 65 Year and Over Below the Poverty Level Using Alternative Poverty Definitions:
1967, 1969, W71, 1973, and 1974 - |
(Mmbe‘ thousands’ Persons as of March of the following year)

5 e 2,

al .
. .
‘-( Single-dollar
Scaling of current neasure cutoffs Relative measure
508 U,5, 4-person
. Current . ‘ , 5080, fmily fadly
Year poverty h nedian  median  median
’ masure 150158 1508 Ny High  Low unad). o, M)
‘ ‘ - /
‘ /
Number 3 ” /
19% 30 145 s4m 748 10,63 8341 50 1,669 5112 6,718
1973 360 M 55 71 10,6 830 M 8,23 6159 7,10
1971 6 W 6,283 8,05 10,046 %1% M 7,94 /6,300 7,03
? 199 s W 6 BNl g 8Bl W ons /G 158
97 599 318 7,06 8,79 1,05 9,59 9,1 79%{. 6721 7,39
‘ ) A .
Poverty Rate : \ | / // S :
" 191 57 61 By Kl 803 0y ne/ wY U .8
, o 9 163 M %8 3.7 SLE A4 M/ B9 B9 we
. ‘ A6 w0 0.6 N0 64 Ni( 0.0 N8 S
iz 1969 %1 M B4 87 %68 89 /M 42 %0 B
1%7 - N6 112 N9 82 6Ll 52.6// 0.0 0 BE A0S
Persons 65 years and / \
over as a percent of v,
all poor-gersons
1 R L B2 5.8 164 /153 A4 9 Ul 160 163
: 19 0o W 168 LD A6l B5 WM 25 0 —1l
197 6,7 W 1 167, W 96 M 0.7 me Ul
1969 T I NS w12 6 NA 2.1 9.3 18.8
1967 94 183 185 ‘167 e ws e Bl 188 184
’ ]
N - Not: available RIS :
[ - \

SORCE: el teultions by e e Bt frn the R 1975 gt Population Surkey, _

\




o

J
4

- 'rable 30 Persons in Famlles vith a Pele i Below e Boverty Leve] Usmq Altemtlve’f’overty

o ' ' Definitions:" 1967, 1963, 1971, 1973, and 1974 (o o
R (Nmbers in' thousands, ’PersonsasofMarchofthefollwmgyear) | LA

i \ ".

: | \  T = ‘ ' - mmm

‘Relative measure Yy

‘Scaling of cMrent neagure

cutoffe’

Yoar

. . ' “ . : '
‘ : ’ . '

: Curcent -
poverty

o

.k

LI
l

125

t;ﬁ,

508.0.8,
nedian -

) A
S80S, depersn
fally fanly ¥ ‘. o
miin  nedin o9

: Y
L1 v ' [ ' -

“ peasure’ TS0

1508 2008

High

Lov

wnadj, .

N S

'. ‘- ' .;Nmr .J* o ," ;‘,"/'v' : * )

‘ T o ‘ . L o . i v

o ’ I 11} B (610,608 5 12, WU B2 471 LSO 20,90 L8 A

P |1 8,178 5,313 10,004 B 4220 8468 5,085 11,30% 10,617 1,507, /%, ‘

PR , s 1,803 5,28 9761%11.119 13,651 7,96 5,885 10,151 9,761 10,36} 4" A

R AR R 6,082 4619 0,6037v980 1,6 700 58 909 80 a8 . !
L 197 6,00 4,885 834 - 9803“1, 1,92 7,00 654 822 7,80 84

AT
T Doverty Rate

L
M

Dll

s ',‘..

%4 U2
05U

60 R 63

636
6.2 4 B0

t

04
23,

N
519

: 60 5,7 ' LI
B 1971 SR80 B4 B2 8, 17 39,6 8.2, 04 v
L S W 1969- BI B C00 0 546 B9 9.0 8 50,2 o F
- a8 BE DSBS KL 64 BEIE 46 e
.l fe RN ‘ St . ) , W ? 1 ‘_:"“"‘S, .
o ,“ Pecsong I fenale head © : C | W ' 8 - ¥, ;
Ly * fanilies asapercent S K o
of all Pk persong -+ _ e - v i
e “‘ \‘ o ‘ . : oo . ., oy
b , 1974 S8, B 23 045 05 2. \318, <02 W88 A s

o
e
T

NS
W ol | S B
[ L v ' o . o

Bo L84
W0

85 8

]

v

N

3.0
AAg

18,6

2,1 18.3
A9

"2 149

a6
1603 .

2.9

5.,

A5

,'22.6

8.0

2,6 -

.5

2.6

Ll
%0

ne
25,9

oy 8 ¢

A
SUT
TR0,

' .
v > i o v _
| X ' _',4 ‘ U K b
82 . ' SOURZE Specxal tabulation by the Ccnsus Bureau fx’om the March 1975 Current Populatlon Suevey. g (fa 5" y
! ' ) , " ! u ..?l‘"‘ ; o . ) “ v ‘ B .
‘ o . : c :
- ‘ oo - vy . W
-, ‘ o 5 i
J SN . ',‘.‘ g s : {» % ‘ ; \‘
4 o . - / , * ( I ‘ : ;o N v
' ] '.. . ‘ .\ ,‘ ) “r ' ] ) o
! LI . ' ‘ )
‘ ~ He ‘l, — ) , ] v‘: ) 0 “' ‘x
A ] ’ g a
. ) . \ . o . n
W \ . ;; . ‘. ‘ Ve \B" . ' bf | ‘
1 ‘ ) ’ . . S ,v“:m\".‘ - . v , - N
. -w:-);‘ ; L ) o #‘JTQ«‘ ‘ . ‘ } " )
. l) . ) . .‘..:;\'J }-’ % A h .




~ Table 31, Eﬁmhes with Public Assistance Belw Poverty Ievel Us N\
‘ ‘,] , L ‘ POVEI'tY Mfim-tlm *967 1969, 1971, 1973' m “- ‘-,‘;"‘ h
R’ (Mmbersmtlnusa:ﬂs Famlmasofmchofthefoll"!; g year) '
- ‘ —— " b
\ _Scaling of current BesSUre - cutokfs latix neasuce- ‘ P
B TR e 1 4pe:§on
Cucrent : : 50 Ul fmily faily
poiecty . | il il ol
Year pepsure 5% 1BV 150 2008 High - Low N .. !
3 ) Ko ' . . Ca {v
Nunber " p '
'i: S e 119& 20 29 am LM 260 L8
/ - 3 Lgst N a6 368 208 20l 2,80 150
1901 v MR e 2,0 1,95 2,8 . 244
oe o L M 1my A T L4 WY .
. 1967 L5 LS L L6 15 14
vaerty Rate ' j T SR
s P XN P P4 B3 BE RS no, 61 0 kAR
° o, o ss M Tl AR L N Y
\ | o s mo g2 nz Bl O ST S VR
- L% 00 W B RS S W g6 GRS B4
1*7 oW VRN AN I A b egs 8 B ¢
| " panklies vith Public. " | o
” o Asslstance 26 & percent yir ' ?‘,
of all poot fnilies -, . | L.
. R o S LR
e 20N By W oo W8
RU % Vowds W Bs ., A S
Sy W 7 he wlas B nd
R L &

199
1%

“ K ‘ — f Lbo . ] [ a' [ y
: o oy o
N M = ot availableﬁgé ' R o | o ' éa,:% L
‘ : ¥ Ca - ) o
’ | ' , . by W . . Lk 4 ‘ Y .
|= 05 | ‘ | . . - |
o : ' . : M | | o

%7 161 M6 16 Y




LY e ‘ .
) L . . : . " oy
‘ ' : o Vo . it
. W . ,.: : . . . b " .,
. yo! IRV . ' . !

I L é‘éd v'u‘ "’ e K . ‘v""‘ r, ‘
© . Table 32 Related Chlldren 5 to 17 Years Belwtbe P@verty level Usmg Alternatlve Poverty» |
| Definitions: 1967, 4968} 19, 1973, ehd 1974 S L
i |  (bers in tlnusands Related Children a8 of Marchofthe follwmg year - e
‘ ' ,}y,vu“, _ "“ o ~ ..[ ; i/ | “.“5’"
b T " TThale il maawe | RN
) R ¢4y Scaling of current neasure - cutoffs Relatlve eabire ° AT -
. .“' a | ' o o ' ' L, SM Ungt ; T‘t{.“\;t J' R
(TR ke il . CHEUS. pesn W . o
S ;f,'  Curgent o oo A0S, fally fally
. ek T Year poverty ¥ ¥ " nedian  median - mediay ‘ f;.yv F.'. :
‘ o neasure 15 1508 hoa CoHigh Lo g, o, et
N \ o 3 o S
v _ “Number . ) : o |
- BT ‘ Ll . ! ‘ . Y 'v o
oL 156 465 1000 181 B4 50 295 8B 1056 1,89
g e d T e w 4,50 ALAG 1086 5B W G080 10483 12,058 .
RN 1/ S T N Y (1 N U /A VI S IO Mn YR\ -
PR IR 6966 W 10,200 18 2,9 480 w7 e nes s !
AL 2 B,140 4‘,‘949 6D 160 UM S 06 7.0 1u,sa L s
. : ‘/ ] . ‘ .‘ ' ) . l' ." ' ! .
'y ‘ N , Co '
. ‘ 04 BT BLoMI 59 6T A2 B
- f N T IO R D | N U T ¥ I
SR | 09 0782 NS omo Bl 28 A7
2y .u:-m 98 65 02 93 M M0 A3 B ;

‘j"\‘,",‘.’._.hn;-"'9-5 26 A4 BS 06 99 BT s BI ’

[ AW ‘ .

na z& o078 ms B0 N e nb o B2 A8 -
$ o w2 BY RE LA W 2. BB 3 | -

ml W B BLBE D mﬁ\m 13

»2aa 29 s' B8 W ,& 66 omo L 86

2?9 2a9 g XA 220 Rl
Ty

A

/“




e L oy,

ntle 3 afh parons Belo i e L. Ui Altematle Pty Deitions:
T 1067 1969, 1971, 973, and 1974 |

) “h '
A (Nmbers in thousands, -Peglons as of Jerch of the fllowig yearw
. . ‘ "“"',J."
- — — STge-dollr .
\ o ' » Scaling of curcent measure , Rtoffs Relative measure
o o , | 08, s
. Current. . . j’“ 500 U.5, gfamily  fanily
' Year o poverty A nedian ‘mdian nedian
. Qg Teasuce K150 L 000 High qpadj M, .
et | |
Wig g T 47 L L6 14T 7,50 ,4,211 B9m o 1,08
Wy 1% 6 B 1L 9 T0 459 86 1009 11,000
- Comd % 4 98 1 B, B9 &M 4 b, za 9,760 10,69
i Lo 1 0% 460 952 1% T4 60 5,209 669 10,434
N § PRI U1 g8 5,688 0,0 12.909‘ 15,60 T4 6% - 800 i0,067 10,849
’ COT o howerly Rate 2 L
Ho 0 R s ws ez ad U myooas kS
B A9 S - 198 W5 82 6Ll AR I R L
o 1971 w4 02 A8 sl 6 g 28 %2 48 469
£ 1969 w7 Wy 4l 54 ol BF B Bb $.9¢ 413
L | 1w 39.3 %3 ‘9.6 PYREYIREY 2R CUR A S
: . Black personsasapet- w | ' v ; ‘
J ’ cent of all poor persorw”qw Y i
T o 3177 Ji 7. 84 - B4, 03 W0 6 U B Wb
R 1} 21 By oBSs wy e B
W 17 5 B SR 59

','f»,,;‘r “9 K

ne 90 Udy 0 B3
OIS Woml B9

+ v
N
RO

0



)

NA < Not avjéilabie‘ :

E

SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau
y .

O

RIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

LR

R
b ‘ |
'I‘able 4, - Families with Earnings Below the Poverty Level Us:.ng Alférmative
. Poverty Definitions: 1967, 1969, 1971, 1973, and .1974
* (Mumbers in thousands. Famllles as of Ma'ch of the follwmg year) g,
! R o\ .\' g&‘
) . ' Slngl?—dollat .
¥ . Soéling of curgant measure cutoffs Relative measure .
. [ . . ! : Su‘ U.s. 0
* j - 508 U.5. 4-person
Current ) 508 U.S.  family family
', Year poverty " median . ‘median  median .
. measure . 754 2008 High Low uwnadi. . . adj. adj. ¥
A, - ) )
Nunber - | .
’ / A4 ’
1914 o 3,172, 1,676 4,835 6,768 11,777 4,223 1,830 6,68 « 5117  6,0% '
1973 2,983  NA 4,510 6,328 10,98 3,839 NA 2 68 5,153 6,103 '
1971 3,397, N 5215 7,518 13,001 4,346 N 6,662 5,285 6,17
1969 3,216 NA - 5013 7,208 12,479 4,098  NA 6,24 5,164 6,012
1967 ,qs afo 2,221 5,819 8,397 14,290 4,701 4,251 6,01 5,205 5,996 ,
' X . ' ¢
Poverty Rate Nw(" ®
1974 RS 2,8 8.5 3.7 P 103 122 & :
"9 .1 . M 22.3 1.8 N~ 4.5 10.5 12.4 .
1971 .0 M 2.2 9.0 M *13.8 110 12.8 ,
1969 6.8  NA 2.4 8.7 N 0132 10,9 12.9 /
1967 8.3 4.9 L3103 9.3 . 13.2 11.4 13.1 ¢
‘milies with earnh’ ’ ' T '
' ‘as a percent-of all ' K 1 ' ,
poor families o , - -
R N ‘ & o
194" . %21  6L5 5.0 6.0 ‘14561 55 - 60.9 65.8 L 67,2 R
1973 - S N 5.6 N - 6L2 6.6 % gl 1
197 64,0 m 7.9 7.7 T 551 M 64 619 @Ré ; ,ﬁg e
1969 64.2 . 681 7.5 8.6 593 WA 64 6.5 70.5 , g
1967 67.& 659 70,2 4.4 805 61,6 605 LR T 0.6 gy 0 T
N 4 . Ty ‘ R R
Coa <% \-/

-




o

A“u-‘
o ‘
. m ‘
")
by

v

R mble %, nrelatel mwduals?e
B 967
. (Mmbeg in thousands. mrelated individuals s of

w
Scaling of cucrent measure cutoffs Relative measuy
. o
500 0.5, d-per C
Curcent 0S5 fally  flly
b pverty , | mefan  median  nedien
sgare V151 1500 208 Mgh Lov . unedf. . o,
" ' . e
19 4,8 - 3,840 6,83 g, 20,0 10,306 1,5 418 7,00 7,81
M 4,64 306 1,000 9,78 9,907 7,395 4,208 6,07 1,
191 5,160 3,09 6% TN gl 9,480 7,903 3,95 6583 )
1969 (98 3,366 6119 1,066 \8,5]6 g6 7,00 38l 61 6,660
1% 4,98 358] 6,000 6,74 " 8,09 g6 7,80 3. 5?10 6, 085
 overty e, |
I %5 151 k2 B9 S8 8,7 .6 2l ome 4
. K6 165 W6 R IR T A ne  me WS
19 e n8 03 a4 S 1 .7 VI X A
1%9 W0 20 48 6) 8 9.0 S.8 %) Qs 65
191 381 ) 69 SL6 67 6l 60.2 B4 05l
: "2
Unertdlvldmls | ¢ o
. aga percent of all ¥ |
r w: "‘m ) ‘”v.- . Y
‘ om 19 15 197 B3 WS N 49 IS 106 19,0
1, 03 N7 A3 DS 9 W0 ne 89 182
m 02 20 180 160 126 06 B9 13 180 DA
ne 02 06 B4 1S 0 w4 W8 1S 166
1967 S0 009 153 181 %2 0.3 106 159~ lSl 4
SOURGE:  Spectal tabulabdons by the Cengus wﬂeﬁ,‘mﬁm"ﬁe'mrch‘ms Curent Population Survey,
) ‘ ) v . 7 o o . .
.‘V | .
i ‘ n 'I ‘ ) ! 'jw. "‘ a
l Ty O U NT
B E B e
1:"_4 ) it ' ' . ) ‘ )
I ' ) ’ i . ir{ :"H
- : ‘ re *f, et 93
e 4l = ‘\lt\l ’ g;. L4
P - Mo .
‘." - ] f :\ o
" o ‘mﬁ‘ i L, I( ' # . fb ) .

L)

and 1974
March of the follwing year)

BIngle-coLlar *

[}

low the Boverty Level Using Alterrntive Boverty Defi.nigions
1969, 1971, 1973,



m:leas FaniLdes mlwmmwmvsmutamuwmtymfmm B TR
. 1967, 1969, 1971, 1973, and 194 : )
" (Mmbers in thousands, Fmdliesasofmmhofthefollwmwf) o h
R srrqxo-donn T
: Scaling of curcent neasure cutofls Relative neasire
B ‘ m‘ Uolo
T (o | o NUS, o
| Curcent | S s fally | fedly
y I poverty B T T T .
| | ‘ \ mne B 1% IS0 200 Hioh ; Low el o, ¥ '
- | T Nt S " | | |
W s LB T 956 16U TSR M0 . o8 M B
19 A0, 380 ML 0 10T 45 L 108 T80 9
oab MM LR 0 I6M 8 G 0 W B
! i) 2,9% ) SO ISMEE S SN 0@ 0 B
191 G LM BN Lan U 6L 0 om By4%8
,, bléty Rte - | ” |
. U G0 86 I3 My BS DS &L BE M0 I
. m 19” 5.3 5.2 1208 ' ”ol '2104 “120 6.8 1900 “ul ’ 16l5
191 00 59 M6 1 AL ‘e %) BS M I
017 B Y AN 1T D [ T B Ju%ap.‘,;.u.t "0 B WE T
- L4 6 66 6 B, 1Y WL B 180
. ‘ ' : ‘ ‘ . _ L .
| SORCE: Speclal taulaoge by te Cors Buee frn the March 195 Crten, Pulatin Suvey, |
e , ) vé‘ b l” ..;1“‘ . | % . 95
w oo awe
N U )
| ‘.
| A “;;::Ff Yo '




' !

Table 9, Fanulles with Soc1al Securlty Tnoame Below the Poverty Level Using Altematwe

Definitions: ~ 1967, 1969 1971, 1973 and. 1974

G

: (Nwrberfs in thousands. Fanphes as of March of the following year) -

" SqTe-dol Lar

' Scaling of cyrrent ‘measure _cutoffs Helat ive .easure
' , T ' : - 508 0.5,
S EUS, d-person '
."a Carrent 50% 0.5, [amlly fdﬂ\lly
Yoar poverty ' ( Median ,median”  nedian
k measure 5% - 1% IS0R A0 figh Lo ' uwiad), -~ ad), . ad)
P i o, X . " ! '
* Numher o ' | R
1974 LI ST L 253 089 L9 LUB 44 LIS Lo
' 91 Ly NI 2,989 4,8 L9 M, e 2,48 24 ‘
COIL LA T M L6 3081 4T 302 W 4l Ll LY
+ 1969 1,623 ‘ N 241 3,80 4N 30857 MA ' A9 253 2,849 ( -
v ©ol%7 1,860 979 2,801 3,610 5,00 3508 3,25 0 Ad60 750 28 \‘[ '
.. Poverty, Rate : f i \ o | |
S RN VNN RIS NS T U O R L,
N o 973+ L4 UNA 160 B2 40T 5.0 N LR B 5 S IV AL f
. " 1901 13.] WooAd Wl W 8.6, M ¥o  UA A4 '
3 SOl Al M 06 32 468 1A S | P S TV A B o
AR 1967 90 1.0 286 XS 59 59 NI 45 BB . B3 SRS
, T . P . \ . ) ) ! }
. ' ) o ' ' . .o N . , '],‘.
"V families with Social . v ' 0 . w
 Security fneome as . v e E ot
Capercentofall . ' ¢
~ poor fanilies o . .
o LU e \ ' » o o
U7 SR A R B VBRI B N B Y SR B .3 0.5 24 M.y .
1973 560 0 N 303 T8 3D ) M 297 09 - 3L '
S %5 W Bl B4 Bl 2 o e B2 B
- ' o4 w g -6 BT el owme T 87 N6 L
o 1967 P78 T T U e AU X $.0 463, Wb 6 B )
B . *:' \ N ., . .\ Dt ) . ‘ e ; o
- dot awilale . . '
' . ‘ ' “I K { ‘ ' ( v '
' © SOUKCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the March 1975 Current kopulation:Survey, /‘ .
i ‘ . : o ' : ‘ ,I ' ’
4 i L r
06 FE
V. / n
- \ K , ’
N | ) v\‘ )A ..\, -‘ , “‘ ')
. ' ‘ N "
. ) b | -
A . 'I . ‘v ) ' ' “‘l
' o ot , . /r;;f o ]



’ . “ ¥’} . o

Table 38. Percent of Populatlon in Poverty for Alternatlve

I
Povefty Deflnitlons, by State, 1969 .- .
. A S S e ULV T L S L ! '
i ] . ) ¢ " .. Single- , . .
¢ ! l Scallng vi Current Measure o | SEmplit it tops ot * dollac . Kelatsve ¥
* A ‘» . | . . ; H . ‘ ’
“y i tniverse | Currene ¥ s S _-:\}_[43._ Cueotfs '+ IR AT R
. : W Poverty . AR v Petan
tar . (1Y) — ! , ;P‘amly 1 Famuly
N e [ oo l Male Ane P m m.].\hdun,‘ Median, |
- ' 74 2000 |Nonfurm{Nonfarm| & 'x(‘zl- Low High | Vnady. p ady. Ay
: [ L L con Rengnifontarmy R AGT L b LAy " :
CNETEICSTATES 197,810 1 1e% 9.5 19,03 240 36,31 4 14.0T | 1427 IS LS TS S N O
. ' .
Alabama to3, e 2507 IO Y 33,2 T 4003~ 5060 2909 26.2 26.1 21,5 T sl W [
VL ik . 78 11,5 8.9 16.5 2 21,2 3.3 1.5 11.9 11l 1S e I Lew
At tiona -, 1,00 1ha . 110 0.9 26.9 40,6 15.4 1.5 1546 O T C N
N Arhansan [P CREE I 0.0~ 363 fase 57. 27.9 28.) 283 25.49 Wit AR [ R
cdlrkernda |EPRE VIS I 7.8 15,7 2003 30,5 1.3 1.5 1,5 121 N e Tea®
. “ . t
r Coboradef SN ERL L 17.2 R TP L ) 12.8 Jr.e 12,9 1.9 1.0 I 14, R
Conper tent roan (] 5,4 9.6 ,12.5 2.5 6.9 1.0 7.0 7.9 9.2 9.0 L 1.y
ERCTES B OV BRI | 1i.0 215 .6 1.6 12.0 1.8 11.2 129 [N .2 R
S{20 1B, 1301 23.1° 4.8 4.8 178 18.1 18.1 1.6 MU 20 AN R
SIS 1.8 11.6 2.7 9.2 42,3 10,8 17,0 2 17,0 12.5 0. Y Sn P
LN ‘ . “ N
poaes 21 14 /8 21,6 3.2 L7.00 wgn2l. NI 21.4 5.2 200
" . IR LI TV 6.5 T 1 18.8 0 Qm.n 10.9 lin. s 9.9 11
8 LS P 7.4 18,7 Mg 40 .1 1.1 13.1 1.6 la
(ldneis, " 10,835 104 7. 14,2 18.2 28,8 10,5 10.6 1o, .. 1
T todtana 5,061 9oh 6.4 15,0 140 ML L 9.8 10.0 0.0 0.8 | 1.4
27477 11s T .5 2.7 e 119 1.9 1.9 135, (] 164
. , 2161 138 9.1 8.8 24.8 8.4, 4.2 1d.4 14.5 15.4 V7.6 ALY ,
‘u\(mr R N B VRS W in.8 1.3 . 37.0 50.1 238 26,0 2.0, 21,8 RO caLy
. Toaieiang - o Juhe7_ 271 19.5° 3.5 41,5 417 27,3 2704 7.4 234 6.4 AN
e L . 957" 133 B.4 106 28,5 5.7 a4 14.5 13.3 13.9 [ [N
Y . . . N - -
~ Morciand 0.0 L7.20 %all .o18cd - 2800 0.1, *10.2 10. w1y 1 Luon -
o Mo arheeser g 9,507 8.4 5.6 N 16.4 28,1 8.6 8.8 LA G4 thoe * 11 [ERY .
SMEhigan 4,695 9.4 6.3 13.0 17.1 276 9.5 9.6 9.6 10,2 1.6 BT W e
“uifeenBed |y 3.7E 1007 t.9 15,207 20,8 © 35,1 11,3 1.4 1.4 1. 1a.t ta.) 15,8
N “‘hxlx%u-rl D16k 35,3 27,3 PR 51.2 644 15.8 W 6.0 10, Y. s 0.3 W
L « ’ '
' Misnturi 4,558 15.2 10.0 , 20.8 6.8 9.4 15,5 0 15.7 1p.7 6.2 18,7 20y U R
MWantana 675 13.6 8.5 20,0 26.5, 41,6 13.8 1i.} 138 14.1 17.) 17.9 Sl 20l
B Hiaska 1,441 11.8 9.3 9,5- ¥5.9 al.6 14.% 1440 a.h 16,0 18,2 19.8 0.y 29.6 "
. vl 480 8.5 5.4 12,7 17.7 28.8 B85S 488 8.8 - 10.0 1i.3 IS [ 15,4
' v tiampuhitre 75 9.9 6.5 5.1 1.6 35.0 i0.1 10.3 10.3 R 13.1 1.6 5.4 te.0
he * ’ v . -
Lo New Tersey 1,048 8.0 5.2 1.6 14,97 24,7 8.0 8.3 8.2 8.3 ¥.9 10,7 12.0 1in
. @ Mexten 993 294 17.2 .3 387 N 205 27 73.8 9 2007 2.2 DA .2
Cg York A7.82 115 7.5 15.4 20.2 30,7 1.5 \11.8 1.6 1.4 13,8 1a.2 16,4 18.6
. [ Nertn Garollna v, 841 19.9 “Ti9 27.0 . 33,9 47.8 a3 20,5 20,4 17.2 2003 . 2 2R LA
; Worth taketa 594  15:8 .. 9.8 22,1 "29.8 46, 16.5 16.7 6.7 14.5  18.4 274 )3 RO
/ : . . \ . . )
J Dhie v Ina2e 1002 %7.2 14.4 19,1 311 10.4 10.6 10.6 1.1 1., 15,0 1
Sk Iahom 2,469 185 12.0 25.8 32.4 4140 18.9 19.3 19.2 19.4 22 a7 29,9
f Orelen i 2040 1201 8.1 16.4 21.7 34.3 12.2 12,4 12.3 13.8 15. 174 200
Pennsvlvania 11,531 £10.9 7.1 154" 20.8 Yol 1049 1.2 1.1 1.9 13, 10y LMK
Biode Tsland 902 124 8.7 16.6 1.0 3.0 12.4 2. 12.7 13.3 15. 122 9.2
Sruth Caroling 2,481 1.7 17,6 2.2 38.9 51.9 25,1 25.3 ¢ 25.0 20,270 23,
South bakoea 643 17,7 12,3 25.3 33,7 49.8 19,0 19.0 19.'1 18,7~ 27
Tenavssee 1,833 21.8 15.2 M6 ., 35.8 50.0 22.2 22,40 223 19.5
P Texas 10,885 . 18.7 12.4 25.5 ‘5):.1 4.8 1878 19.0 9.0 16.5 19,
' Do 1,038 11.7. 7.4, 16,5 21 403 11.8 11.8 2.0 1.8 13,
’ . . .
. vermont T3 1203 N 76 1702 2.8 18.2 12.3 12.5 12.3 12.8 14.8 151
Cirginia 40452 1545 " 10,8 21,7 27.% 9.9 15.7 15.8 15.7 142 .6 19.%
Washington ~3,299  10.0 6.6 13.9 18.2 29.3 10.1 -710.4 10.1 11.9 13.8 13,3
West Virginta 1,709 23,2 16.7 30.5 8.3 53.2 23.) 23,5 3.6 22,3 259 294
Wiseonstin, 4,202 9.8 6.8 14.2 19.2 32.6 10.3 10.4 10.4 1.1 13.2 13.1
. Wyoming 12y 1 7.8t 17.6 23,5 8.4 12.4 12,4 12.7 13.3 15.2 15.8
- .
) ] e e e —.— —— e ol e e i e e ——— e - — . -
SOURCE: Special tabulations by the Census Bureau from the 1:100 :“unple of the 1970 Cenaus of Population. .
. . s 1
- . . i , .
- ‘ e .
. - 5 *
. AN -~
ke - .
+ / 7
. (“ )
'
4
.
~
. [V ‘ .
. . /
. o c \
) ¢ ‘ ..' ’
) - ' i . .
LS | i
| -
I

ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




[

Table 39. Percent of Related Children 5-17 Years in Poverty-
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Table 43. State Share of Boor Related Children 5 to 17 Years Under Alternative Poverty
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mu: D3, Selected Cm;actensncs of Unrelated Irdzvldmls 14 ‘Years Old and Over by Kltamauve l'ha.lmres of . Poverty in 1974
c ‘ (Nmbers m dms.ands Unrelated uﬂxvxduals as of March 1975)

Singlo-gollar

RIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

. . : Simplifications <
.Scaling of Qurrent Measure of Current Meagure ', Cutoffs . Relative Measures
All Current . P  welghted i 508 U-S. 508 .S, 50% 4-pers.
‘ Income . Poverty : ' ‘Male 7 Male Median  Family Med- Famly Mad- -
;Seiectad Characteristics  Levels Msasxe 75%. 125% . 150% ° 2008  Nonfarm Nonfarm. Nonfam High Low l.had),{ ian, Adj ian, Adj.
. B - * N . ¢ .
- . s
Total 7,890 1,607 1,042 2,206 2,679 3,914 1,820 1,620~ 1.613 3,441 2,218 1,363 2,284 2,521
14 to .24 years 1,652 . 445- 336 606 711 951 - 449 449 449 923 580 396 - 622 678
25 to 64 years 4,784 772 516 1,010° 1,202 . 1,890 - 777 777 m 1,544 965 623 1,034 . 1,127
65 years ard over 1,455 390 130 - 290 - 766 933 394 394 388 974 - 674 340 629 716
Brploynent Status . i ,%' . o . .
7,890 - ‘ll,607 1,042 2,206 2,679 3,914 1,620 1,620 1,683 . 3,441 2,218 1,363 2,284 2,521
In c.lvu.lan labor force 5,608 757 529 1,040 1,285 1,800 167 767 765 . 1,755 1,002 645 1,070} 1,192
Bnployed 4,994 578 398 822 1,032 1,495 ' - 588 588 586 ‘1,424 790 T 495 - 84¢ 951
. Ur‘ﬁrployed ? 610 179 131 217 253 345 179 . 179 179 7,330 22 193 274 241
Not in Civilian. ) ) . ) }
labor force - 2,286 ~ 851 513 1,167 1,395 1,874 854 . 854:. - 848 1,686 . 1,216 715 1,214 1,329
Wark . E)cpenence ) . ) . D . - Lt : .
‘ Total - 7,890 1,607 1,042 2,206° 2,‘679 3 914 1,620 1,620 1,613 3.44) 2,218 1,363 2,284 2,52 .
Worked last year 5,980 817 515 1,157 L,4¥ 2, (081 - 827 827 827 1,952 ’}l,ll(ﬁ 672 1,192 1,336
. 50-52 weeks 3,810 249 145" 379 49 791 1 259 - ‘259 259 754 7362 201 396 438
' Full time 3,511 184 101 274~ 361 618 192 192 192 577 1259 140 288 320
1-49 ueetts f 2,180 968 370 - 778. 946 1,250 568 568 568 - 1,198 748 471 797 897
Reason for mr)u.ng ) ' et e o . ’ o,
part year . . 4 . e . . .o ~ )
v, Unemployed' .-, 899 189 123, 211 335 . 160 149 189 189 444 265 158 . -280 319
| Other 1,281 379 '247 507 - . 610 798 79 379 379: 754 483 312 " 516 579.
Did not work - 1,797 186 526 1,04 224 1,424 789 789 382 1,448 1,103 688 1,086 1,169
In Armed Forces . 103 4 1 6 - 16 49 4 L} 4 c4l. 6" 2 “u 6 16 -
_Type of Incame * .
Earned incame 6,111 817 5¢1 1,160 1,454 2,894 , 826 826 826 2,002 1,113} 671 1,197 1,349 P
Social Security 1,686° 467 209 732 939 1,159 474 ' . 474 467 1,192 ' 802 - 3720 78l 880 1.3[_]
Dividends, interest, N . - . E . a o L »
rent 2,801 -259 168 3] 527 776 869 269 269 758 41§ 209 418 * 480
Public assistance 468 - 274 155 ' 346 406 834 214 274 274, 430 35 231 357 380 ! .
Other transfer income a/ 1,25 143 77 258 . 34 524 143 143 . 143 + 511 262 103 276 335 :
Private pensions, - : - . o / :
alimony, etc. 733 95 53 165 23 ,332-°' 95 95 95 344 164 68 174 194
a’ Inclwles lmu&[-]m‘m-nt and workron's ccgensation, ooverrment employee ensions, and veterans' payments,
! 4
¢
O
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IWBLE D3, Selectsd haracteristics of Uvelatad Incividuals M Years 014 and Over by Rterative easufes of Poverty in 1574

" (ks in thousands,  Urelated individuals es of March 1975

a/ Includes u:mploynmt and workmen's mmsauon ~government enployee pensxms, and veterans payments. \ '

!ﬂ . b r . ' X

. Y N | " ‘

: " Sinplifications Single-gollar '
' Scaling of Qurent Measwe  of Current Measwre  Cutoffs Relative Measures ‘
| Al Current g L Welghted C O ENUS, S0P LS. 508 depers,
o Tnoore, - Poverty ale  tale Median Fanily Med- Fandly Med-
© Selected (haracteristics Levels Measure 5% 7125% 1500 2006 tonfam Monfam lonfam ligh  Low - adj, iany Adj. ian, Ad).
" . R R ! , N . .
FEMALE UNRELATED nmmwus ‘ - Cy o ! , ,
. . ' ” oo . R
Total Lo 10,91 L2 0 1,78 4,626 5,604 6,819 3,203 3,406 3,408 . 7,065 50 2855 4,816 - 520
dtoyears - 133 S 40 6 ‘0 B0 503 5% 552 g7 656 465 65l 660
25 to b4 years 620 1,095 o 1,36 1,585 28 1,08 L8 L1 2,15 LAl gEr L0 1,504
65 years and over ST 1,675 M6 3,309 3,909 Ll 1706 100 4,030 30M L4682 3,10
PrploptStatus ' 3 | \ o -
Total ) 10,981 3212 1,9 4,626 5,604 6,619 3,29 3,408 3405 7,065 5,0 2815 4,816 59
In civilian labor force 4986 89 %3 112 l’,f89 1,95 82l 908 9 2,00 LY 1,18 1,300
Enployed ThEE6 6% (4TS %5 12017 6% oM 18m LT el 1,00 11
Unemployed w13 89 156 169 7 X0V BD 1 NS S  A ) V RS U N VLI L 163
‘Notmcmlun labor force 5,893 ‘393 1,05 3,480 4,205 4865 2,38 249 249 495 385 7,00 nen o, 1M
work B(penence , ! ‘ U L
Total . . - 10,91 ],212”' 1,998 4,626 5,604 6,89 3,29 3,406 3405 7,065 ‘_5;,072 2,815 4,816 5,291
Worked last year 6485 B8 -5 L2 1,50 2,200 8 %0 %0 2,30 L T4l 138 1,4%
50-52 weeks 3,699 26 15 4?9 p 944 98 09 . 309 )l 051 0l 4 A2 456 536
Full time : 1 7w 99 ‘5% 10 M 1 Vo6 05 % U6 %71
1-49 weeks 1,807 62 W 00 %0 LS el el e 1309 8 59 88 419
Reason for working o ! - ) :
Umrbloyed o590 1% B 6 ;6 v ue 18 I I Al oo 15
R W I 1) 612 1B M9 455 4% 496 936 65 40 637 685
0id not ka L 5496 2,304 LAl 3,368 4,043 8,619 2,347 24 2,44 4005 3708 2,0M 349 3,83 .
. ; l ' : b .
. . i IR
Famed Ioore 5,499 84 5 Laed 1,567 2,204 79 96 W6 20 1% M6 1,34 1,461
Social Security 506 1,09+ 65 2,71 3,48 4,14 1,684 160 L9 49 310 1415 2,80 3,81
Dividends, interest, ‘ o : L
and rent : 5,02 1% - 135 1 2,58 97 89 B8 265 1562 666 14l 162«!
Public assistance 1088 % 3. 9% 1,090 1% - 767 800 g0 - L% L0 6% 9% 1,001
Cothr tpusfer inmey/ LM 26 47 K90 26 Loy 29 a0 4 10 4 508
Private pensions, , o o : , ' ‘
alinony, ete, 1,06 266 163 89 53, M9 2%6 19) 293 7% 45" %21 408 {63
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