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Divorce, Child Custody, and Child Support

INTRODUCTION

The rapid rise in the divorce rate during the last two decades
has stimulated interest in the living arrangements and
financial position of persons involved in divorce, especially
that of the women and children. The extent to which women
report receiving child support and alimony, based on
information collected by the Bureau of the Census in the
Survey of Income and Education (SIE) during the spring of
1976, is presented in this report.

The first several sections of this report are devoted to
background information which place the SIE data in
historical perspective. These sections deal with the increase in
divorce and in one-parent families and with changes in the
living arrangements of children, in particular, the children of
divorce. The information in these sections was obtained from
reports of the Division of Vital Statistics, National Center for
Health Statistics, and from reports based on the Census
Bureau’s decennial censuses and the Current Population
Survey (CPS).

The statistics from the CPS and from the SIE are based on
samples and are, therefore, subject to sampling variability as
well as other sources of error. A further discussion of the
sampling variability is presented in the section, ““Source and
Reliability of the Estimates.”’

TRENDS IN DIVORCE

Before 1940, the divorce rate in the United States was
relatively low, about 2 per 1,000 population. Shortly after
World War 1l (by 1946), the rate reached 4.3, an all-time high
at that time (figure 1 and table 1). From that peak, the rate
fell steadily until it reached a low of 2.2 in 1960, at which
time it again turned upward and started the climb which
culminated in the historic high level of 5.1 per 1,000
population in 1978. Throughout 1976 and 1977, the divorce
rate remained virtually unchanged with the number of
divorces (1.1 million) amounting to about one-half the
number of marriages (2.1 milljon in 1976 and 2.2 million in
1977). In 1978, there were 1.1 million divorces and 2.2
million marriages; the divorce rate was 5.1 per 1,000, and the
marriage rate was 10.3 per 1,000 population. If the current
level of divorce continues on a lifetime basis, the proportion
of marriages ending in divorce may be close to 40 percent.!

"Paul C. Glick and Arthur J. Norton, ““Marrying, Divorcing, and
Living Together in the U.S. Today,’’ Population Bulletin, Vol. 32, No.
5, (Population Reference Bureau Inc., Washington, D.C., 1977,
updated February 1979).

CHILDREN INVOLVED IN DIVORCE

The number of children involved in divorce tripled in two
decades, from 361,000 in 1956 to 1,117,000 in 1976 (table
2). The average number of children per divorce rose from
0.95in 1956 to a peak of 1.36 in 1964. During that time, the
proportion of divorces involving no children declined from
51 percent to 37 percent. By 1976, the average number of
children per divorce fell to 1.03, while the proportion of
divorces involving no children rose from 37 percent in 1964
to 43 percent in 1976.

Despite the decrease in the number of children involved
per divorce and the increase in divorces not involving
children, the rising divorce rate caused the total number of
children involved in divorce to climb to an all-time high of
1,123,000 in 1975. The corresponding number in 1976
remained virtually unchanged at 1,117,000. This recent
stabilization has provided a basis for anticipating that the
annual number of children involved in divorce may decline
significantly in the years ahead.

ONE-PARENT VERSUS TWO-PARENT FAMILIES

Since 1960, there has been a far more rapid increase in the
number of one-parent families than in two-parent families
(table 3). In fact, the number of two-parent families declined
slightly between 1970 and 1978 after having increased
moderately during the 1960’s. During both of these periods,
the number of one-parent families maintained by a woman
increased tremendously—by 55 percent during the 1960‘s
and 78 percent during the shorter span from 1970 to 1978.
By 1978, fully 19 percent of all families with sons/daughters
under 18 years of age in the home were maintained by only
one parent—17 percent by the mother and 2 percent by the
father.

Because close to one-third (32 percent) of the 5.2 million
mother-only families are maintained by Black women and
Blacks only constitute one-ninth of the total U.S. popu-
lation, the information about one-parent families as a whole
reflects disproportionately the characteristics of Black
mothers. For example, the proportion of mother-only
families maintained by a never-married woman is four times
as large for Black women as for White women (34 percent
versus 8 percent). Moreover, the proportion of mother-only
families maintained by a separated woman is larger for Black
women than for White women (29 percent versus 21
percent). However, a larger proportion of White than Black
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mother-only families are maintained by a divorced woman
(52 percent versus 24 percent). This leads to the conclusion
that White couples are more likely than Black couples to
resolve an unsatisfactory marital situation by divorce.

More than twice as large a proportion of families with
children present were maintained by only the mother in
1978 as in 1960—17 percent in 1978 versus 7 percent in
1960. The corresponding figures for White mother-only
families (13 percent and 6 percent, respectively) stood in
sharp contrast with those for comparable Black families (45
percent and 21 percent, respectively). As shown in table 3,
the rate of increase for White mother-only families was even
more pronounced during the 8 years since 1970 than during
the 10 years of the 1960’s. Although Black mother-only
families already constituted a far higher proportion of all
Black families than White mother-only families did of all

FIGURE 1.

Number of Divorces and Divorce Rate:
United States, 1940 to 1978

White families in 1970, the proportion of Black mother-only
families increased at a more rapid rate during the 1970-78
period than their White counterparts (83 percent versus 74
percent).

More of the mother-only families in 1978 than in 1970
were maintained by a woman under 35 years of age (51
percent versus 43 percent). A contributing factor is the
movement of the large numbers of women who were born
during the baby boom into the age range in which marriages
and divorces most often occur.

The number of families maintained by the father only is
relatively small but has been growing at about as fast a pace
as mother-only families since 1970. In 1978, 1.6 percent of
children under 18 years of age were living in father-only
families.
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REMARRIAGE OF DIVORCED WOMEN

Table 5 presents a profile of divorced women who had
remarried and of those who had not remarried by the survey
date in 1975. More than three-fourths of the women whose
first marriage ended in divorce before the age of 30 were
remarried. The likelihood of remarriage was more than twice
as great for women who were under 30 years of age at the
time of divorce as for those who were 40 or older when they
divorced. Among women who remarried after their first
marriage was terminated by divorce, the average time

between divorce and remarriage was 3.2 years.
Young women with no children were most likely to

remarry following a divorce; nearly 4 out of 5 of the women
who were under 30 and who were childless when they
divorced were already remarried by the survey date. How-
ever, children appear to be a minor deterrent to remarriage
for young women,

LIVING ARRANGEMENTS OF CHILDREN

Nearly all of the children under 18 years of age? (96 percent)
in 1978 were living with one or both of their parents. About
3.1 percent were living with @ grandparent or other close
relative,

Data on children living with one or both parents are
featured in table 6. Primarily because of fluctuations in the
birth rate during the last three decades, the number of
children under 18 living with parent(s) increased between
1960 and 1970 but actually declined overall between 1960
and 1978. During the 18-year period, the proportion of
children living with two parents dropped sharply from 91
percent in 1960 to 81 percent in 1978. In the same period,
the proportion living with their mother only more than
doubled, rising from 8.2 percent to 17.6 percent, while those
living with their father only rose from 1.2 percent to 1.6
percent. Thus, 19.2 percent of all children living with
parent(s) lived with one parent in 1978.

For most children in one-parent families, this living
arrangement is a temporary one, spanning a period of a few
years, usually until their custodial parent remarries,
reconciles, or marries for the first time. Only a minority of
children under 18 are likely to spend a major portion of their
childhood in a one-parent family. Nevertheless, to the child
living with only one parent for a few years, this period
represents a psychologically and socially significant part of
his or her life span.

The number of children living with one parent increased
by 440,000 per year between 1970 and 1978 as compared
with 240,000 per year during the 1960’s. The most rapid
rates of increase were for children living with a divorced or
never-married mother. The proportion of children living with
a divorced mother doubled between 1970 and 1978 (from
3.4 percent to 7.1 percent), and the proportion living with a
never-married mother tripled (from 0.8 percent to 2.7
percent) during that period. The slower growth in the
proportion living with a separated mother (from 3.5 percent
to 4.8 percent) reflects a growing tendency for couples with

?There were 63,206,000 chitdren under 18 years of age in March
1978. See Current Population Reports, Series P-20, No.338, table 4.
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serious marital problems to resolve them by divorce rather
than by separation.

An analysis of current data on living arrangements
suggests that if current conditions persist, children born in
the mid-1970s have about 45 chances in 100 of living in a
one-parent family for a period of at least several months
before they reach the age of 18 years.> However, because
most young women remarry, a large proportion of these
children will eventually spend part of their childhood in a
two-parent family with a biological parent and a stepparent.
In 1977, an estimated one-tenth of the children living with
two parents were living with a stepparent, that is, were born
before the natural parent they live with had remarried.*

SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS OF WOMEN
RECEIVING CHILD SUPPORT PAYMENTS
IN 1975

Family Characteristics

Data on the receipt of child support from the fathers of
children were obtained from the SIE for women with one
or more own children present at the survey date who were
either divorced, separated, remarried, or never married.
About one-fourth of the 4.9 million mothers in these four .
categories received child support payments. Because of the
design of the SIE questionnaire, data on the amount of
child support received are not available for about 110,000
women who received alimony or other regular contributions
from outside the household in addition to their child support
payments. The data in this and later sections on amounts of
child support received apply to the 1.1 million women whose
only support payments came from child support. It should
be noted that the data refer only to child support reported as
actually received, not to payments which may have been
awarded or agreed upon but were not collected.

The median family income in 1975 for mothers who re-
ceived some child support was considerably higher than that
for women who did not ($12,210 compared to $8,440).
(See table 7.) For most women, however, the amount of
child support received was fairly small. The mean amount
was $2,430, but that figure apparently reflects the impact
of large payments received by a relatively small number of
women. About two-fifths of women with child support in-
come received less than $1,000; about three-fifths received
less than $1,500. Interestingly, mean child support payments
per family did not increase significantly as the number of
children increased. As might be expected from the rather
small amounts received, child support payments are generally
not the primary source of income for recipients. For approxi-
mately half of the women getting child support, the pay-
ments constituted less than 10 percent of total family
income. Only 5 percent obtained more than half of their
family income from child support.

The poverty rate for women receiving child support pay-
ments was considerably lower than the rate for women who
did not (12 percent compared to 32 percent). In many in-

3 paul C. Glick and Arthur J. Norton, op. cit.
4Paul C. Glick, “The Future of the American Family,” Current
Population Reports, Series P-23, No. 78, January 1979.
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stances, women near the poverty line who received child
support would have fallen below the poverty level if those
payments were eliminated. In fact, when child support in-
come is excluded from total income, the poverty rate for
mothers who received it rises from 12 percent to 19 percent.
By excluding child support income and then examining
poverty status, it becomes evident that child support is a
major source of income for some mothers with incomes close
to the poverty line. For example, women whose family in-
comes would have been below the poverty level without
child support reported mean child support incomes of
$3,330.

Characteristics of Women

Both the likelihood that a woman with children will receive
child support and the amount she receives may vary widely,
depending on her characteristics. For example, 42 percent of
currently divorced mothers with at least one child present in
their homes received child support payments, compared to 26
percent of remarried mothers, 18 percent of separated
mothers, and only 4 percent of never-married mothers (table
8). Mean amounts received ranged from $3,180 (for sep-
arated mothers) to $1,500 (for never-married mothers).

Black women constituted 28 percent of all women eligible
for, but not necessarily awarded, child support payments.
However, of all the women who actually received child sup-
port payments, only 12 percent were Black. The amount of
child support paid to White women was, on the average,
higher than the amount received by either Black women or
women of Spanish origin. For White women, the mean
amount of this type of income was approximately $2,540,
compared to $1,600 for Black women and $1,980 for women
of Spanish origin.

Women under 30 years of age, on the average, received
less in child support payments than those who were older.
The mean amount received by younger women was approxi-
mately $1,350 as compared to $2,870 for women 30 years
old and older. Although information on incomes of fathers
is not available from this survey, incomes of men tend to
increase as their age increases, up until retirement age.
Because men and women traditionally tend to marry within
similar age groups, the ex-husbands of older mothers are
likely to have higher incomes than those of younger mothers.
Since older women tend to have older children, it is not
surprising that the mean amount of child support received
also increased along with the age of the youngest child. For
women whose youngest child ‘'was under 5 years old, the
mean child support payment was $1,750. For women whose
youngest child was 5 to 11 or 12 to 17 years of age, the
mean amounts were $2,310 and $3,450, respectively.

Receipt of child support is directly related to the level of
educational attainment. About 45 percent of mothers with
4 or more years of college received some child support from
the fathers of their children, compared to 29 percent of
mothers who were only high school graduates and just 11
percent of mothers who did not complete any years of high
school. Furthermore, the mean amount received by college
graduates ($5,290) was higher than that received by women
with lower educational attainment, such as high school

graduates ($1,960). Presumably, highly educated women
tend to marry similarly well-educated men with relatively
high incomes, who can better afford to make substantial
child support payments.

The median income of women who received child support
was higher than that of women who did not ($6,860 com-
pared to $4,250). However, among women with child sup-
port, higher income levels were not consistently associated
with higher child support payments. Mean amounts of child
support received rose along with income for women whose
total incomes were in the upper and lower portions of the
income distribution (less than $4,000, or $8,000 and over).
For women with incomes between $4,000 and $8,000,
the mean amount received did not vary significantly, indi-
cating that increases in total income came from income
sources other than child support.

Interestingly, women who received child support were
more likely to have earnings than women who did not, per-
haps due in part to their higher educational level. About
three-fourths of women getting child support payments also
had some earnings, compared to 58 percent of women who
received no child support. Conversely, 38 percent of women
without child support from the father of their children re-
ceived public assistance income, compared to only 13 percent
of women with child support income.

There was no significant difference in the mean amount
of child support paid to women who worked some time
during the year and those who did not work at all. However,
women working at part-time jobs received a considerably
higher mean amount ($3,640) than women who worked
full time ($2,210). It is possible that the women working
full time do so because they are receiving lower child support
payments. Among women who worked, there was some
difference in mean amount of child support received for the
various occupation groups. Although the mean amounts
received by white-collar workers ($2,660) and service
workers ($2,410) were not significantly different from one
another, both were much greater than the mean amount
received by blue-collar workers.

Living Arrangements and Poverty Status

There were 18.3 million persons living in families which in-
cluded a divorced, separated, remarried, or never-married
woman. The poverty rate for these persons was 27 percent,
compared to 8 percent for all other persons in families.
Of the 18.3 million persons, only 13 percent of those in
families with child support were poor, compared to 32 per-
cent of those in families without child support.

There was some variation in the poverty status of persons
depending on the type of family they lived in. Among
persons in families not receiving child support, those in
primary families’ (by far the largest group) had a poverty
rate of 32 percent. In primary families where there was

S A primary family is a family which includes among its members
the person maintaining the household. A married couple or one
parent with children who share the living quarters of a relative main-
taining the household constitutes a subfamily within the primary
family. A secondary family is a family whose members are not
related to the person maintaining the household.
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also a subfamily present, the poverty rate was much higher
(71 percent); this may be due in part to larger size families.

Persons in primary families receiving child support ex-
perienced poverty rates that were much lower. The poverty
rate for persons in these families was 13 percent. The com-
parable rate was 47 percent for those in which a subfamily
was also present.

Regions and Divisions

The mean amount of child support received by women living
in the Northeast Region ($3,210) was significantly higher
than that received by women living in the South Region
($2,130) and the North Central Region ($2,240). Because
of the high degree of sampling variability, no other differ-
ences between regions were statistically significant. Within
the southern region, women in the East South Central
Division (consisting of Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, and
Mississippi) received a particularly low mean amount
($1,510), considerably less than the figure for the region as
a whole (table 9).

CHARACTERISTICS OF WOMEN RECEIVING
ALIMONY PAYMENTS IN 1975

Data on alimony were tabulated from the SIE for women
who were either divorced or separated before 1975. Out of
the 4.5 million divorced or separated women, only 4 percent
reported that they had received alimony in 1975 (table 10).

5

It is not known how many of these women were actually
entitled to receive such benefits. The mean amount of
alimony received by women was about $4,120 in 19758,
However, because of the large sampling variability associated
with this figure (the standard error was $1,000), this is
only a rough approximation of the average amount of ali-
mony actually received by these women.

In general, older women were more likely to receive ali-
mony than younger women. For example, 5 percent of
women 30 years old and over who had been divorced or
separated received alimony compared to only 1 percent of
those under 30 years. There may be various reasons for this
occurrence. Since husbands and wives tend to be within
the same approximate age range, one might conclude that
the lower earnings received by younger husbands may be
one factor behind the low proportion of women under 30
receiving alimony.

The proportion of women receiving alimony was con-
siderably higher for those who had children 12 to 17 years
old than for those whose children were younger (8 percent
vs. 3 percent). This difference may be attributable to the
age of the woman (the older the children, the older she is
likely to be) and the factors mentioned above. In addition,
women who had some college education were more likely
to receive alimony than those with lower educational
attainment.

¢ This mean is for women receiving alimony and no other support
payments from outside their household.

NOTE

In the past the Census Bureau has designated a head of household to serve as the central reference person
for the collection and tabulation of data for each member of the household (or family). However, the trend
toward recognition of equal status and roles for adult family members makes the term ““head’’ less relevant
in the analysis of household and family data. As a result, the Bureau is currently developing new techniques
for the enumeration and presentation of data which will eliminate the concept ‘‘head.’’ Although the data
in this report are based on this concept, methodology for future Census Bureau reports will reflect a gradual

maovement away from this traditional practice.
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Table 1. Number of Divorces and Divorce Rates With Percent Changes From Preceding Years: 1940 to 1978

(For meaning of symbols, see text)

Rate

Rate per

per 1,000

Year 1,000 married
Number Percent total Percent women, Percent
of change popu- change 15 years change
divorces in number lation in rate and over in rate
197811 iiiiecccctensacesnncanns 1,122,000 +2.9 5.1 +2.0 22.0 +3.3
1977 ceeieecincceccccccccennns 1,090,000 +0.6 5.0 - 21.3 +0.9
1976 cctiencncecececccccncnns 1,083,000 +.5 5.0 +2.0 21.1 +3.9
1975.cececceccccscccccsocsncnns 1,036,000 +6.0 4.9 +6.5 20.3 +5.2
1974000 ceeceececcscsscccccconse 977,000 +6.8 4.6 4.5 19.3 +6.0
1973 ccetececceccsccacccccncnas 915,000 +8.3 4.4 +7.3 18.2 +7.1
1972.cccecccccccccscosascccenns 845,000 +9.3 4.1 +10.8 17.0 +7.6
1971.oo.uu.oooooooccoo..nnoouoo 773,000 +9.2 3.7 +5.7 15.8 +6.0
1970c0ccccceccecccscccccccccnns 708,000 +10.8 3.5 49.4 14.9 +11.2
1969ccccccccccccscccccccccccnee 639,000 +9.4 3.2 +10.3 13.4 +7.2
1968.cccccceccscccsccccoccncnns 584,000 +11.7 2.9 +11.5 12.5 +11.6
1967 ccecccscscsccacccccccccncas 523,000 +.8 2.6 +.0 11.2 +2.8
196600.'..Q.Qtt.oo......ot..... 499'000 '.'402 2.5 - 10.9 +2.8
1965cccccccccccaccccacncccscsse 479,000 +6.4 2.5 +#.2 10.6 +6.0
1964.ccccccccccccscceccaccsncans 450,000 +5.1 2.4 +#.3 10.0 +#.2
1963-oo.oooooouo.oooooooooooo.o 428.000 +3.6 2.3 +#.5 9.6 +2.1
196200000....0...0o......".'t. 413.000 -0.2 2.2 -4.3 9.4 -2.1
196lecccceccccccccccccccssccnes 414,000 +5.3 2.3 +#.5 9.6 +#.3
1960..0.....‘.....0..0.....'... 393'000 "'0.5 2.2 - 9.2 -1.1
1959...unnuun.oooouoooooooooooo 395'000 +7.3 2.2 + .8 9.3 + .5
1958.ccececcccccacccccccsccenes 368,000 -3.4 2.1 -4.5 8.9 -3.3
195700...00.oonou.uoccoooooooo. 381.000 -0.3 2.2 -403 902 -2.1
1956.0.o'o.o.ooot.-..oo.'.too'. 382’000 +lo3 2.3 - 9-4 +1.1
19550.....00.00......'.0..".0. 377,000 "'0.5 2.3 -4.2 9.3 -2-1
19540.l't..'.o....too...'..t'.o 379.000 -2.8 204 "4.0 9.5 -4.0
1953..l.......Q.l."."o.t..... 390,000 -005 2.5 - 9.9 "2.0
1952.cc0ccecscsccscccceccccsccss 392,000 +2.9 2.5 - 10.1 +2.0
1951.'00...000...'..0..'0‘...0. 381,000 -1.1 2.5 "3.8 9.9 -3.9
1950.0ooot..o.o'...t‘..o....... 385,14" "3.0 2.6 "3.7 1003 -2.8
1949 cceeeccccccccocsccsccccsne 397,000 =2.7 2.7 -3.6 10.6 =5.4
1948 .cecceccscccscscccscncancss 408,000 -15.5 2.8 -17.6 11.2 -17.6
19470.t.t'.t.t..'tt.t."t..t... 483'000 "20.8 3.4 -20.9 13.6 -2400
1946.cccecceccsceccsscscsceccnes 610,000 +25.8 4.3 +22.9 17.9 +24.3
1945c00e0cccccccsccocssocsccscss 485,000 +21.3 3.5 +20.7 14.4 +20.0
1944, cccceeccsccsccoccscscscnes 400,000 +11.4 2.9 +11.5 12.0 49.1
1943 c0ccecccscccccccencsccscene 359,000 +11.8 2.6 +8.3 11.0 +8.9
1942.cc0eecccoscccscscsccnsccnse 321,000 +9.6 2.4 +9.1 10.1 +7.4
1941.cvececcceccccscccccccccccs 293,000 +11.0 2,2 +10.0 9.4 +6.8
1940-..ooo.oooooo..ooo.o.ooo--o 264,000 (NA) 2.0 (NA) 8.8 (NA)

lprovisional data.

Source: U.S. National Center for Health Statistics, Vital and Health Statistics, Series 21, No. 29,
"Divorces and Divorce Rates: United States,’ table 1; and Monthly Vital Statistics Re ort, Vol. 27, No. 5

Supplement, 'Advance Report: Final Divorce Statistics, 1976,

table 1, and Vol. 27, No. 12, "Provisional

Statistics: Births, Marriages, Divorces, and Deaths for 1978," page 1; and unpublished base for rate per
1,000 married women 15 years and over.
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Table 2. Children Under 18 Years Old Involved in Parents’ Divorce: 1956 to 1976

(Numbers in thousands)

No children at divorce

1 or more children at divorce

Year Percent Per decree
Total of Total Per involving

divorces Number total children decree children

1976ccecceccsccssccscccsccccnes 1,083 465 42,9 1,117 1.03 1.81
1975 cceeceecccsccccssssccccccss 1,036 426 41.1 1,123 1.08 1.84
1974 c0cececcccccccssssccscsssns 977 410 42.0 1,099 1.12 1.94
1973ceccecccccccccccscscscncces 915 371 40.5 1,079 1.17 1.98
1972.cceececccocccccccsccnccssns 845 337 39.9 1,021 1.20 2.01
1971icececccceccsccccssscoscsae 773 310 40.1 946 1.22 2.04
1970....OOO0.0“‘..O........... 708 284 40.1 870 1.22 2.05
1969 .cceecocscccccecoccscccccee 639 252 39.4 840 1.31 2.17
1968ccccecsscccccccscsscccncces 584 228 39.0 784 1.34 2,20
1967 cceccccccccocccssccnsssssee 523 204 39.0 701 1.34 2,20
1966 ceeccccccccscscccccssssssce 499 198 39.7 669 1.34 2,22
1965cceecccsssccssccssscsscnscne 479 193 40,2 630 1.32 2.20
1964 ccecccccccccossscscsscsscne 450 168 37.4 613 1.36 2,25
1963ccecccccccccescscccesssscnce 428 164 38.4 562 1.31 2,21
1962cceecccccccccocsscscccsnses 413 164 39.8 532 1.29 2.16
196lceececacscccoccsssccccsnsss 414 164 39.7 516 1.25 2.01
1960ceceeccssccosscsssscssscane 393 170 43.3 463 1.18 2.08
1959.....“..C‘.QOO...0.00.0..O 395 162 40.9 468 1.18 2‘01
1958 .cccccaccccccscccccccscssane 368 165 44,9 398 1.08 1.96
1957..0..0..0'..00‘0....0...... 381 187 4901 379 0099 1.95
1956.cccccecsccscscccscnsscnncce 382 195 51.1 361 0.95 1.93

Source: U.S. National Center for Health Statistics, Vital Statistics of the United States, Vol. III,
Marriage and Divorce, annual reports; and Monthly Vital Statistics Reports, Vol. 27, No. 5 Supplement,

Advance Report: Final Divorce Statistics, 1976, tables 2, 4, and 5.




Table 3. Two-Parent and One-Parent Families by Race: 1978, 1970, and 1960

(Numbers in thousands, For meaning of symbols, see text)

Type of family

Percent change

1970 to 1960 to
1978 1970 1960 1978 1970
All families with own children
under 180..oooooooooooooooc'oooooooo 30,369 28,665 25’691 509 11.6
Percentecececccccccccscoceccccccccne 100.0 100.0 100.0 cee coe
Two-parent familieSeceeceesscccccscceccscccns 8l.1 88.6 91.5 =3.1 8.1
One-parent familieS.eecsccccosascscccrccses 18.9 11.4 8.5 76.2 48.7
Maintained by a: -
WomaNeessesesoseoscsscscscsscsscsscsscons 17.1 10.2 7.4 78.0 54.6
)£ ¥+ P T R N R R R mm 1.8 1.2 1.1 60.9 11.3
White families with own children
under 18.ccececcccccccsccscccssconne 26,168 25,439 23,294 2'9 9-2
Percentecccccccccceccssccscccccccccne 100.0 100.0 100.0 coe cee
Two-parent £amilieSccececcccsocsccsvcscsces 85.0 91.1 93.0 =4.0 7.0
One-parent familieSeeececccceccccccscscccce 15.0 8.9 7.0 72.6 38.3
Maintained by a:
WomBNeeossseoocscosccccssscsacscscsccsscssse 13.3 7.9 6.0 73.6 43,9
MaNeesecossosoocooasorcssccasvsssscescone 1.7 1.0 1.0 65.3 6.5
Black families with own children
under 18.ccecccccccssccccccosscccccs 3,641 2.933 12.191 24.1 33.9
Percentececccecccccsccscssoscocscese 100.0 100.0 100.0 cee coe
Two-parent familieSeececcccscecccococcsccccse 52.2 67.0 77.0 -3.2 16.4
One-parent familieS.eccecsceccccssccscsccsne 47.8 33.0 23.0 79.6 92.3
Maintained by a:
WOmBNeeessceossscscscssssssssccssscsccssscse 45.0 30.6 20.7 82.7 97.8
MaNeeoocoococsvccccscsscscssscsscscoscccncs 2.7 2.4 2.3 39.4 42.0

1The number of Black families in 1960 was distributed on the basis of data for persons of races other

than White.

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports, Series P-20, No. 218, "Household and

Family Characteristics: March 1970," table 1;

1960 Census of Population, Vol. I, United States Summary,

table 186, and Vol. II, 4A, Families, table 5; and unpublished Current Population Survey data.
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Table 4. Characteristics of One-Parent Families Maintained by a Woman: 1978, 1975, and 1970

(Numbers in thousands)

1978 1975 1970
Characteristic
Total White Black | Total White | Black | Total White Black
All mother-child families'... 5,206 3,485 1,641 | 4,405 2,973 1,382 2,926 1,995 912
Percent.ccscecccccccccccccne 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Marital status of mother:
Never married.cccececcccccscoscces 16.1 7.9 33.7 11.7 5.8 24,7 8.0 3.3 18.2
Separatedeeccscccscscessccssccsssce 23.6 21,2 29.2 27.1 22.8 36.4 26.3 19.2 41.9
Divorcedececcescsscccecccccccscccee 42.8 51.8 23.5 38.2 46.1 20.9 32.7 40.1 16.6
Widowedeceeesssoesoccocscscsccnccns 12.7 13.9 9.9 17.8 19.9 13.7 22.0 25.1 15.5
Married spouse absent,
except separatedecccccccssceacess 4.8 5.2 3.7 5.2 5.5 4.3 11.0 12.3 7.9
Age of mother:
Under 35 yearS.ceeccccccscscsccccs 50.9 47.9 57.2 50.2 47.8 56.2 43.1 39.8 50.0
35 to 44 yearS.cececcccccccccccccns 31.2 32.5 28.8 29.5 30.0 28.0 31.4 31.4 31.6
45 to 64 yearsScececccscceccccccccne 17.6 19.4 13.7 19.9 21.9 15.3 25.2 28.4 18.2
65 years and OVereccccecscsccccscs 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.3 0.5 0.3 0.4 0.2
Number and age of children:
Average number of
children under 18..cccccececcccs 1.93 1.80 2.21 2.10 1.94 2.43 2.29 2.06 2.77
Average number of
children under 6ececccocsccccces 1.28 1.20 1.41 1.31 1.27 1.41 1.43 1.37 1.52

lramilies maintained by a woman with no husband present but with one or more of her own children under 18
years of age present.

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports, Series P-20, No. 291, "Household and
Family Characteristics: March 1975," tables 1 and 13, and unpublished Current Population Survey data.

Table 5. Characteristics of Divorced Women: 1975

(Numbers in thousands. Women whose first marriage ended in divorce, by age at divorce, number of children
born before divorce, duration of divorce, and whether remarried)

All women whose Median years divorced!
Age at divorce and number of children first marriage Percent
born before divorce ended in divorce remarried At survey date
by survey
Number | Percent date Total | Divorced | Remarried
Total, aged 14 to 75 with fewer than
6 children born before divorce...... 9,068 100.0 66.0 3.8 4.7 3.2
Aged 14 to 29 at divOorCe.cccescecscccsccccss 5'845 64.5 76.3 3.1 3.4 3.1
No children.ccecccccecccccccsoccesccoscsece 1,932 21,3 79.6 2.9 2.6 2.9
1 childeeeceooccscccscsceccsscssoaccocone 1,947 21,5 75.0 3.1 3.6 3.0
2 childreneecccccecesssscsccsssssccssssscs 1,233 13.6 74.9 3.1 3.4 3.0
3 to 5 children.cccecccscceccccccscccccccces 732 8.1 73.6 4.0 5.2 3.8
Aged 30 to 39 at divorCeicecccccccccccccsase 2’202 24,3 56.2 4.5 5.8 3.8
Aged 40 to 75 at diVOrCeececcccscccccssscsse 1,021 11.3 28.1 5.5 6.5 2.9

INumber of years between divorce and survey date for those still divorced; number of years between
divorce and second marriage for those remarried.

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports, Series P-20, No. 312, "Marriage, Divorce,
Widowhood, and Remarriage by Family Characteristics: Jume 1975," tables I, J, and K.
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Table 6. Children Under 18 Years Old Living With Two Parents or With One Parent, by Sex of Parent and

Marital Status : 1978, 1970, and 1960

(Numbers in thousands. For meaning of symbols, see text)

Percent change

Sex of parent and marital status 1970 to 1960 to
1978 1970 1960 1978 1970
All children under 18 living

with one or both parentS.......... 60,842 67,138 62,119 -9.4 8.1
Percent.cecesececcecocosccsccssee 100.0 100.0 100.0 e cee
Living with two parents......cceeceeecocs 80.8 87.8 90.6 -16.6 4.7
Living with one parent....c.cceececececees 19.2 12.2 9.4 42.8 40.6
Living with mother only......ceceeeesne 17.6 11.1 8.2 43.9 45.9
Never married....ccceeececsccocccccns 2.7 0.8 0.4 209.9 138.5
Separated..c.ccicecececcocescsaceconcsne 4.8 3.5 2.4 26.2 55.5
Divorced....eccesevesscsonsocsscccnss 7.1 3.4 1.9 88.8 89.8
Widowed...ccoceocecsscoscccesscnnsons 2.1 2.1 2.1 -10.4 6.4

Married, husband absent, except
separated.c.cecececcccsasccscscoscanne 0.9 1.3 1.4 -37.3 4.4
Living with father only....cceccececees 1.6 1.1 1.2 31.9 2.9
Divorced.c.ceececcsceasccosasssassnsns 0.7 0.3 0.2 135.6 37.2
Other...cceoeceecessccecssescecnssnce 0.9 0.9 1.0 0.5 4.4

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1960 Census of Population, Vol. I, U.S. Summary,

published Current Population Survey data.

table 185; and un-
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Table 7. Currently Divorced, Separated, Remarried, and Never-Married Women, by Total Money income, Poverty Status,
and Amount of Child Support Payments Received in 1975: SIE

(NUMBERS IN THOUSANDS., WOMEN AS OF SPRING 1976,
THE TIME OF DIVORCE OR SEPARATION AND AT THE SURVEY DATE.

WOMEN DIVORCED OR SEPARATED BEFORE 1975 WITH OWN CHILDREN UNDER 18 YEARS OLD LIVING WITH THEM AT
FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, St& TEXT)

RECEIVED SUPPORT PAYMENTS IN 1975'

RLCELIVED CHILD SUPPORT BUT NO OTHER SUPPORT PAYMENTS

oID AMOUNT OF CHILD SUPPORT PAYMENTS RECLIVLD
TOTAL MONEY INCOME AND POVERTY NOT
STATUS RECEIVE NEAN AMOUNT
CHILD
SUPPORT $1| 81,000 $1,500| $2,000| $3,000| $4,000| $5,000 | $7,000 STANDARD
N 10 T0 10 T0 T 10 T0 AND | VALUE ERROR
TOTAL 1975 ! TOTAL | TOTAL $999 | $1,499 | $1,999 | 82,999 | $3,999 | $4,999 | 86,999 OVER | (DOLS,)| {ICLS.)
TOTAL FAMILY INCOME
TOTALe & o o o o o o o o o o o| 4 922| 3676 1 208| 1137 aas 232 160 170 67 32 19 11 2 832 107
STANDARD ERROR . . & & + . . 80 [ 4 39 24 17 15 15 9 ? H 4 s .se
UNDER $2,000 ¢ o & o+ & e e e 289 225 24 20 15 4 1 - - - - - (B) (8)
$2,000 TO $3,999 . . . e e .. 680 607 73 69 39 14 7 6 3 - - - 1 862 108
$4,000 TO 85,999 , , . e e 606 500 105 93 40 20 10 11 6 5 1 - 2 202 118
$6,000 TO 87,999 , ., . e e 558 928 129 115 s1 25 15 16 4 3 - 1 1 987 128
$8,000 TO $9,999 , . . e e 479 381 138 124 41 36 21 14 6 2 3 2 2 408 185
$10,000 TO 811,999 , . e e s1a 274 139 125 52 21 16 20 8 3 2 4 2 813 199
$12,000 TO $18,999 , . 0 e s 506 345 160 146 58 26 25 22 8 5 2 1 2 209 168
$15,000 TO $28,999 , , PR, 952 654 298 278 103 65 43 37 10 7 10 3 2 370 1
$25,000 AND OVER , , . PR 481 301 180 167 46 22 22 [1} 21 7 2 1 317 585
MEDIAN INCOME, , , . . . DOLLARS. .| 9 %29 8 443 12 208 | 12 359 |11 364 | 11 581 12 868 | 14 490 | 14 385 13 629 (8) (8)
STANDARD ERROR , , , . .DOLLARS, . 133 152 216 235 383 719 632 891 | 1 603| 1 131 (8) (8)
MEAN INCOME, , . o . o o .DOLLARS. .| 12 157| 11 205 | 14 966 | 15 079 |13 095( 13 801 | 15 103 | 18 658 | 19 572 | 17 588 (B) (8)
STANDARD ERROR , . , ., .DOLLARS, . 132 188 278 290 367 518 672 877 1 %41 1 806 (8) (B)
PER CAPITA INCOME, , , . .DOLLARS., .| 2 971 2 697 3 835( 3830 | 3 363 3887 3840 4 455( 4 440 3 863 (8) (8)
STANDARD ERROR , , , , .DOLLARS, . 38 a1 81 83 116 166 228 211 379 416 (8) 8
CHILD SUPPORT AS A PERCENT OF
FAMILY INCOME
LESS THAN 10 PERCENT , . « « o « o . cee cee 587 361 13 54 44 14 - 1 - 1 061 33
10 TO 19 PERCENT & . o &« o ¢ v o & ces ces vee 297 55 83 i 61 16 10 1 - 2 086 52
20 TO 29 PERCENT 4 . 4, 4 o o o o o & cee .er eoe 109 17 20 16 35 14 4 3 - 3 ns LN
30 TO 39 PERCENT & . 4 o v o o0 o o . aee .o cas 58 ) 7 8 18 7 7 7 3 3 936 2%
40 TO 89 PERCENT , , , 4 4 ¢ o 4 & . ees cee “es 29 4 3 5 6 5 4 1 1 6 758 494
50 TO 78 PERCENT & ., & & ¢ o o o & e vee ces 33 1 5 4 8 ? 3 4 1 9 968 1 206
75 PERCENT AND OVER, . . . « o . . . cee ees .es 24 2 1 2 2 5 E) 1 6 (8) 8)
MEOIAN PERCENT 4 & & v 4 o o o o & & 9.7 4,9 10.3 13,6 15.8 23.8 32,7 (8) (8)
STANDARD ERROR & . 4 o o o o o o . 0.3 0.3 0.8 1.0 1.8 3.7 4.3 (8) (8)
BELOW SPECIFIED POVERTY LEVELe-
INCLUDES CHILD SUPPORT
NUMBER
BELOW 75 PERCENT & & & & o ¢ ¢ & & & 827 788 83 77 46 13 8 4 6 - - - 1 828 119
STANDARD ERROR & ¢ 4 « o o o o o « a3 40 13 13 10 5 4 3 4 - - - m eoe
BELOW 100 PERCENT, . , . . . o « o .| 1 343| 1 186 1%6 161 75 29 14 12 9 2 - - 1 598 89
STANDARD ERROR o o o o o o o o &+ & 54 51 19 18 13 8 6 5 4 2 - - cos ces
BELOW 125 PERCENT, , { o o o o o o .| 1 706 1 485 221 202 107 40 20 17 9 7 1 - 1725 82
STANDARD ERROR o » 4 o o o o & & . 61 57 22 21 15 9 7 6 4 4 1 - .es .o
POVERTY RATE
BELOW 75 PERCENT . . ¢ v v o o & &« & 16,8 20.2 6.6 6.8 10,4 S.4 5.2 2,6 8,7 - (8) (8) . .or
STANDARD ERROR & & 4 o o o o o o & 0,8 1.0 1.0 1.1 2.1 2,2 2.6 1.8 Sl - (8) (B) ves .re
BELOW 100 PERCENT, . ¢ & o o o o & . 27.3 32,3 12,5 12.4 16,8 12,3 9.0 7.0 13,5 6.5 (8) (8) "es eee
STANDARD ERROR & & ¢ & ¢ o o o o 0.9 1.1 1.4 1.4 2,6 3.2 3.4 2,9 6,2 6.5 (8) (8) ves eos
BELOW 125 PERCENT, . . o ¢ ¢ o o &+ & 34,7 80.4 17,7 17.7 24,0 17.2 12.5 10,2 13,5 23,2 (8) (8) .en oo
STANDARD ERROR o & o 4 & o o & & . 1,0 1.2 1.6 1.7 3.0 3.7 3.9 3.4 6,2 11,0 (8) (8) “es eee
BELOW SPECIFIED POVERTY LEVELew
EXCLUDES CHILD SUPPORT
NUMBER
BELOW 75 PERCENT , . , . .« . 150 59 26 16 19 12 7 3 7 3 818 29
STANDARD ERROR , , , o . » 18 11 8 6 6 H 4 3 4 ees oo
BELOW 100 PERCENT, . , + . & 219 91 a0 22 24 16 9 s 7 3 225
STANDARD ERROR , , , o . » 22 18 9 7 7 6 q 3 q ves ees
BELOW 128 PERCENT, , . . . . 276 114 53 26 37 20 12 7 7 214 19
STANDARD ERROR , . , . . 25 16 11 8 9 7 5 L) 4 ses ore
POVERTY RATE
BELOW 73 PERCENT o . & o ¢ ¢ o o o & .ee cee vee 13.2 13,2 11,2 10.3 11.1 18,2 23.2 (8) 8)
STANDARD ERROR & &+ & & o« o« o & & « .ee 1.5 2.8 3.1 3.6 3.6 7.0 11.0 (B) (B)
BELOW 100 PERCENT, & ¢ & o o o & & cee oee aee 18,9 20,5 17,3 13,7 14,3 28,3 26,7 (8) (8)
ANDARD ERROR , , . . & o ¢ o « . .o eve 1.7 2,8 3.7 4.0 4.0 7.8 11.6 (8) (8)
BELOW 125 PERCENT, o . o « ¢ o & . . eee oo 28.2 25,7 22,6 16,5 21.9 30,0 36,9 (B) (8)
STANDARD ERROR , o ¢« ¢ o o« o o o . eee vee 1.9 3.1 4,1 4.4 q, 8,3 12,6 (8) (8)

1SUPPORT PAYMENTS INCLUDE CHILD SUPPORT,

NOT SPECIFICALLY ENUMERATED IN THE SIE.

ALIMONY,

REGULAR

CONTRIBUTIONS FROM PERSONS NOT LIVING IN THE HOUSEHOLD: AND OTHER SOURCLS OF INCOME

(
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Table 8. Selected Characteristics of Currently Divorced, Separated, Remarried, and Never-Married Women, by Amount of

Child Support Payments Received in 1975: SIE

(NUMBERS IN THOUSANDS.

WOMEN AS OF SPRING 1976,

FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SEE TEXT)

WOMEN DIVORCED OR SEPARATED BEFORE 1975 WHO HAD ONE OR MORE OWN CHILDREN UNDER 18 YEARS OLD
LIVING WITH THEM AT THE TIME OF DIVORCE OR SEPARATION AND AT THE SURVEY DATE.

RECEIVED SUPPORT PAYMENTS IN 1975

RECEIVED CHILD SUPPORT BUT NO OTHER SUPPORT PAYMENTS

DID AMOUNT OF CHILD SUPPORT PAYMENTS RECEIVED
SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS NOT
RECEIVE MEAN AMOUNT
CAILD
SUPPORT $1| $1,000( $1,500| $2,000| $3,000| $4,000| $5,000| $7,000 STANDARD
IN TO TO T0 TO0 TO TO0 TO AND [ VALUE ERROR
TOTAL 1975| TOTAL| TOTAL $999| $1,499( $1,999| $2,999 | $3,999| $4,999| $6,999 OVER | (DOLS.)| (DOLS,)
TOTAL. . .. oo 4922 3676 1 246| 1137 445 232 160 170 67 32 19 11 2 433 107
STANDARD ERROR .+ . + & + . . 80 69 40 39 24 17 15 15 9 7 5 4 ves ces
MARITAL STATUS OF WOMAN
CURRENTLY DIVORCED . , o & ¢ o o o .| 1 333 773 561 487 176 104 64 77 35 15 12 4 2 836 187
CURRENTLY SEPARATED, . . . . e 689 564 125 110 49 16 13 16 4 5 1 6 3178 272
REMARRIED WOMEN WHOSE PREVIOUS
MARRIAGE ENDED IN DIVORCE ., , . . .| 2 001| 1 477 524 504 197 103 83 75 27 11 6 2 1 947 144
NEVER=MARRIED: ¢ o « ¢ o o ¢ o o o 899 863 37 36 23 10 - 3 - 1 - - 1 503 145
RACE AND SPANISH ORIGIN OF WOMAN
WHITE. o o o o o o « o o « o o o o .| 3488 2400 1 088 990 357 207 144 161 60 31 18 11 2 536 120
BLACK. & o o ¢ o o « o o o o o o o o 1372 1225 147 140 85 24 16 9 4 1 1 - 1 601 133
SPANISH ORIGIN?, & . 4 4 ¢ ¢ o & & & 363 303 60 57 28 12 6 6 3 1 - - 1977 254
AGE OF WOMAN
14 70 28 YEARS & & & o o o o o o o & 732 652 80 76 48 15 7 2 2 1 - 2 1 388 163
25 T0 29 YEARS & & v o ¢ o o o o o 966 707 259 254 123 63 35 30 1 2 - - 1 338 65
30 TO 34 YEARS , 4 & 4 o « ¢ o s o o| 1 064 723 341 312 106 66 52 46 20 16 5 3 2 393 136
35 TO 39 YEARS & & v 6 o o ¢ o o o &« 884 607 277 252 83 37 38 48 26 5 10 5 2 698 205
40 TO 44 YEARS 4 o v o o o ¢ o o o & 631 467 164 138 47 28 16 29 6 7 3 2 3 897 622
45 YEARS AND OVER, . 4 & « o o o & & 646 520 125 105 39 24 13 15 12 2 1 - 3 381 377
YEAR OF DIVORCE OR SEPARATION
1978 o 4 0 o o 0 6 0 o o PRI 567 301 265 228 68 53 32 40 15 7 6 7 2 7719 186
1973 4 4 o o 0 0 6 e o o o 0 0 o o 472 289 183 161 57 24 31 29 9 10 - 2 2 846 299
1972 ¢ o o o o o o o 0 0 o s e o 0 s 407 240 166 156 46 36 27 20 13 5 8 1 2 506 202
1971 ¢ o 6 6 o 0 o o 0 0 o o o o o 344 223 121 112 40 26 18 16 7 2 2 - 2 7119 525
1970 o 6 o o ¢ ¢ o o o o o ¢ o o o 354 244 110 106 35 26 19 16 6 3 1 1 1 947 175
1965 70°1969 . o . o oLl 1017 %7 270 251 123 44 27 36 14 4 2 - 2 065 222
1960 TO 1964 , o v . 4 v 4 o 0 v . . 474 398 76 72 42 11 6 9 2 - 1 - 1 595 159
55 TO 1959 & & o o 6 o o o 0 0 4. 223 208 15 14 9 3 - 2 - - - - (8) (8)
BEFORE 19554 ¢ o o« « o o o ¢ o o « &« 166 163 4 2 1 - - 1 - - - - (8) (8)
NUMBER OF OWN CHILDREN
1 ONN CHILDy & & o 4 o o o o « o « o] 1988 1529 459 415 191 119 53 32 10 6 1 3 2 258 194
2 OWN CHILDREN , . P 469| 1 061 408 369 133 63 58 4 24 8 8 2 2 469 198
3 OR MORE OWN CHILDREN . e e o .| 1u66| 1 086 380 352 121 50 50 64 33 18 11 7 2 600 157
MEAN NUMBER OF OWN CHILOREN. . . . . 2.05 2,04 2,08 2.10 1,97 1.78 2,21 2.29 2,58 2,89 (8) (8) .o .o
AGE OF YOUNGEST OWN CHILD
UNDER 5 YEARS: « o o ¢ o o o o o o | 1631 1 306 325 309 143 73 44 30 8 8 2 1 1 751 111
5 TO 11 YEARS, 4 o« v ¢ o o o o o o .| 2081 1 490 592 554 201 98 76 95 44 17 15 9 2 310 129
12 TO 17 YEARS 4 4 & 4 o o o s & « o 1 210 881 329 274 102 62 39 46 15 8 2 1 3 448 327
TYPE OF RESIDENCE
INSIDE HETROPOLITAN AREAS. . o . . .| 3 666] 2 746 921 829 313 165 114 128 S4 28 16 11 2 704 143
IN CENTRAL € Se o o s o o o o o 19431 1 550 393 363 149 82 45 50 20 8 7 2 2 459 232
OUTSIDE CENTRAL cn‘xEs e e e e e .| 17231 1196 528 466 164 83 69 78 34 20 9 8 2 890 177
OUTSIDE METROPOLITAN AREAS . . . . .| 1 256 930 325 308 132 67 46 42 13 4 3 1 1 709 82
TENURE
OWNER OCCUPIED . & . & ¢ o o« o . o .| 2245 1 574 670 603 218 118 85 101 41 19 16 3 2 699 164
RENTER OCCUPIED, o v o o « ¢ o » o .| 2 596 2 041 555 515 216 111 72 68 24 11 4 8 2 141 137
OCCUPIER PAID NO CASH RENT , . . . . 82 61 20 19 10 3 3 1 1 2 - - (8) (8)
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF WOMAN
ELEMENTARY! LESS THAN 9 YEARS , . . 597 531 66 g; :: ;g }8 5 g Z I 5 i 239’ i::
HIGH SCHOOL3 et e e e 3
164 s o l TO 3 E l}S. o s s e ; (3)1102 i %23 g%‘l g59 221 117 'I§ gg 27 14 6 2 1 962 76
COLLEGE 1 To 3 YEARS. « & . . . 702 450 252 215 62 50 36 30 14 10 8 5 3 228 285
4 YEARS OR MORE . . . . 265 146 118 103 30 18 12 16 14 7 4 1 5 288 825
TYPE OF INCOME IN 1975 OF WOMAN
WITH EARNINGS, e 0 s e .| 3100/ 2138 963 875 322 183 126 140 53 27 17 8 2 431 122
WITH OTHER INCOMES | . .| 3288 2 ou3| 1 245 1 136 444 232 160 170 67 32 19 11 2 434 107
WITH GOVIT TRANSFER PAYMENTSS . . .| 2 oso| 1 746 294 275 140 52 27 37 1 5 1 2 1 694 95
PUBLIC ASSISTANCE INCOME, , . .| 1 562| 1 404 158 149 92 28 14 11 1 2 - - 1 315 72
AID TO FAM, WITH DEP, CHILD..| 1 490 1 343 147 139 90 25 12 8 1 2 - - 1 282 76
OTHER GOV'!T TRANSFER PAYMENTS . 628 473 155 145 62 28 13 27 9 3 1 2 1 983 161
WITH GOVIT TRANSFER PAYMENTS ONLY 924 924 - - - - - - - - - - (8) (8)
WITH OTHER UNEARNED INCOME, . . . .| 1 668 421 | 1 246| 1 137 445 232 160 170 67 32 19 11 2 433 107
! SUPPORT PAYMENTS INCLUDE CHILD SUPPORT, ALIMONY, REGULAR CONTRIBUTIONS FROM PERSONS NOT LIVING IN THE HOUSEHOLD, AND OTHER SOURCES OF INCOME

NOT SPECIFICALLY ENUMERATED IN THE SIE.
?PERSONS OF SPANISH ORIGIN MAY BE OF ANY RACE
3DETAIL DOES NOT ADD TO TOTAL BECAUSE SOME WOMEN HAVE MORE THAN ONE OF THE TYPES OF INCOME SPECIFIED,

NOTE!

GOVERNMENT TRANSFER PAYMENTS INCLUDE SOCIAL SECURITY OR RAILROAD RETIREMENT, SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME, PUBLIC ASSISTANCE OR WELFARE
PAYMENTS, VETERANS' PAYMENTS, AND UNEMPLOYMENT AND WORKMEN'S COMPENSATIONS.



14

Table 8. Selected Characteristics of Currently Divorced, Separated, Remarried, and Never-Married Women, by Amount of
Child Support Payments Received in 1975: SIE—Continued

(NUMBLRS IN THOUSANDS. WOMEN AS OF SPRING 1976,
LIVING WITH THEM AT THL TIML OF DIVORCt OR SLPARATION AND AT THE SURVLY DATE,

WOMEN DIVORC:.D OR SEFARATED BEFORL 1975 wHU HAD ONEL OR MORE OWN CHILDREN UNDER 18 YEARS OLD
FOR MEANING OF SYMBOLS, SLE TEXT)

RECEIVED SUPPORT PAYMENTS IN 1975%
RECCIVED CHILD SUPFORT BUT NO OTHER SUPPORT PAYMENTS
D10 AMOUNT OF CHILD SUPPORT PAYMENTS RECEIVED
SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS NOT
RECE]VE MEAN AMOUNT
CHILD
SUPPORT $1| 81,000 81,500 $2,000| $3,000| 84,000 | 85,000 | 87,000 STANDARD
N T0 T0 To T0 T0 T0 T0 AND | VALUE ERROR
TOTAL 1975| TOTAL| TOTAL $999 | $1,499 | $1,999 | 92,999 | 33,999 84,999 | 36,999 OVER | (DOLS,)| (DOLS,)
INCOME IN 1975 OF WOMAN
WITHOUT INCOME , & ¢ v o ¢ o o « o « 514 514 - - - - - - - - - - (B) (8)
WITH INCOME, & 4 & o « o = « « « o .| 4 408/ 3 162| 1 246| 1 137 445 232 160 170 67 32 19 11 2 433 107
$1 TO sv99 OR'LOSS + v s v n v . 322 247 7% 7 n - - - - - - - 650 4s
$1,000 TO 81,999 . + & . o & . . . 447 349 97 95 33 37 26 - - - - - 1 201 a7
$2,000 TO 82,999 . . & ¢« ¢ & o & . 539 344 95 93 40 19 10 24 - - - - 1 852 1)
$3,000 TO $3,999 . . . . o o . . . 524 450 74 65 26 11 11 6 10 - - - 2 059 102
$4,000 TO 4,999 . . . . . . ... 468! 368 100 9% 39 21 9 11 8 6 - -l 1901 120
$5,000 TO 85,999 . . . . . « . . . 393 293 101 91 37 23 8 13 4 3 3 - 2 168 143
36,000 TO 86,999 . . ¢ « « ¢ &« . . 320 225 95 86 40 18 14 8 3 1 2 - 2 008 159
$7,000 TO 87,999 ., . . . . & . . . 308 211 97 87 29 23 12 16 4 2 - 1 1 919 126
$8,000 TO 39,999 « e e e e s e 447 264 184 167 47 40 32 30 9 2 5 2 2 886 151
$10,000 TO $14,999 . . 506 249 257 230 69 37 33 49 18 14 5 6 2 809 157
$15,000 TO 824,999 ., & v &+ ¢ o o . 114 50 64 52 13 5 4 12 8 4 4 2 6 150 748
$25,000 AND OVER ., ., , . . o . . . 21 12 9 5 1 - - 1 2 - 1 1 (8) (8)
MEDIAN INCOME o » +OOLLARS , | 4 797 4 286 857 6 688 5 362 6 350 7172 8 438 8 5881 10 737 (8) (8) .os
STANDARD ERROR. . . .DOLLARS . . 82 88 213 227 32 482 567 482 97 1 745 t8) (8) Iy
MEAN INCOME , , , ., . .DOLLARS , .| 5 747, 5 093 407( 7 183| 5 866, 6 527| 7 204| 8 611 10 015] 10 204 (8) (8) von
STANDARD ERROR « » «DOLLARS , 82 86 183 186 241 297 395 401 950 942 (8) (8) oo
WORK EXPERIENCE IN 1975 OF WOMAN
NORKED e s e e e a| 3126] 21%7 970 881 324 184 127 142 53 27 17 8 2 827 121
WORKED AT “FOLL-TIME " U0BS PP 2 499 1 693 806 745 2N 162 112 119 40 24 11 5 2 206 118
40 WEEKS OR MORE . & & o & o . 1 810 1 188 623 579 213 119 88 97 31 19 7 L) 2 184 183
50 7O 52 WEEKS , . o+ & & o . 1 847 1 007 540 501 182 106 75 82 29 19 6 3 2 205 159
39 WEEKS OR LESS “ e e e . 689 506 183 166 58 42 24 22 9 5 4 2 2 282 185
WORKED AT PART=TIME JOBS e e 627 q64 163 136 53 22 15 23 12 3 ] 2 3 637 428
40 WEEKS OR MORE , . o & & & . 281 205 76 64 21 12 8 13 (] 1 3 1 4 176 858
50 TO 52 WEEXKS . . & o & o . 200 186 54 45 13 9 7 10 3 1 3 - 3 4a8 863
39 WEEKS OR LESS & & & & & 4 348 258 87 72 32 11 7 10 6 2 3 2 3157 227
PART=-YEAR WORKERS, . . 1 379 1 004 375 338 130 69 45 51 21 7 8 5 2 622 201
MAIN REASON FOR PART-YEAR WORK1
LOOKING FOR WORK, . & o o & o 387 285 102 88 30 20 12 18 5 1 2 - 2 478 267
ILL OR DISABLED ., . . 183 134 49 45 21 10 7 5 2 - - - 1 639 230
GCING TO SCHOOL , ., . 9% 78 18 14 9 2 - 2 - - - - (8) (8)
KEEPING HOUSE o & o ¢ o o o & & 638 487 181 167 58 34 23 23 13 6 6 L 2 448 186
ALL OTHER REASONS . . & o « o . T4 50 24 21 12 2 3 3 - - - 1 (8) (8)
OID NOT WORK , o .. 1 79 1 520 anm 255 121 48 33 28 14 5 2 L} 2 452 232
MATN REASON FOR' NOT IORKINGI
ILL OR DISABLED: & 4, 4 4 o o & .« 201 176 25 23 9 8 3 2 - - - - (B) (8)
GOING TO SCHOOL: &+ 4 & o o o o & 103 90 13 8 3 3 1 2 - - - - (8) (B)
KEEPING HOUSE, + o o . 1 262 1 o064 198 184 89 28 25 23 8 5 1 L} 2 436 301
ALL OTHER REASONS: & o o o o & . 23 189 41 40 20 9 5 1 5 - 1 - 1 609 310
OCCUPATIQN GROUP OF LONGEST JOB OF
WOMAN
TOTAL* P T R 3 126 2 187 970 881 328 184 127 1!2‘ 53 27 17 8 2 827 121
WHITE-COLLAR IORKERS o s . . 1 693 1 042 652 589 191 122 91 109 35 22 135 6 2 650 172
PROFESSIONAL & HANAGERYAL IORKERS. 523 305 218 199 65 33 26 36 15 11 9 3 3 361 L) ]
CLERICAL AND SALES WORKERS , , . . 1170 736 434 390 125 89 64 73 19 11 6 3 2 287 122
BLUE-COLLAR WORKERS, . & o o o« & & . 592 /49 143 137 64 29 19 15 ? 2 1 - 1 570 108
SERVICE WORKERS, & o 4 4 o o o o o « 808 680 168 149 (1] 33 17 18 11 3 1 1 2 808 188
LIVING ARRANGEMENTS AND POVERTY
STATUS
IN PRIMARY FAMILIESS
TOTAL PERSONS, . & & o o o« o « .| 17 296; 12 782| 4 S13| 4 151| 1 538 765 616 664 289 146 91 82 .ee s
BELOW POVERTV LEVEL. e e e . 4 659 4 083 576 516 256 85 67 52 43 13 - - oo coe
TOTAL OWN CHILDREN , & o o o o . 9 %32 7 007 2 525 2 316 840 399 3%2 375 172 93 58 27 ces cee
BELOW POVERTY LEVEL. . o o . . 3 001 2 618 383 339 165 52 50 33 29 10 - - cea cee
NOT IN SUBFAMILIES!
TOTAL PERSONS, , . . s ¢ o o o 17 082] 12 612 4 470 4 109 1 528 761 606 660 279 146 9 42
BELOW POVERTY LEVEL. .+ » o » .| 4 819 3 963 556 496 247 84 64 52 36 13 - -
TOTAL OWN CHILDREN . . & & o . . 9 414 6 915 2 499 2 291 833 397 386 374 168 93 58 27
BELOW POVERTY LEVEL. . . . . . 2 922 2 852 370 326 161 51 47 33 23 10 - -
IN SUBFAMILIESY
TOTAL PERSONS, c e e e 214 170 83 42 15 3 10 4 10 - - -
BELOW POVERTY" LEVEL e e e 141 120 20 20 8 1 3 - 7 - - - e
TOTAL OWN CHILDREN , « o o o« « o 118 92 26 25 17 2 [) 2 8 - - - cee
BELOW POVERTY LEVEL. o & + o . 19 66 13 13 L} 1 3 - 5 - - - coe
IN SECONDARV FAHILIESl
TOTAL PERSON P e e e . 990 865 128 119 69 25 2 21 - - - 1 vee eee
BELOW POVERTV LEVEL. . .+ .+ . . 255 282 13 12 6 6 - - - - - - ces eee
TOTAL OWN CHILOREN . o« o & & o . 876 506 70 67 37 15 1 13 - - - 1 vee cee
BELOW POVERTY LEVEL, . . . . . 154 1847 7 7 3 4 - - - - - - coe cen

1'SUPPORT PAYMENTS INCLUDL CHILD SUPPORT,
NOT SHECIFICALLY ENUMERATED IN THE SIC.
*INCLUDES FARM WORKERS, NUT SHOWN SEPARATELY,

ALIMONY, REGULAR

CONTRIBUTIONS FROM PERSONS NOT LIVING IN THE HOUSEMOLD,

AND OTHER SOURCES OF INCOME
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Table 9. Currently Divorced, Separated, Remarried, and Never-Married Women, by Amount of Child Support
Payments Received in 1975, for Regions and Divisions: SIE

(Numbers in thousands., Women as of Spring 1976, Women divorced or separated before 1975 who had one or more own children under 18 years old living with them
at the time of divorce or separation and at the survey date. For meaning of symbols, see text)

Total Received support payments in 1975}

Received child support but no other support payments

Amount of child support payments received

Reglons and divisions
Did not Mean amount
receive .
child $1 | $1,000 | $1,500 | $2,000 | $3,000 | $4,000 | $5,000 | $7,000 Standard
Standard support to to to to to to to and Value error
Number error | 4in 1975 | Total | Total $999 | $1,499 | $1,999 | $2,999 | $3,999 | $4,999 | $6,999 over | (dols.) (dols.)
United StateS..ccecones 4,922 80 3,676 | 1,246 | 1,137 445 232 160 170 67 32 19 11 2,433 107
Northeast....coeee 1,004 37 788 216 186 63 41 18 37 12 8 2 5 3,206 376
New England..... 224 11 173 51 45 15 10 4 9 3 2 1 1 2,696 250
Middle AtlantiC.secccccascs 780 36 615 164 141 48 31 14 28 9 6 1 4 3,367 524
North Central.ccccacecccacess 1,204 33 874 330 304 106 70 44 52 20 ) - 2,243 135
East North Central. 904 30 649 255 236 79 52 35 43 17 4 7 2,273 167
West North Central. 300 14 225 75 68 27 18 9 9 3 1 1 2,139 208
SOUth..cccsesonsesccsnsscsnns 1,714 48 1,313 400 378 168 79 58 . 38 22 7 3 2 2,126 186
South Atlantic.... . 853 35 646 207 189 74 47 35 18 11 1 3 - 2,318 233
East South Central. . 357 20 273 84 80 42 14 10 8 3 2 - 1 1,509 159
West South Central....ceeee 505 26 395 110 109 52 18 13 12 8 5 - 1 2,248 493
WeSt..ooseessosssnscnncccanss 1,000 41 700 300 268 108 43 40 43 12 12 7 4 2,543 228
Mountain....c.. 232 9 165 67 61 27 12 8 - 8 3 2 1 1 2,535 375
PacifiCeivececsacccacccaces 768 40 535 233 207 81 31 32 35 10 10 6 3 2,545 200
lsupport payments include child support, alimony, regular contribut: “n persons not living in the household, and other sources of income

not specifically enumerated in the SIE.
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Table 10. Selected Characteristics of Currently Divorced and Separated Women by Receipt
of Alimony Payments in 1975: SIE

(Numbers in thousands. Women as of Spring 1976, Divorced or separated before 1975. For
meaning of ‘symbols, see text)

Did not Received alimony payments
Selected characteristics receive
of women alimony Percent
Total payments Number of total
TOtAlesuerneeneennerneennrnns 4,522 4,342 180 4.0
Standard €rror...c.eccccess 76 75 15 ces
MARITAL STATUS
Currently divorced....cececececsces 3,200 3,054 146 4.6
Currently separated...cceceeeecccsss 1,322 1,288 34 2.6
RACE AND SPANISH ORIGIN
Whit€..evecescocoscosacssssocanssns 3,303 3,139 164 5.0
BlaCKeecoeeoooesossssasosssccscnnss 1,150 1,138 12 1.0
Spanish originl......ccovceveecaans 307 303 4 1.3
AGE
14 to 24 years.eieeeessceccacsasoes 255 252 4 1.6
25 t0 29 YEArS..c.cececsosscassasas 607 601 5 0.8
30 to 34 years...cceececoccssecenes 588 564 24 4.1
35 t0 39 YeArS...e-ceeeecoccccosesas]| 522 498 23 4.4
40 to 44 yearsS...c.eoceceosecccnces 489 461 28 5.7
45 years and OVer.....ecceveccecoce 2,062 1,966 96 4.7
AGE OF YOUNGEST OWN CHILD
Under 5 yearsS...ccceceeccssconscssse 525 513 12 2.3
5 to 11 yeArS.cccececcoccacossacsns 1,039 1,006 33 3.2
12 to 17 yearS...eescescscescscecsoses 663 607 56 8.4
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT
Elementary: Less than 9 years.... 877 863 14 1.6
High school: 1 to 3 years.cecscees 983 961 22 2.2
4 years.o.oo.ooo'oooo 1,581 1,515 66 4.2
College: 1 to 3 yearseececcecee 676 634 42 6.2
4 years Or more...... 405 370 35 8.6

lpersons of Spanish origin may be of any race.
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Appendix

DEFINITIONS AND EXPLANATIONS

Population coverage. This report includes the civilian non-
institutional population of the United States and approxi-
mately 1,000,000 members of the Armed Forces in the
United States living off post or with their families on post,
but excludes all other members of the Armed Forces.

Age. The age classification is based on the age of the person
at the last birthday.

Race. The population is divided into three groups on the
basis of race: White, Black, and ‘“‘other races.” The last
category includes Indians, Japanese, Chinese, and any other
race except White and Black.

Persons of Spanish origin. Persons of Spanish origin in this
report were determined on the basis of a question that asked
for self-identification of the person’s origin or descent.
Respondents were asked to select their origin (or the origin
of some other household member) from a ‘‘flash card"’ listing
ethnic origins. Persons of Spanish origin, in particular, were
those who indicated that their origin was Mexican, Puerto
Rican, Cuban, Central or South American, or some other
Spanish origin. It should be noted that persons of Spanish
origin may be of any race.

Marital status. The marital status classification identifies four
major categories: single (never married), married, widowed,
and divorced. These terms refer to the marital status at the
time of the enumeration.

The category ‘“‘married’’ is further divided into “married,
spouse present,’” ‘‘separated,” and ‘‘other married, spouse
absent.” A person was classified as ‘’married, spouse present’’
if the husband or wife was reported as a member of the
household, even though he or she may have been temporarily
absent on business or on vacation, visiting, in a hospital, etc.,
at the time of the enumeration. Persons reported as separated
included those with legal separations, those living apart with
intentions of obtaining a divorce, and other persons perma-
nently or temporarily separated because of marital discord.
The group ‘““other married, spouse absent’”’ includes married
persons living apart because either the husband or wife was
employed and living at a considerable distance from home,
was serving away from home in the Armed Forces, had
moved to another area, or had a different place of residence
for any other reason except separation as defined above.

Marital history. In addition to their current marital status,
persons 14 years old and over were asked how many times
they had been married; when they had married for the first
time; whether that marriage had ended in widowhood or
divorce and when that marriage had ended (if it was no
longer intact); and-if they had remarried, they were asked
when they had entered their latest marriage and when that
marriage had ended (if it was no longer intact). All dates
were recorded in terms of month and year, and this detail
was used in deriving age at each event or interval between
events.

Family. The term “‘family,’” as used here, refers to a group of
two persons or more related by blood, marriage, or adoption
and residing together; all such persons are considered as
members of one family. A lodger and his/her spouse who are
not related to the person or persons who maintain the
household, or a resident employee and his/her spouse living
in, are considered as a separate family. Thus, a household
may contain more than one family. However, if the son of
the person or couple who maintains the household and the
son’s wife are members of the household, they are treated as
part of the parent’s family. A person maintaining a house-
hold alone, or with unrelated persons only, is regarded as a
household but not as a family. Thus, some households do not
contain a family.

Primary family. A primary family is a family that includes
among its members the person or couple who maintains the
household.

Secondary family. A secondary family is a family that does
not include among its members the person or couple who
maintains the household, or any persons related to the
person or couple who maintains the household. Members of
secondary families may include persons such as guests,
lodgers, or resident employees and their relatives living in a
household.

Subfamily. A subfamily is a married couple with or without
children, or one parent with one or more own single children
under 18 years old, living in a household and related to, but
not including, the person or couple who maintains the
household. The most common example of a subfamily is a
young married couple sharing the home of the husband’s or
wife’s parents. Members of a subfamily are also members of a
primary family. The number of subfamilies, therefore, is not
included in the number of families.
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Own children. ““Own’’ children in a family are sons and
daughters, including stepchildren and adopted children, of
the householder. Similarly, ““own” children in a subfamily
are sons and daughters of the person(s) maintaining the sub-
family. For each type of family unit identified, the count of
own children under 18 years old is limited to single (never
married) children.

Children ever born. The question ‘‘How many babies
has...ever had, if any? (Do not count stillbirths)’’ was
asked of all women 14 to 49 years old who were reported as
married (including separated), widowed, or divorced, and all
women 18 to 49 years old who were reported single (never
married). When asking about children ever born, interviewers
were instructed to include children born to the woman
before her present marriage, children no longer living, and
children away from home as well as children who were still
living in the home. It is possible that some never-married
mothers living with one or more of their natural children
reported themselves as having been married. In addition,
many mothers who first married after the birth of one or
more children counted those children, as they were expected
to do. Nevertheless, data are probably less complete for
births out of wedlock than for births within wedlock.

Years of school completed. Data on years of school
completed in this report were derived from the combination
of answers to two questions (a) ‘“What is the highest grade of
school this person has ever attended? ” and (b) ““Did this
person finish this grade? ”

The questions on educational attainment apply only to
progress in ‘“‘regular’” schools. Such schools include graded
public, private, and parochial elementary and high schools
(both junior and senior high), colleges, universities, and
professional schools, whether day schools or night schools.
Thus, regular schooling is that which may advance a person
toward an elementary school certificate or high school
diploma, or a college, university, or professional school
degree. Schooling in other than regular schools was counted
only if the credits obtained were regarded as transferable to a
school in the regular school system.

Metropolitan-nonmetropolitan residence. The population re-
siding in standard metropolitan statistical areas (SMSA’s)
constitutes the metropolitan population. Except in New
England, an SMSA is a county or group of contiguous
counties which contain at least one city of 50,000 inhabi-
tants or more, or ‘“‘twin cities’” with a combined population
of at least 50,000. In addition to the county or counties
containing such a city or cities, contiguous counties are
included in an SMSA if, according to certain criteria, they are
essentially metropolitan in character and are socially and
economically integrated with the central city. In New
England, SMSA's consist of towns and cities, rather than
counties. The figures shown in this report for SMSA’s are
based on the SMSA’s as defined on the basis of the 1970
census.

Central cities. Each SMSA must include at least one central
city, and the complete title of an SMSA identifies the central
city or cities. If only one central city is designated, then it
must have 50,000 inhabitants or more. The area title may
include, in addition to the largest city, up to two city names
on the basis and in the order of the following criteria: (1)
The additional city has at least 250,000 inhabitants or (2)
the additional city has a population of one-third or more of
that of the largest city and a minimum population of 25,000.
An exception occurs where two cities have contiguous
boundaries and constitute, for economic and social purposes,
a single community of at least 50,000, the smaller of which
must have a population of at least 15,000.

Geographic regions. The four major regions and nine Census
divisions of the United States represent groups of States, as
follows:

Northeast:
New England: Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New
Hampshire, Rhode Island, Vermont.
Middie Atlantic: New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania.

North Central:
East North Central: lllinois, Indiana, Michigan, Ohio,
Wisconsin.
West North Central: lowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Mis-
souri, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota.

South:

South Atlantic: Delaware, District of Columbia,
Florida, Georgia, Maryland, North Carolina, South Carolina,
Virginia, West Virginia.

East South Central: Alabama, Kentucky, Mississippi,
Tennessee.

West South Central: Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma,
Texas.

West:
Mountain: Arizona, Colorado, l|daho, Montana,
Nevada, New Mexico, Utah, Wyoming.
Pacific: Alaska, California, Hawaii, Oregon, Wash-
ington.

Tenure. A housing unit is “owner occupied’’ if the owner or
co-owner lives in the unit, even if it is mortgaged or not fully
paid for. A cooperative or condominium unit is ‘‘owner
occupied” only if the owner or co-owner lives in it. All other
occupied units are classified as ‘‘renter occupied,’” including
units rented for cash rent and those occupied without
payment of cash rent. For renter-occupied units, information
was also obtained as to whether the unit was publicly owned
or subsidized by the Federal, State, or local government.

Occupation. The data on occupation refer to the job held
during the survey week. Persons employed at two or more
jobs were reported in the job at which they worked the
greatest number of hours during the week.

The data on occupation refer to the job held longest
during the income year.
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The major occupation groups are combined into four
divisions, as follows:

White-collar workers. Professional, technical, and kindred
workers; managers and administrators, except farm; sales
workers; and clerical and kindred workers.

Blue-collar workers. Craft and kindred workers; opera-
tives, except transport; transport equipment operatives; and
laborers, except farm.

Farm workers. Farmers and farm managers; and farm
laborers and supervisors.

Service workers. Service workers, excluding private house-
holds; and private household workers.

The sequence in which these four divisions appear is not
intended to imply that any division has a higher social or skill
level than another.

Work experience. A person with work experience is one who,
during the preceding calendar year, did any civilian work for
pay or profit or worked without pay on a family-operated
farm or business at any time during the year, on a part-time
or full-time basis.

Weeks worked. Persons are classified according to the
number of different weeks, during the preceding calendar
year, in which they did any civilian work for pay or profit
(including paid vacations and sick leave) or worked without
pay on a family-operated farm or business.

Part-time or full-time jobs. A person is classified as having
worked at part-time jobs during the preceding calendar year,
if he worked at civilian jobs which provided less than 35
hours of work per week in a majority of the weeks in which
he worked during the year. He is classified as having worked
at full-time jobs if he worked 35 hours or more per week
during a majority of the weeks in which he worked.

Year-round full-time worker. A year-round full-time worker
is one who worked primarily at full-time civilian jobs for 50
weeks or more during the preceding calendar year.

Nonworker. A nonworker is one who did not do any civilian
work in the calendar year preceding the survey.

Main reason for working part year. For persons who worked
1 to 49 weeks during the year, the main reason for working
part year is based on the response to the question ‘“What
were you doing most of the remaining weeks?

Main reason for not working. For persons who reported that
they did not work at a civilian job for pay or profit or on a
family-operated farm or business during the year, the main
reason for not working is derived from the response to the
question ““What were you doing most of last year?”’

Income. For each person in the sample 14 years old and over,
questions were asked on the amount of money income
received in the preceding calendar year from each of the
following sources: (1) Money wages or salary; (2) net income
from nonfarm self-employment; (3) net income from farm
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self-employment; (4) Social Security or railroad retirement;
(5) Supplemental Security income; (6) public assistance or
welfare payments; (7) interest (on savings or bonds); (8)
dividends, income from estates or trusts, or net rental
income; (9) veterans’ payments or unemployment and
workmen’s compensation; (10) private pensions or govern-
ment employee pensions; (11) alimony or child support,
regular contributions from persons not living in the house-
hold, and other periodic income.

When an indefinite amount was reported by the respond-
ent, a specific value was assigned during processing wherever
possible. If the indefinite amount was reported in terms of a
range, the midpoint of the range was assigned (i.e., $10,000
to $15,000 was coded as $12,500). Open-ended amounts
were converted to designated specific amounts; e.g., over

$10,000 may be coded as $15,000.
It should be noted that although the income statistics

refer to receipts during the preceding year the characteristics
of the person, such as age, labor force status, etc., and the
composition of families refer to the time of the survey. The
income of the family does not include amounts received by
persons who were members of the family during all or part of
the income year if these persons no longer resided with the
family at the time of enumeration. On the other hand, family
income includes amounts reported by related persons who
did not reside with the family during the income year but
who were members of the family at the time of enumeration.

Data on consumer income collected in the SIE by the
Bureau of the Census cover money income received (exclu-
sive of certain money receipts such as capital gains) before
payments for personal income taxes, Social Security, union
dues, Medicare deductions, etc. Therefore, money income
does not reflect the fact that some families receive part of
their income in the form of nonmoney transfers such as food
stamps, health benefits, and subsidized housing; that many
farm families receive nonmoney income in the form of
rent-free housing and goods produced and consumed on the
farm; or that nonmoney incomes are also received by some
nonfarm residents which often take the form of the use of
business transportation and facilities, full or partial payments
by business for retirement programs, medical and educational
expenses, etc. These elements should be considered when
comparing income levels. Moreover, readers should be aware
that for many different reasons there is a tendency in
household surveys for respondents to underreport their
income. From an analysis of independently derived income
estimates, it has been determined that wages and salaries tend
to be much better reported than such income types as public
assistance, Social Security, and net income from interest,
dividends, rents, etc.

The various sources for which income is reported are
defined as follows:

Money wages or salary is total money earnings received
for work performed as an employee during the income year.
It includes wages, salary, Armed Forces pay, commissions,
tips, piece-rate payments, and cash bonuses earned, before
deductions were made for taxes, bonds, pensions, union
dues, etc.
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Net income from nonfarm self-employment is net money
income (gross receipts minus expenses) from one's own
business, professional enterprise, or partnership. Gross
receipts include the value of all goods sold and services
rendered. Expenses include costs of goods purchased, rent,
heat, light, power, depreciation charges, wages and salaries
paid, business taxes (not personal income taxes), etc. In
general, inventory changes were considered in determining
net income; replies based on income tax returns or other
official records do reflect inventory changes. However, when
values of inventory changes were not reported, net income
figures exclusive of inventory changes were accepted. The
value of saleable merchandise consumed by the proprietors
of retail stores is not included as part of net income.

Net income from farm self-employment is net money
income (gross receipts minus operating expenses) from the
~ operation of a farm by a person on his own account, as an
owner, renter, or sharecropper. Gross receipts include the
value of all products sold, government crop loans, money
received from the rental of farm equipment to others, and

" incidental receipts from the sale of wood, sand, gravel, etc.
Operating expenses include cost of feed, fertilizer, seed, and
other farming supplies, cash wages paid to farmhands,
depreciation charges, cash rent, interest on farm mortgages,
farm building repairs, farm taxes (not State and Federal
income taxes), etc. The value of fuel, food, or other farm
products used for family living is not included as part of net
income. In general, inventory changes were considered in
determining net income only when they were accounted for
in replies based on income tax returns or other official
records which reflect inventory changes, otherwise, inventory
changes were not taken into account.

Social Security includes Social Security pensions and
survivors’ benefits, and permanent disability insurance pay-
ments made by the Social Security Administration prior to
deductions for medical insurance and railroad retirement
insurance checks from the U.S. Government. ‘““Medicare’
reimbursements are not included.

Supplemental Security income includes payments made
by Federal, State, and local welfare agencies to low income
persons who are (1) aged (65 years old or over), (2) blind, or
(3) disabled.

Public assistance or welfare payments include public
assistance payments such as aid to families with dependent
children and general assistance.

Dividends, interest (on savings or bonds), income from
estates or trusts, net rental income or royalties include
dividends from stockholdings or membership in associations,
interest on savings or bonds, periodic receipts from estates or
trust funds, net income from rental of a house, store, or
other property to others, receipts from boarders or lodgers,
and net royalties.

Unemployment compensation, veterans’ payments, or
workmen’s compensation include: (1) Unemployment com-
pensation received from government unemployment

insurance agencies or private companies during periods of
unemployment and any strike benefits received from union
funds; (2) money paid periodically by the Veterans Admin-
istration to disabled members of the Armed Forces or to
survivors of deceased veterans, subsistence allowances paid to
veterans for education and on-the-job training, as well as so
called ‘refunds’”” paid to ex-servicemen as Gl insurance
premiums; and (3) workmen’s compensation received period-
ically from public or private insurance companies for injuries
incurred at work. The cost of this insurance must have been
paid by the employer and not by the person.

Private and government employee pensions include: (1)
Private pensions or retirement benefits paid to a retired
person or his survivors by a former employer or by a union,
either directly or through an insurance company; (2)
government employee pensions received from retirement
pensions paid by Federal, State, county, or other govern-
mental agencies to former employees (including members of
the Armed Forces) or their survivors.

Annuities, alimony, regular contributions from persons
not living in the household, and other periodic income
include the following types of income: (1) Periodic receipts
from annuities or insurance; (2) alimony and child support;
(3) contributions received periodically from persons not
living in the household; (4) other periodic income such as
military family allotments, net gambling winnings, and other
kinds of periodic income other than earnings.

Government transfer payments include Social Security or
railroad retirement, public assistance or welfare payments,
Supplemental Security income, retirement and annuities,
veterans’ payment, unemployment and workmen’s compen-
sation, etc.

Alimony and child support payments. Because of the design
of the SIE questionnaire, data on the specific amounts of ali-
mony or child support received are available for those women
who reported receiving only one of these two types of income
and no other miscellaneous income, such as regular contri-
butions from outside the household and other sources not
specifically enumerated in the SIE.

Alimony. Data for this source of income were tabulated
for women who were either divorced or separated before 1975.
They are based only on those women who reported that they
received alimony payments. In the SIE no attempt was made
to determine how many women were actually entitled to
such benefits.

Child support payments. Data for this source of income
were tabulated from women who were either divorced, separ-
ated, remarried, or never married with one or more own chil-
dren under 18 years old present at the survey date. No attempt
was made in this survey to determine the actual number of
women who were entitled to child support payments.

Receipts not counted as income. Receipts from the following
sources were not included as income: (1) Money received
from the sale of property, such as stocks, bonds, a house, or
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a car (unless the person was engaged in the business of selling
such property, in which case the net proceeds would be
counted as income from self-employment); (2) withdrawals
of bank deposits; (3) money borrowed; (4) tax refunds; (5)
gifts; and (6) lump-sum inheritances or insurance payments.

Total money income. The algebraic sum of money wages and
salaries, net income from self-employment, and income other
than earnings represents total money income. The total
income of a family is the algebraic sum of the amounts
received by all income recipients in the family.

Median income. The median income is the amount which
divides the distribution into two equal groups, one having
incomes above the median, and the other having incomes
below the median.

Mean income. The mean income is the amount obtained by
dividing the total income of a group by the number of units
in that group (families or persons). The means for families
are based on all families. The means for persons are based on
the number of persons with income. The mean for a
particular type of income is based on the number of persons
or families with that particular type of income.

Poverty (low-income) classification. Families and persons are
classified as being above or below the poverty level using the
poverty index adopted by a Federal Interagency Committee
in 1969. This index is based on the Department of
Agriculture’s 1961 Economy Food Plan and reflects the
different consumption requirements of families based on
their size and composition, sex and age of the family head,
and farm-nonfarm residence. It was determined from the
Department of Agriculture’s 1955 survey of food consump-
tion that families of three or more persons spend approxi-
mately one-third of their income on food; the poverty level
for these families was, therefore, set at three times the cost
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of the economy food plan. For smaller families and persons
living alone, the cost of the economy food plan was
multiplied by factors that were slightly higher in order to
compensate for the relatively larger fixed expenses of these
smaller households. The poverty thresholds are updated
every year to reflect changes in the Consumer Price Index
(CPI).

Poverty thresholds are computed on a National basis only.
No attempt has been made to adjust these thresholds for
regional, State, or other local variations in the cost of living.

For a detailed definition of the poverty concept, see
Current Population Reports, Series P-60, Nos. 110-113.

Alternate levels. Because the poverty definition currently in
use by the Federal Government does not meet all the needs
of the analysts of the data, additional data are presented for
alternate definitions ranging from 75 percent to 125 percent
of the current poverty level. Alternate cutoffs are obtained
by multiplying the income cutoffs at the poverty level by the
appropriate factor. For example, the income cutoff at 125
percent of the poverty level was $6,875 in 1975 for a
nonfarm family of four persons.

Poverty status excluding child support. The data on poverty
for women receiving child support payments are presented in
two ways. First, poverty status of women was determined
based on their total income including child support pay-
ments. Second, their poverty status was recalculated by
excluding the amount of child support payments received.
The purpose of this analysis was to determine the additional
number of women who would fall below the poverty line if
they could not depend on child support payments.

Weighted average thresholds at the poverty level. The
low-income cutoffs used by the Bureau of the Census to
determine the low-income status of families and unrelated
individuals consist of a set of 124 thresholds arranged in a

Table A-1. Weighted Average Thresholds at the Poverty Level in 1975 by Size of Family and Sex of Head,

by Farm-Nonfarm Residence

Nonfarm Farm

Size of family unit Male | Female Male Female
Total Total head? head?! Total head! head!

1 person (unrelated individual). | $2,717| $2,724 | $2,851 | $2,635| $2,305| $2,396 $2,224
14 to 64 years,.ccceeececccces 2,791 2,797 2,902 2,685 2,396 2,466 2,282
65 years and OVer,...ceceeeese 2,572 2,581 2,608 2,574 2,196 2,216 2,187

2 POrSONS..eeccecessssscscscscss 3,485 3,506 3,515 3,460 2,955 2,963 2,834
Head 14 to 64 years....eeceeee 3,599 3,617 3,636 3,530 3,079 3,086 2,933
Head 65 years and over,....... 3,232 3,257 3,260 3,237 2,772 2,772 2,770

3 PErSONS, .eccecccscocscccosccscs 4,269 4,293 4,317 4,175 3,643 3,652 3,480
4 PErsoONS,..eeccccceesccscccscccs 5,469 5,500 5,502 5,473 4,695 4,697 4,616
Pers8oONB,,cceec0ss0cc0cs00ccvsce 6,463 6,499 6,504 6,434 5,552 5,552 5,595
PErSONB...cccsscsossnccsccssse 7,272 7,316 7,322 7,270 6,224 6,230 6,105
PErSON8 OF MOT€,.ececc0ccssces 8,939 9,022 9,056 8,818 7,639 7,639 7,647

l1For one person

(i.e., unrelated individual), sex of the individual,
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four-dimensional matrix consisting of family size (from one
person, i.e., unrelated individuals, to seven or more person
families) cross-classified by presence and number of family
members under 18 years old (from no children present to six
or more children present); sex of head, and farm-nonfarm
residence. Unrelated individuals and two-person families are
further differentiated by age of head (under 65 years and 65
years and over). The total family income of each family in
the sample is tested against the appropriate dollar threshold
to determine the low-income status of that family. If the
family’s total income is less than its corresponding cutoff,
the family is classified as below the low-income level. The
average thresholds shown in table A-1 were weighted by the
presence and number of children. For example, for a given
size of family, sex of head, and residence category, the
weighted average threshold for that group is obtained by
multiplying the threshold for each presence and number of
children category within the given family size by the number
of families in that category. These products are then
aggregated across the entire range of presence and number of
children categories, and the total aggregate is divided by the
total number of families in the group to yield the weighted
average threshold at the low-income level for that size family.

Because family composition varies by farm-nonfarm resi-
dence, the weighted average thresholds at the poverty level
for farm families, as shown in table A-1 will not be exactly
86 percent of the nonfarm levels. Moreover, since family
composition does not remain constant from year to year, the
weighted average thresholds for 1975 will not reflect,
identically, the change in the CPl between 1975 and earlier
years.

Since the basic thresholds used to determine the low-
income status of families and unrelated individuals are
applied to all families and unrelated individuals, the weighted
poverty thresholds are derived using all families and unre-
lated individuals rather than just those families and unrelated
individuals classified as below the low-income level.

Symbols. A dash “—"' represents zero or rounds to zero. The
symbol “B” means that the base for the derived figure is less
than approximately 60 sample cases for SIE data and less
than 75,000 weighted cases for the CPS data. Three dots
*_.." mean not applicable, and "NA’* means not available.

Rounding. Individual figures are rounded to the nearest
thousand without being adjusted to group totals, which are
independently rounded.

Base figures. The figures shown in this report were prepared
by inflating weighted sample results to agree with indepen-
dent estimates of the population based on statistics updated
from the 1970 census.

SOURCE AND RELIABILITY OF
THE ESTIMATES

Scurce of Data

Most of the estimates in this report are based on data ob-
tained from the Bureau of the Census collected in the Cur-
rent Population Survey (CPS), Survey of Income and Educa-
tion (SIE), and the 1960 Census of Population. Other data
are from Vital Statistics.

Current Population Survey (CPS). The CPS estimates are
based on data obtained in June 1975 and March 1970,
1975, and 1978. The monthly CPS deals mainly with labor
force data for the civilian noninstitutional population.
Questions relating to labor force participation are asked
every month about each member 14 years old and over in
each sample household. In addition, supplementary questions
are asked in most months about various population charac-
teristics. Brief descriptions of the sources and the procedures
by which the data were obtained are presented below.

The present CPS sample was initially selected from the
1970 census files and is updated continuously to reflect new
construction where possible (see section ‘‘nonsampling
variability’’ below). Samples for previous sample designs
were selected from files from the most recently completed
census. The monthly CPS sample is spread over 461 areas
with coverage in each of the 50 States and the District of
Columbia. A supplementary sample of housing units in 24
States and the District of Columbia was incorporated with
the monthly CPS sample to produce the March 1978 data.
The expanded CPS sample is located in 614 areas com-
prising 1,113 counties, independent cities, and divisions
in the Nation. The 614 sample areas used in March 1978
include -461 areas from the monthly CPS and 153 supple-
mentary areas.

Brief Description of the Current Population Survey

Housing units eligible

Hous ing units

Time period Number of Not visited,
sample areas Interviewed interviewed not eligiblel

Supplemental sample....eccevecceces 153 8,500 500 1,500
Aug. 1972 to present.eccecceccccccee 461 45,000 2,000 8,000
Aug. 1971 to July 1972....ccevveun. 449 45,000 2,000 8,000
Jan., 1967 to July 1971........c..... 449 48,000 2,000 8,500

lThese are housing units which were visited, but were found to

eligible for interview.

be vacant or otherwise not




The estimation procedure used for the monthly CPS data
involved the inflation of the weighted sample results to
independent estimates of the civilian noninstitutional popula-
tion of the United States by age, race, and sex. These in-
dependent estimates were based on statistics from decennial
censuses; statistics on births, deaths, immigration, and emi-
gration; and statistics on the strength of the Armed Forces.
The estimation procedure in March for the data in this re-
port also involves a further adjustment so that husband
and wife in a household receive the same weight.

Survey of Income and Education (SIE). The SIE was a one-
time survey of approximately 151,000 interviewed house-
holds nationwide, conducted in each State by the Bureau of
the Census between April and July 1976. The purpose of the
SIE was to provide estimates of the number of children 5 to
17 vyears old in poverty in each State and the District of
Columbia, as required by the Education Amendments of
1974.

In addition to collecting income data needed to determine
poverty status, the opportunity presented by such a large
survey was also used to gather some additional income-
related information not usually collected in the Census
Bureau's current income surveys. Such data include the
receipt of food stamps, housing costs for homeowners and
renters, and estimated cash assets. Also, information relevant
to a number of Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare (HEW) programs was collected, including data on
English language proficiency, school enroliment, public
assistance recipiency, housing tenure, liquid asset holdings,
child and adult disability, and health insurance coverage.
More detailed information on the SIE appear in Current
Population Reports, Series P-60, Nos. 108 and 110 through
113 and series P-20, No. 334.

Vital statistics data. Data on divorces and divorce rates are
published by the Division of Vital Statistics Analysis of the
National Center for Health Statistics, Department of Health,
Education and Welfare. The divorce rate in this report is
defined as the number of divorces per 1,000 total population.

1960 Census of Population. Decennial census data in this re-
port are based on complete counts or on the samples associ-
ated with the census as indicated in the list of sources.
Descriptions of samples from the census are found in the
appropriate census publications.

Reliability of the Estimates

Since the CPS and SIE estimates are based on a sample, they
may differ somewhat from the figures that would have been
obtained if a complete census had been taken using the same
questionnaires, instructions, and enumerators. There are two
types of errors possible in an estimate based on a sample sur-
vey—sampling and nonsampling. The standard errors pro-
vided for this report primarily indicate the magnitude of the
sampling error. They also partially measure the effect of
some nonsampling errors in response and enumeration, but
do not measure any systematic biases in the data. The full
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extent of nonsampling error is unknown. Consequently,
particular care should be exercised in the interpretation of
figures based on a relatively small number of cases or on
small differences between estimates.

Nonsampling variability. Nonsampling errors can be attributed
to many sources, e.g., inability to obtain information about
all cases in the sample, definitional difficulties, differences
in the interpretation of questions, inability or unwillingness
on the part of respondents to provide correct information,
inability to recall information, errors made in collection
such as in recording or coding the data, errors made in proces-
sing the data, errors made in estimating values for missing
data, and failure to represent all units with the sample
(undercoverage).

Undercoverage in the CPS and SIE results from missed
housing units and missed persons within sample households.
Overall undercoverage, as compared to the level of the
decennial census, is about 5 percent for CF'3 and slightly
higher for SIE. It is known that the CPS and SIE under-
coverage varies with age, sex, and race. Generally, under-
coverage is larger for males than for females and larger for
Blacks and other races than for Whites. Ratio estimation to
independent age-sex-race population controls partially cor-
rects for the bias due to survey undercoverage. However,
biases exist in the estimates to the extent that missed persons
in missed households or missed persons in interviewed house-
holds have different characteristics than interviewed persons
in the same age-sex-race group. Further, the independent
population controls used have not been adjusted for under-
coverage in the 1970 census, which was estimated at 2.5
percent of the population, with similar undercoverage dif-
ferentials by age, sex, and race as in CPS and SIE.

The approximate magnitude of the two sources of under-
coverage of housing units is known. Of the 83,000,000 hous-
ing units in the United States about 600,000 conventional
new construction housing units are not represented in the
CPS sample because they were assigned building permits
prior to January 1970, but building was not completed by
the time of the 1970 census, (i.e., April 1970). Almost all
conventional new construction, for which building permits
were issued after 1969, is represented. About 290,000
occupied mobile homes are not represented in CPS; these
units were either missed in the census or have been built
or occupied since the census. These estimates of missed
units are relevant to the present sample only and not to
earlier designs where the extent of undercoverage was gen-
erally less. The extent of other souces of undercoverage of
housing units is unknown but believed to be small.

Sampling variability. The standard errors given in the follow-
ing tables are primarily measures of sampling variability,
that is, of the variation that occurred by chance because a
sample rather than the entire population was surveyed. The
sample estimate and its estimated standard error enable
one to construct confidence intervals, ranges that would
include the average result of all possible samples with a
known probability. For example, if all possible samples
were selected, each of these surveyed under essentially the
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same general conditions and using the same sample design,
and an estimate and its estimated standard error were calcul-
ated from each sample, then:

1. Approximately 68 percent of the intervals from one
standard error below the estimate to one standard error
above the estimate would include the average result of
all possible samples.

2. Approximately 90 percent of the intervals from 1.6
standard errors below the estimate to 1.6 standard errors
above the estimate would include the average result of
all possible samples.

3. Approximately 95 percent of the intervals from two
standard errors below the estimate to two standard
errors above the estimate would include the average
result of all possible samples.

The average estimate derived from all possible samples is
or is not contained in any particular computed interval.
However, for & particular sample, one can say with a speci-
fied confidence that the average estimate derived from
all possible samples is included in the confidence interval.

All the statements of comparison appearing in the text are
significant at a 1.6 standard error level or better, and most
are significant at a level of more than 2.0 standard errors.
This means that for most differences cited in the text, the
estimated difference is greater than twice the standard error
of the difference. Statements of comparison qualified in
some way (e.g., by use of the phrase, “some evidence’’) have
a level of significance between 1.6 and 2.0 standard errors.

Comparability with other data. Data obtained from the CPS
and SIE are notentirely comparable. This is due in large part
to differences in survey objectives, month of interview, con-
ditioning of respondents, mode of interview and interviewer
experience. This is an additional component of error not
reflected in the standard error tables. Therefore, caution
should be used in comparing results between these differ-
ent sources.

Caution should also be used in comparing estimates from
1978, when the expanded sample was used, to those from
1975 and 1970. Some relatively large differences in estimates
of population in metropolitan and nonmetropolitan areas
have been observed between the 461 and 614 area samples.
These differences reflect a relatively large increase in variance
on those estimates and do not represent actual changes in
population.

Note when using small estimates. Summary measures (such
as means, medians, and percent distributions) derived from
CPS data are shown only when the base of the measure is
75,000 or greater. Summary measures derived from SIE
data are shown if approximately 60 or more sample cases are
present; a weighted cutoff cannot be used since the SIE
sampling weights vary greatly by geographical area. Because
of the large standard errors involved, there is little chance
that su nmary measures would reveal useful information
when computed on a smaller base. Estimated numbers are
shown, however, even though the relative standard errors of

these numbers are larger than those for corresponding
percentages, These smaller estimates are provided primarily
to permit such combinations of the categories as serve each
user’s need.

Standard errors for data based on the 1960 census. Sampling
errors on all data from the 25percent sample of the decennial
census shown in this report are small enough to be disre-
garded. However, the standard errors may be found in the
appropriate census volumes.

Standard errors for data based on vital statistics. Since sample
statistics are not involved in the numerator or denominator
of any vital rate (divorce), the standard error of such a rate
is zero.

Standard error tables and their use. In order to derive stand-
ard errors that would be applicable to a large number of
estimates and could be prepared at a moderate cost, a num-
ber of approximations were required. Therefore, instead
of providing an individual standard error for each estimate,
generalized sets of standard errors are provided for various
types of characteristics. As a result, the sets of standard
errors provided give an indication of the order of magnitude
of the standard error of an estimate rather than the precise
standard error.

The figures presented in tables A-2 through A-5 are

approximations to standard errors of the CPS estimates for
families, unrelated individuals, and persons in the United
States. Standard errors for intermediate values not shown
in the generalized tables of standard errors may be approxi-
mated by linear interpolation. Two parameters (denoted as
“a’” and ‘’b"’) are used to calculate standard errors for each
type of characteristic; they are presented in table A-6.
These parameters were used to calculate the standard errors
in tables A-2 through A-5. They also may be used to directly
calculate the standard errors for estimated numbers and
percentages.

Table A-2. Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers of
Families and Unrelated Individuals: CPS

Total or White
(Numbers in thousands)

Size of Standard | Size of Standard
estimate error estimate error
75 ciececens 10 2,500...... 56
100......... 11 5,000...... 79
250, 00000000 18 10,000..... 109
Soooocaao.ao 25 25,000..... 162
1,000....... 35 35,000..... 184
50,000..... 200
Note: To obtain approximate standard

errors for families and unrelated individuals
of Black and other races, multiply the above
standard errors by 1.0,

'
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Table A-3. Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Families and Unrelated Individuals: CPS

Total or White

Estimated percentage

Base of estimated percentage

(thousands ) 2 or 98 50r 95| 10o0r 90| 25 or 75 50
75.Q...‘.0.".....‘._.....‘... 1.9 2.9 4.0 5.7 7.0
100...'.‘..........‘.l...“l. 1.5 2.4 3‘4 5.0 5.7
250........l.....l..‘lll..... 1.0 1.5 2.2 3.1 3.6
SOOQCOODOCOOD..O.0..‘...‘.... 0.7 1.1 105 2.2 2.5
I’OOOOOOQOOOOOCOO..O.l.c....o 0.6 008 101 1.5 1.8
2,500.......0‘...Q........... 003 0.4 0'7 1.0 1'1
5,000000...0O...l.'l..'ll'l.l 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.7 0.8
10,000....0...‘000000.0..0.‘. 002 0.2 003 0.4 0.6
25,000, 0000000000000 0000000e 0.10 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.3
50,000, c.ccccce0coccccccccccs 0.07 0.11 0.2 0.2 0.2

Note:

To obtain approximate standard errors for families and unrelated individuals of

Black and other races, multiply the above standard errors by 1.0.

The figures presented in tables A-7 and A-8 are approxi-
mations to standard errors of the SIE estimates. To find the
standard error of a percentage for a specific region, division,
or the United States, multiply the standard error shown in
table A-8 by the factor shown in table A-9. Two parameters
(denoted as “a'’ and ’b") are used to calculate standard
errors for regions and divisions; they are presented in table
A-10. These parameters were used to calculate the standard
errors in tables A-7 and A-8 and to calculate the factors in
table A-9. They also may be used to directly calculate the
standard errors for estimated numbers and percentages.
Methods for direct computation are given in the following
sections.

Standard errors of estimated numbers (CPS). The approxi-
mate standard error, Oys of an estimated number can be
obtained in two ways. It may be obtained by interpolation
from table A-2 or A4, Alternatively, standard errors may be
approximated by using formula (1), from which the stand-
ard errors in tables A-2 and A4 were calculated. Use of this

- formula will provide more accurate results than the use of

interpolation,

0, =\’ax’ + bx (1)

Here x is the size of the estimate and a and b are the para-
meters in table A-6 associated with the particular type of
characteristic.

Standard errors of estimated numbers (SIE). The approxi-
mate standard error, Oy of an estimated number can also
be obtained by use of formula (1) above, from which the
standard errors were calculated in table A-7. Here x is the
size of the estimate and a and b are the parameters in table
A-10 associated with the United States, regions or divisions
of the United States. When calculating the standard error
of an estimate involving poverty, multiply the standard
error as calculated above by 1.3.

Standard errors of estimated percentages. The reliability
of an estimated percentage, computed using sample data for
both numerator and denominator, depends upon both the
size of the percentage and the size of the total upon which
this percentage is based. Estimated percentages are relatively
more reliable than the corresponding estimates of the num-
erators of the percentages, particularly if the percentages
are 50 percent or more. When the numerator and denomin-
ator of the percentage are in different categories, use the
parameters or factors from table A-6 for CPS or from tables
A9 or A-10 for SIE as indicated by the numerator, The
approximte standard error, a(x,p)' of an estimated percent-

age can be obtained by use of the formula
o(x,p) = fo (2)

In this formula f is the appropriate factor from table A-9
for SIE and equals to 1.0 for CPS, and o is the standard

Table A-4. Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers of
Persons: CPS

Total or White
(Numbers in thousands)

Size of Standard | Size of Standard
estimate error estimate error
75.cceeccces 17 5,000...... 131
100..0c0cees 18 10,000..... 182
250, 000000 30 25,000..... 276
500..cc00000 42 30,000..... 299
1,000....... 49 35,000..... 318
2,500....... 93 50,000..... 365
75,000..... 413
Note: To obtain approximate standard

errors for persons of Black and other races,
multiply the above standard errors by 1.2,
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error on the estimate from table A-3 or A-5 for CPS or from
table A-8 for SIE. Alternatively, standard errors may be ap-
proximated by using formula (3) from which the standard
errors in tables A-3 and A-5 for CPS and in table A-8 for SIE
were calculated. Use of this formula will provide more ac-
curate results than use of formula (2).

b
% (x.p) =J;.p(100—p) (3)

Here x is the size of the subclass of persons or families and
unrelated individuals which is the base of the percentage,
p is the percentage (0 < p < 100), and b is the parameter
in table A-6 or A-10 associated with the particular type of
characteristic in the numerator of the percentage.

llustration of use of standard error tables (CPS). Table 4
shows that in 1978 there were 5,206,000 families maintained
by a woman with no husband present but with one or more
of her own children under 18 years of age present. Table A-2
shows the standard error on an estimate of this size to be

approximately 81,000'. The 68-percent confidence interval
as shown by the data is from 5,125,000 to 5,287,000.
Therefore, a conclusion that the average estimate derived
from all possible samples lies within a range computed in this
way would be correct for roughly 68 percent of all possible
samples. Similarly, we could conclude that the average esti-
mate derived from all possible samples lies within the in-
terval from 5,044,000 to 5,368,000 (using twice the stand-
ard error) with 95 percent confidence.

Of these 5,206,000 families maintained by a mother,
42.8 percent of the families were maintained by a divorced
mother. From table A-6, the b parameter for computing
standard errors is 1,389; using formula (3), the standard
error on an estimate of 42.8 percent is

1,389
\[5,206,000 (42.8) (100 - 42.8) = 0.8 percent

'eormula (1) gives a standard error of 83,000.

Table A-5. Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Persons: CPS

Total or White

Base of estimated percentage

Estimated percentage

(thousands) 2 or 98 5 or 95 10 or 90 25 or 75 50
75 e et ee e rre e anaans 3.0 4.7 6.5 9.3 10.7
100% a e eseeennernnasnennnnans 2.6 4.1 5.6 8.1 9.3
2501 e e snnennenanaaenannns 1.7 2.6 3.5 5.1 5.9
500 un e eennsennsonaenanens 1.2 1.8 2.6 3.6 4.2
1,000 . eneennesenaesnannnnns 0.8 1.4 1.8 2.6 3.0
2,500 s nennenannenneeaannas 0.5 0.8 1.1 1.7 1.8
5,000 0. nneneneenoaecseoees 0.3 0.6 0.8 1.2 1.4
10,000, .0 eneenennenaennsnnas 0.3 0.5 0.6 0.8 0.9
25,000, . 0nennnnernannennases 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.6
35,000, .. enneneenecnecnaenns 0.14 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.5
50,000 2 aneennsennsenaeananes 0.12 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.5
75,000 0. s enernernennannnns 0.09 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.3

Note:
the above standard errors by 1.2.

To obtain approximate standard errors for persons of Black and other races, multiply

Table A-6. “‘a” and “b’’ Parameters for Estimated Numbers and Percentages of Persons, Household Heads,

Families and Unrelated Individuals: CPS

Parameters

Household heads, families

Characteristic Persons and unrelated individuals
a b a b
MARITAL STATUS AND FAMILY
COMPOSITION

Total or White...ccecccecvecceccces -0.000017 3,500 -0.000010 1,389
Black and other racesS..c.ceeceeccess -0.000210 5,020 -0.000087 1,255




/

Consequently, the 68-percent confidence interval is from
42.0 to 43.6 percent, and the 95-percent confidence inter-
val is from 41.2 to 44.4 percent.

lllustration of use of standard error tables (SIE). Table 9
shows that in the North Central region the estimated number
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of women either divorced, separated, remarried, or never
married with one or more own children present at the sur-
vey date who reported the amount of child support they re-
ceive was 304,000. By linear interpolation, table A-7 shows
the standard error on an estimate of this size to be approxi-
mately 16,500. Consequently, the 68-percent confidence

Table A-7. Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers of Totals, for the United States, Regions, and Divisions: SIE

Northeast North Central
Size of estimate East West
United New Middle North North
States Total | England | Atlantic Total | Central Central
1,000...0c0cceccacececcosasccsas 1,100 1,200 700 1,300 1,000 1,000 800
1,500, ..ccccccccccccoscsccccance 1,400 1,400 900 1,600 1,200 1,300 1,000
2,500..00000c000c000acacccnnnns 1,800 1,900 1,100 2,000 1,500 1,600 1,300
5,000...00000000c0000c000snnnns 2,600 2,600 1,600 2,900 2,200 2,300 1,800
7,500, .. .c0cccaccccccccccacncas 3,100 3,200 2,000 3,500 2,600 2,800 2,200
10,000..0c0000cccecceccnccnccen 3,600 3,700 2,300 4,100 3,000 3,200 2,500
15,000...000ccccecccccccncsncas 4,400 4,600 2,800 5,000 3,700 4,000 3,100
25,000... 0000000000000 0000000n 5,700 5,900 3,600 6,500 4,800 5,100 4,000
50,000....0c00ccceccccccoccscns 8,100 8,300 5,000 9,200 6,800 7,200 5,600
75,000....00000000000000000acas 9,900 10,200 6,200 11,200 8,300 8,900 6,600
100,000,..c.0000ccccecccccscnce 11,500 11,800 7,100 12,900 9,600 10,200 7,900
150,000, ..cc00ceveccecccccccnce 14,100 14,400 8,700 15,800 11,800 12,500 9,700
250,000....c0000000c0000ccncccs 18,200 18,600 11,200 20,400 15,200 16,100 12,400
500,000..c0cc0ce0ccecsccccccces 25,700 26,200 15,600 28,800 21,400 22,800 17,400
750,000...0c000000000c00000000s 31,400 32,000 18,900 35,100 26,200 27,800 21,200
1,000,000, ..0000c0ccc60000000ee 36,200 36,900 21,600 40,400 30,200 32,000 24,300
1,500,000...c00000000c0000000ae 44,300 44,900 25,900 49,100 36,800 38,900 29,300
2,500,000, 0000000000000 ccccace 57,100 57,400 31,800 62,500 47,100 49,600 36,500
5,000,000..cc0000000000c0000cee 80,300 78,900 38,700 85,200 65,100 67,800 46,700
South West

Size of estimate East West

South South South
Total |Atlantic| Central Central Total |Mountain| Pacific
1,000, .,.0cc00000cvceacccccccanss 1,200 1,200 1,100 1,200 1,300 600 1,500
1,500, 00c00cecececcccccccccnss 1,400 | 1,500 1,300 1,400 1,600 700 1,800
2,500, 0000000000000 0c00ccccans 1,900 1,900 1,700 1,800 2,100 1,000 2,300
5,000...c00000000000cccccccccas 2,600 2,700 2,400 2,600 2,900 1,400 3,300
7,500, 000000000 ccccccnccacanns 3,200 3,300 3,000 3,200 3,600 1,700 4,100
10,000...000000c0csvccoaccncane 3,700 3,800 3,400 3,700 4,100 1,900 4,700
15,000..00000000c0000cccccconas 4,500 4,700 4,200 4,500 5,100 2,400 5,700
25,000, 000000 cccceccccacccnnas 5,900 6,000 5,400 5,800 6,600 3,100 7,400
50,000,..00000000000000000000ss 8,300 8,500 7,700 8,300 9,300 4,300 10,500
75,000, 0c0ccccccccccccancecnas 10,100 10,400 9,400 10,100 11,400 5,300 12,800
100,000...ccc000cccccccccccccss 11,700 12,000 10,800 11,700 13,100 6,100 14,800
150,000, 00000 00cccececocccccccse 14,300 14,700 13,200 14,300 16,000 7,400 18,100
250,000, ..cc00c0c0000c0ccccnces 18,500 19,000 17,000 18,400 20,700 9,500 23,300
500,000,...c.000000c0000c0c0c00e 26,100 26,800 23,900 25,800 29,100 13,300 32,800
750,000..cc0000ccc0cscsccccnsss 31,900 32,700 28,900 31,400 35,600 16,100 40,000
1,000,000, ..0ccccccccooceccconas 36,800 37,600 33,100 36,000 40,900 18,300 45,900
1,500,000...00000000creccococes 44,900 45,700 39,700 43,600 49,800 21,800 55,800
2,500,000, 0000000000000 000000e 57,500 58,000 49,000 54,800 63,400 26,300 70,000
5,000,000......,............... 79,700 78,600 60,900 71,900 86,300 29,900 94,800

Note:
errors by 1.3.

To obtain approximate standard errors involving poverty, multiply the above standard
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Table A-8. Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Totals: SIE

Estimated percentage

Base of percentage

1 or 99 2 or 98 5 or 95/10 or 90 |15 or 85| 25 or 75 50
25,000...00000eeeccnccnns 2.3 3.2 5.0 6.9 8.2 10.0 11.5
50,000...000000eceecncans 1.6 2.3 3.5 4.9 5.8 7.0 8.1
75.,000...ccceiecccccncans 1.3 1.9 2.9 4.0 4.7 5.7 6.6
100,000...000e00veccccccns 1.1 1.6 2.5 3.5 4.1 5.0 5.7
150,000..00000sceccencnes 0.9 1.3 2.0 2.8 3.4 4.1 4.7
250,000, .00000000n00acans 0.7 1.0 1.6 2.2 2.6 3.2 3.6
500,000...00000ceuaconacs 0.5 0.7 1.1 1.5 1.8 2,2 2.6
750,000....00000cenaccccns 0.4 0.6 0.9 1.3 1.5 1.8 2.1
1,000,000.....00000000000 0.4 0.5 0.8 1.1 1.3 1.6 1.8
1,500,000....0000000000 .o 0.3 0.4 0.7 0.9 1.1 1.3 1.5
2,500,000.. 0000000000000 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.8 1.0 1.2
5,000,000, 0.00000c000eaee 0.16 0.2 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

Note:
errors by 1.3,

To obtain approximate standard errors involving poverty, multiply the above standard
To obtain approximate standard errors for regions and divisions, multiply the

above standard errors by the factors shown in table A-9,

interval is from 287,500 to 320,500 women. Therefore, a
conclusion that the average estimate, derived from all pos-
sible samples, lies within a range computed in this way
would be correct for roughly 68 percent of all possible
samples. Similarly, we could conclude that the average
estimate, derived from all possible samples, lies within the
interval from 271,000 to 337,000 women with 95 percent
confidence.

Of these 304,000 persons, 85,000 or 28.0 percent re-
ported receiving $2,000 or more for child support. By
{.7ear interpolation, standard error table A-8 shows the
preliminary standard error of 28.0 percent on a base of
304,000 to be approximately 3.0 percentage points. The
factor for the North Central region from table A-9 is 0.839.
Thus, the final standard error is 2.5 (3.0 x .839). Con-
sequently, the 68-percent confidence interval is from 25.5
to 30.5 percent, and the 95-percent confidence interval is
from 23.0 to 33.0 percent.

Standard error of a difference. For a difference between
two sample estimates, the standard error is approximately
equal to
= o2+ g2

9 (x-y) ox+ oy (4)
where Oy and g, are the standard errors of the estimates x
and y; the estimates can be of numbers, percents, ratios, etc.
This will represent the actual standard errors quite accurately
for the difference between two estimates of the same char-
acteristic in two different areas, or for the difference between
separate and uncorrelated characteristics in the same area.
If, however, there is a high positive (negative) correlation
between the two characteristics, the formula will overesti-
mate {(underestimate) the true standard error.

Illustration of the computation of the standard error of a
difference between estimated percentages. Table 4 shows

that of 5,206,000 families maintained by a mother, 23.6
percent were maintained by a separated mother. The appar-
ent difference between the percent of families maintained
by a divorced mother (42.8 percent) and those maintained by
a separated mother is 19.2 percent. Using formula (3) and
the b parameter from table A-6, the standard error (ay)

on 23.6 percent is 0.5 percent. Therefore, using formula
(4), the standard error of the estimated difference of 19.2

percent is about
\/(0.8)2 +(0.7) =11

Thus, the 68-percent-confidence interval for the difference
is from 18.1 to 20.3 percent. Similarly, the 95-percent con-
fidence interval for the difference is from 17.0 to 21.4
percent. Therefore, a conclusion that the average estimated
difference, derived from all possible samples, lies within
the range computed in this manner would be correct for
95 percent of all samples. Thus, we can conclude with 95
percent confidence that there is a difference between the
percentage of families maintained by a divorced mother
and the percentage of families maintained by a separated
mother.

Standard error of a ratio. Certain mean values for persons
in families shown in the tables were calculated as the ratio
of two numbers. For example, the mean number of children
per family is calculated as

x _ total number of children in families
y total number of families

Standard errors for these means may be approximated as
shown below. The denominator y represents a count of
families of a certain class, and the numerator x represents a
count of persons with the characteristic under consideration
who are members of these families.




Table A-9. Factors to be Applied to Generalized Standard
Errors in Table A-8: SIE

Regions and divisions Factor
United States.......... 1.000

Northeast....... cecesanacanan 1.027
New England......ceeeeueeen 0.621
Middle Atlantic.......00... 1.128

North Central.....e.coeeeuu. 0.839
East North Central......... 0.892
West North Central......... 0.690

South.......e00000e. ceeee . 1.021
South Atlantic............. 1.050
East South Central..... cene 0.948
West South Central........ . 1.017

Westieeeeoeeennen cececas ceenn 1.143
MountaiN.....eveeeeeeoenns . 0.533
PacifiC.cecveeennnennn cesee 1.290

2 (-2

o= 7 1Y) + ()| (6)
Gi Y Y X
Y

The standard error of the estimated number of families,
oy, and the standard error of the estimated number of per-

sons with the characteristic in those families, 0, may be
calculated by the methods described above.

Standard errors of estimated means and medians. Estimated
standard errors are provided for the means and medians of
the published income distribution and do not need to be
calculated by the user. However, some users may wish to
combine two or more income distributions to compute
means and medians for the combined distribution. The
following sections are provided to enable the user to calcul-
ate standard errors for estimates of means and medians
for the combined distributions.

Estimating the standard error of the mean. The standard
error of a mean can be approximated by formula (6). Be-
cause of the approximations used in developing formula
(6), an estimate of the standard error of the mean obtained
from that formula will generally underestimate the true
standard deviation. The formula used to estimate the stand-

ard error of a mean is
- ’b 2
si = 7 S (6)

where y is the size of the base and b is a constant which
depends on the sample size, the sample design, the esti-
mation procedure, and the type of characteristic. The b
values are given in table A-6 or table A-10. The variance,
s?, is given by formula (7):
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c
2. 3 %2 _x? .
s Nl p|¥i X (7)

where X is the mean of the distribution;

c is the number of groups; i indicates a specific group,
thus taking on values 1 through c,

P; is the estimated proportion of families or persons
whose values, for the characteristic (x-values) being
considered fall in group i.

X=(Z,_q *+Z,)/2 where Z;_, and Z, are the lower
and upper interval boundaries, respectively for group i.

Yi is assumed to be the most representative value for
the characteristic for families or persons in group i.
Group c is open-ended, i.e., no upper interval boundary
exists. For this group an approximate average value is
= _3
Xe=72 Zo_1-

When two or more distributions are combined the mean

of the combined distribution is:

X=

~<|-l

jle‘yj

+ where ?(j is the mean of the jth distribution, Y is the base of

the jth distribution, andy = 2.3yj.
J

Standard error of a median. The sampling variability of an
estimated median depends upon the form of the distribution
as well as the size of its base. An approximate method for

Table A-10. ““a’ and “’b"” Parameters for Estimated
Numbers and Percentages of Persons: SIE

Parameters
Regions and divisions
a b

United States.... | -0.000006 1,319
Northeast.....ceecc0... | =0.000029 1,390
New England.......... | =0.000042 509
Middle Atlantic...... | -0.000046 1,678
North Central.......... | =0.000016 928
East North Central,.. | -0.000026 1,049
West North Central,.. | -0.000038 628
South...cveeeeeveeseeas | =0.000020 1,373
South Atlantic....... | =0.000044 1,456
East South Central... | -0.000088 1,183
West South Central,.. | -0.000066 1,365
West.ceveeeeeoornaeeaas | =0.000046 1,721
Mountain.....ees0.... | =0,000039 374
PacifiCeieeevececeees | =0.000079 2,190
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measuring the reliability of a median is to determine an
interval about the estimated median, such that there is a
stated degree of confidence that the average median derived
from all possible samples lies within the interval. The follow-
ing procedure may be used to estimate the 68-percent con-
fidence limits of a median based on sample data.

1. Determine, using the standard error tables and factors or
formula (3), the standard error of the estimate of 50
percent from the distribution;

2. Add to and subtract from 50 percent the standard error
determined in step (1);

3. Using the distribution of the characteristic, calculate the
confidence interval corresponding to the two points
established in step (2).

For calculation of the confidence interval use Pareto inter-
polation for any point in an income interval greater than
$1,000 in width, and linear interpolation otherwise. For the
purpose of calculating standard errors linear interpolation
gives approximately the same result as Pareto interpolation.

A 95-percent confidence interval may be determined by
finding the values corresponding to 50 percent plus and
minus twice the standard error determined in step (1).

The formulae used to implement step (3) for Pareto or
linear interpolation are:

A N
Cx = PNY 1 (22 _2
Pareto: XoN A1 exp ln(N1) In (A1 )/n (N1) (8)

N

; . 1—-pN
Linear: XoN = . (A2 _ A1) +A, (9)
1 2
where N = total number of families or persons in the
distribution.
XpN = estimated income for which the number pN,

(0 < p < 1) of the families or persons in the
distribution have larger incomes. For the
purposes of calculating the confidence inter-
val, p takes on the two values in step (2). Note
that the median can be approximated by using
p=.50 in the formulae.

A1 and A2 = the estimated incomes which are the lower
and upper bounds, respectively, on the inter-
val in which xpN falls.

N1 and N2 = the estimated number of families or persons
with incomes greater than A1 and A2' respec-
tively.

exp = refers to the exponential function.

In = refers to the natural logarithm function.

It should be noted that a mathematically equivalent result
is obtained by using common logarithms (base 10) and
antilogs.

llustration of the computation of a confidence interval for
a median using linear interpolation. Table 8 shows that the
median income in 1975 of currently divorced, separated,
remarried, and never-married women in the United States
who had at least one own child living with them was $4,797.
Table 8 also shows that the base of the distribution from
which this median was determined is 4,408,000.

1. Using formula (3), the standard error of 50 percent on a
base of 4,408,000 is about 0.9 percent.

2. To obtain a 95-percent confidence interval on the esti-
mated median, add to and subtract from 50 percent twice
the standard error found in step 1. This yields percent
limits of 48.2 and 51.8.

3. From table 8, the income of 2,577,000 (or 58.5 percent)
of these families is at least $4,000 and the income of
2,109,000 (or 47.8 percent) of these families is at least
$5,000. Thus, the entire 95-percent confidence interval
falls in the income interval $4,000 to $5,000. Therefore,
the median income and the upper and lower limits on the
confidence intervals are to be calculated using linear inter-
polation. Using formula (9), the lower limit on the esti-
mate is found to be about

2,577,000 — (.518) (4,408,000

2,577,000 — 2,109,000 ($5,000 — $4,000)

+$4,000 = $4,628

Similarly, the upper limit is found by linear inter-
polation to be about

2,577,000 — (.482) (4,408,000)
2,577,000 — 2,109,000

($5,000 — $4,000)
+$4,000 = $4,966

Thus, the 95-percent confidence interval on the
estimated median is from $4,628 to $4,966.

The confidence interval, as calculated above, for an esti-
mated median may differ from one calculated using the
standard errors present in the report. Rounding in the dis-
play of the standard errors in table A-8 and rounding in the
computations in the example will primarily effect the length
of the confidence interval (i.e., the upper minus the lower
confidence limits). The reader should also note that for
median incomes of $18,000 or more, the method of calculat-
ing median income and standard errors described here will
produce different results than the published values since
the latter were calculated using Pareto interpolation. Further
discussion on the Pareto technique can be found in the
Current Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 118 .
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