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The Nation has added 18.0
million persons since the
1980 census.

On January 1, 1988, there
were 245,110,000 people in
the United States; this includes
514,000 Armed Forces per-
sonnel stationed overseas.
During 1987, the Nation grew
by 2,285,000 (0.9 percent) as
a result of the 1,685,000
“natural increase” (3,809,000
births minus 2,124,000
deaths) plus 599,000 net im-
migration.

Number of births
continues to increase.

The 3,809,000 births in 1987
continues the steady rise in
the number of births that has
occurred since the
mid-1970’s. This increase,
while far below the 4,300,000
recorded at the peak of the
Baby Boom in 1957, resulted
from the births to Baby Boom
women who are now 15 to 44
years old. This steady rise in
the number of births cannot
continue without a future in-
crease in the rate of childbear-
ing among these women, be-
cause the population of
women in their childbearing
years will soon begin to de-
cline as the Baby Boom
women age.

Deaths increase despite
reduction in age-specific
mortality.

In 1987, there were
2,124,000 deaths—the
highest annual number
ever recorded. Since
the late 1970’s, the in-
crease in deaths has
paralleled the popula-
tion growth, so that the
crude death rate
(deaths per 1,000
population) has re-
mained in the range of
8.5 t0 8.7. Underlying

this near constancy of the
crude death rate are two coun-
tervailing trends: the propor-
tion of the population in the
older age groups has in-
creased, which would cause
the death rate to rise, but this
has been offset by reductions
in age-specific mortality.

Immigration has decreased
since 1980.

Net civilian immigration was
599,000 in 1987 and 662,000
in 1986, compared with an an-
nual average of 637,000 for
the 1978-87 period. In 1980,
immigration reached
845,000—its highest level
since World War |—largely be-
cause of a heavy influx of Cu-
ban and Haitian entrants.
Since the 1970’s, a substantial
portion of immigration has
been undocumented, and the
net flow of undocumented im-
migrants into the United States
is currently assumed to be
200,000 per year.

Growth rates for

the Black and White
populations have declined;
immigration has produced
high growth for “other
races”.

The Black population grew at a
faster rate between the 1980
census and July 1, 1987, than
the total population, increasing
by 11.4 percent, compared
with 5.7 percent for Whites and
7.4 percent for all races com-
bined. However, annual rates
of growth for both Whites and
Blacks have declined dramati-
cally since 1960—Blacks by
over one-third and Whites by
more than half. The Nation's
29.9 million Blacks repre-
sented 12.2 percent of the
population in July 1987, up
slightly from the 1980 figure of
11.8 percent.

In the 1980’s, persons of
“other races” (principally

Asians and Pacific Islanders) '
have had growth rates much
higher than those for Blacks or
Whites, although they are still
the smallest of the three
groups. While the rate of natu-
ral increase for the other—
races population is higher than
that for Blacks or Whites, it is
immigration that is principally
responsible for the high growth
rate of the other-races popula-
tion. The average annual rate
of net civilian immigration for
this group from April 1, 1980,
through July 1, 1987—37.4
per 1,000 population—is more
than 15 times the rate for
Whites or Blacks. The other-
races population grew from
5.2 million to 7.9 million, or
52.2 percent, between the
1980 census and July 1, 1987.

The Hispanic population 2
numbered about 19.1 million
on July 1, 1987, or 7.9 percent
of the population. This is an
increase of about 4.5 million,
or about 30.9 percent, since
the 1980 census. 3 Higher than
average fertility, a low death
rate (due to a youthful age
structure), and high levels of
immigration (legal and undocu-
mented) have all contributed to
the rapid growth of the His-
panic population. The average
annual rates of natural in-
crease and net civilian immi-
gration from April 1, 1980, to
July 1, 1987, both stood at
18.5 per 1,000 population.

1 “Other races” includes American
Indians, Eskimos, Aleuts, Asians,
and Pacific Islanders.

2 Hispanics may be of any race.
According to the race definition
used here, an estimated 95 per-
cent of all Hispanics in the 1980
census are classified as White.

3 The Hispanic population data re-
fer to resident population only, and
exclude Armed Forces overseas.
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Projections

Projections illustrate
several possible courses of
population growth.

The Census Bureau uses three
different assumptions (high,
middle, and low) to project
trends to 2080 in each of the
three components of popula-
tion change:

Fertility in the middle assump-
tion will reach a completed
family size of 1.8 births per
woman; this is consistent with
recent levels of fertility and
future birth expectations. For
the low and high assumptions,
levels of 1.5 and 2.2 births per
woman were used, respec-
tively.

Mortality is projected to de-
cline under all three assump-
tions, as life expectancy at
birth reaches 81.2 years for
the middle, 88.0 years for the
high, and 77.9 years for the
low assumption of life expec-
tancy at birth.

Net immigration for the middle
assumption declines from
600,000 in 1988 to a constant
annual net inflow of 500,000
after 1997. A wide range be-
tween the high (800,000) and
low (300,000) net immigration
figures reflects uncertainty
concerning the future flow of
immigrants.

Even under the lowest
projection series, the
population will continue
to grow until 2016.

Based on middle assumptions,
the Nation's population would

increase by nearly 56 million
during the next 50 years,
reaching about 302 million in

| the year 2038. It then would

decline slowly to 292 million in
2080. After 1995, the annual
growth rate would drop below
0.7 percent—lower than the
lowest rate recorded during
the 1930’s. Using the lowest

| assumptions, the population

would reach 260 million in the
year 2000, but would then be-
gin to decline after 2016,
shrinking to 185 million by
2080. In the highest projection
series, the population would
continue to grow, even though
its growth rate would decline to
Depression-era levels after the
year 2030. Under the highest
series, the population would
reach 278 million in 2000, and
be more than double its pre-
sent size in 2080.

Aging of the population
is evident in all projection
serles.

All of the projection series indi-
cate continued aging of the
population. In 1987, the me-
dian age was at the all-time
high of 32.1 years, and none
of the series projects that the
median age would again be so
low. The median in the middle
series would reach 36.4 years
at the turn of the century, 41.8
years in 2030, and 43.9 years
in 2080. The Baby Boom gen-
eration will be over the age of
35 by the year 2000, and thus
will contribute to the sharp in-
crease in the median age dur-
ing the rest of this century.

The dependency ratio also il-
lustrates changes in the age
structure. This ratio shows the
number of persons under 18
and 65 years and over per 100
people 18 to 64 years old; in
1987, the ratio was 62. Using
the middle projection series,
this ratio will decline to 56 by

2010 and then increase to 78
by the year 2080. This last fig-
ure is about the same as that
for 1970 but lower than the de-
pendency ratio in 1965 (83).
Now, there are 20 persons 65
years of age and over and 42
children under 18 years of age
for every 100 persons of work-
ing age. This relationship will
shift by 2030, with the elderly
ratio being larger than the ratio
for children. By 2080, there
would be 44 elderly persons
and 34 children per 100 per-
sons 18 to 64 years of age.

The elderly population

will increase slowly for 20
years, and then rapidly for
20 years.

During the next 20 years, the
population 65 years and older
is projected to grow by 1.2
percent per year, more slowly
than it has in many decades.
(During the 1950-87 period, its
average annual growth rate
was 2.5 percent.) From 1995
to 2005, the proportion of eld-
erly-in the total population will
only increase from 13.1 per-
cent to 13.2 percent reflecting
the low birth rates during the
Great Depression. But from
2010 to 2030, the number of
people aged 65 and over is
projected to increase substan-
tially—from 39.4 to 65.6 million
(or from 13.9 to 21.8 per-
cent)—because the Baby
Boomers will turn age 65.

The eiementary-school-age
population will increase as
the total population under
age 35 decreases.

The elementary-school-age
population (5 to 13 years)
would be about 3 million larger
in 1995 than it was in 1987
(30.8 million) under the middle
series. It is then projected to
decline by 2 million between
1995 and 2005, but to remain







South and West dominate in
population growth.

The Nation’s population growth
during the 1980’s continues to
be heavily concentrated in the
South and West. These two
regions, with 52 percent of the
population in 1980, claimed
just over 15 million or 89.2
percent of the Nation’s
16.9—-million increase from
1980 to 1987. Over half (8.8
million) of the growth occurred
in just three States — California,
Texas, and Florida. Nearly
half of the combined growth in
the South and West was due to
net inmigration (7.4 million),
while the Northeast and Mid-
west experienced net out-

Figure 5.

migration of 2.5 million and
only modest population
growth.

Energy-producing
States continue to lose
population.

Some energy—producing
States in the South and West
experienced another year of
declining population in 1987.
West Virginia and Wyoming
have had 4 consecutive years
of population losses, and Okla-
homa has had 3 straight years
of declines. Even Alaska, the
fastest growing State in the
1980’s, actually lost population
for the first time since the late
1970’s, and Louisiana lost

Percent Change in Population, by State: 1980 to 1987

18/~ -2

/

United States
7.4

:1-.'\

12.2

population for the first time
since World War Il. During the
1986-87 year, growth in Texas
fell by about one-third, and al-
though it has had the second
highest amount of net inmigra-
tion since 1980, the State ex-
perienced net outmigration be-
tween 1986 and 1987.

Farm States also
experlence declines.

Several States with agricul-
tural-based economies have
registered population declines
this decade. lowa experi-
enced the greatest loss of any
farm State, with a population
decline of 80,000 in the
1980-87 period; it also had the
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State

Population

Projections

Projections illustrate one
possible course of the
future population for each
State.

The projections presented
here have a base date of 1986
and show the mathematical
outcome of a consistent set of
assumptions about the future.
The assumptions about trends
in fertility, mortality, and for-
eign migration are consistent
with the middle series of na-
tional population projections as
discussed previously. Internal
migration assumptions are
based on annual State-to-
State migration trends for the
1975-86 period; these are par-
ticularly subject to change at
the State level.

Figure 7.
Projected Percent Change in

The South and West
will continue to be the
fastest growing regions.

These projections show that
most of the increase in the
U.S. population would con-
tinue to be concentrated in the
South and West. Between
1986 and 2000, the West is
projected to add 10.7 million
persons to its population. Its
growth rate of 21.9 percent is
almost twice as high as the
rate for the total population.
During this same period, the
South would add 13.9 million
persons to its population, and
would grow by 16.8 percent.
In contrast, the Northeast
would grow by 1.8 million per-
sons, or 3.6 percent. The
slowest growing region, the

Population, for States: 1986 to 2000
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Midwest, is projected to grow
by only 0.5 percent, adding
less than 300,000 persons to
its population.

South will continue to be
most populous region.

In 2000, the South would still
be the most populous region,
increasing its share of the U.S.
population from 34 percent in
1986 to over 36 percent. The
Midwest would remain the sec-
ond most populous region,
while the West is projected to
pass the Northeast to become
the third most populous region.
The Northeast would have 19
percent of the U.S. population
in 2000, compared with 21
percent in 1986.

-10.610 0.0
T \ 0.1t0 11.0
' 11.110 19.9
20.0 to 39.1




The fastest growing States
will be in the South and
West.

During the 1986-2000 period,
9 of the 10 States projected to
grow at least twice as fast as
the national average are in the
South or West: Alaska, Ari-
zona, California, Florida, Geor-
gia, Hawaii, Nevada, New
Mexico, and Texas. New
Hampshire is the exception.
Arizona is projected to be the
fastest growing State, increas-
ing its population by 39.1 per-
cent during the 14—year
period. At the same time, 10
States are projected to lose
population. lowa and West
Virginia would show the largest
population declines, each los-
ing over 10 percent of its

Figure 8.

population, with North Dakota,
Pennsylvania, Wyoming, Mon-
tana, Nebraska, Ohio, Indiana,
and Wisconsin also losing
population.

Texas will be the second
most populous State in
2000.

California will remain the most
populous State, but by the
year 2000, Texas would over-
take New York to be in second
place. Florida would stay in
fourth position, as lllinois
moves ahead of Pennsylvania
to become the fifth most popu-
lous State. By 2000, these five
States would account for 37
percent of the U.S. population,
compared with 35 percent in
1986. In 2000, Wyoming and

Projected Dependency Ratios, for States: 2000
(Persons under 18 and 65 and over per 100 persons 18 to 64 years old)
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Vermont would still have the
smallest and next smallest
populations, respectively.
North Dakota would be sur-
passed in population by Alaska
and become the third least
populous State.

Age composition will con-
tinue to vary by region.

The differences in age struc-
ture among regions are re-
flected by the range in median
ages. In 2000, the Northeast
would continue to have the
highest median age (37.6) and
the West would continue to
have the lowest (35.3). The
median ages in the Midwest
(36.4) and South (36.5) would
be near the national figure. Of
the States, Florida would con-

44.0 10 bb.Y
oo \ 56.0 10 59.9
s (> 60.0 t0 64.9
65.0 10 79.1

tinue to have the highest me-
dian age at 41.2 in 2000, over
2 years higher than that for
Pennsylvania (38.9). Utah
would still have the lowest me-
dian age at 26.0, and would
be the only State with more
than 50 percent of its popula-
tion below the age of 30.

Utah will continue
to have highest
dependency ratio.

The dependency ratio shows
how many young and elderly
(under 18 and 65 and over)
there would be for every 100
people of working age (18 to
64). During the next 14 years,
the dependency ratio is pro-
jected to decline as the pro-
portion of the working-age
population rises. Because of
Utah's high fertility rates and
resulting younger age struc-
ture, that State will continue to
have the highest dependency
ratio (79.1), followed by South
Dakota. The District of Colum-
bia, Alaska, and Nevada
would have the lowest de-
pendency ratios.

For Further information
See:

Current Population Reports,
Series P-25, No. 1017, Pro-
Jections of the Population of
States by Age, Sex, and
Race: 1988 to 2010

Contact:

Signe Wetrogan

Population Projections Branch
(301) 763-1902
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Metropo

and

Nonmetrop
Populations

Figure 9.

people, or 76.9 percent of the
total population in 1987.
Nearly half (48.9 percent) of
all Americans lived in the 37
metropolitan areas with at least
1 million residents, and 1in 4
resided in the 7 largest metro-
politan areas: New York,
Philadelphia, Boston, Chicago,
Detroit, Los Angeles, and

San Francisco. All of these
areas have at least 4 million
residents. In the Northeast
Region, 88.0 percent of the
population lived in metropolitan
areas in 1987, followed by the
West with 83.9 percent, the
Midwest with 71.1, and the
South with 70.1 percent.

While metropolitan areas con-
tain the majority of Americans,

they cover only 16.2 percent of
the Nation’s land area. The re-
mainder of the country, or non-
metropolitan areas, had 56.3
million residents in 1987.

The trend of the 1970’s re-
versed in the 1980’s as metro-
politan areas grew faster than
nonmetropolitan areas. The
metropolitan population growth
rate of 8.5 percent between
1980 and 1987 was more than
twice the 4.1 percent non-
metropolitan increase. The
1980-87 period saw an in-
crease of 14.6 million resi-
dents in the 282 MSA's, while
nonmetropolitan areas in-
creased by 2.2 million. A

Percent Change in Population of the 25
Largest Metropolitan Areas: 1980 to 1987

Population in 1987

Metropolitan area (CMSA or MSA) (in thousands) Percent change, 1980-87

New York-Northern N.J.-Long Island CMSA 18,054 2.9

Los Angeles—Anaheim-Riverside CMSA 13,471 17.2
Chicago—-Gary-Lake County CMSA 8,147 2.6

San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose CMSA 5,953 10.9
Philadelphia-Wilmington-Trenton CMSA 5,891 3.7

Detroit-Ann Arbor CMSA 4,629 -2.6

Boston-Lawrence-Salem CMSA 4,093 3.0

Dallas-Fort Worth CMSA 3,725 27.1
Washington MSA 3,646 12.2
Houston-Galveston-Brazoria CMSA 3,626 17.0
Miami-Fort Lauderdale CMSA 2,954 11.7
Cleveland-Akron-Lorain CMSA 2,767 -2.4

Atlanta MSA 2,657 24.3
St. Louis MSA 2,458 3.4

Seattle-Tacoma CMSA 2,341 11.8

Minneapolis-St. Paul MSA 2,336 9.3

Baltimore MSA 2,303 4.7

Pittsburgh-Beaver Valley CMSA 2,296 -5.2

San Diego MSA 2,286 22.8
Tampa-St. Petersburg—Clearwater MSA 1,965 21.8
Phoenix MSA 1,960 29.
Denver-Boulder CMSA 1,861 15.0
Cincinnati-Hamilton CMSA 1,715 3.3

Milwaukee-Racine CMSA 1,562 -0.5

Kansas City MSA 1,546 7.9



major factor in the resurgence
of metropolitan growth in the
1980’s has been lower out-
migration from Northern metro-
politan areas. However, met-
ropolitan populations in the
North are growing much more
slowly than those in the South
and West.

The growth rates of the 25
largest MSA’s show major re-
gional differences in growth
patterns. Of these MSA'’s, only
four had fewer people in 1987
than in 1980, and they are all
in the North: Pittsburgh, De-
troit, Cleveland, and Milwau-
kee. Of the other eight large
Northern areas, only two in-
creased more than 4 percent:
Minneapolis-St. Paul (9.3 per-
cent) and Kansas City (7.9 per-
cent). All 13 large MSA’s in
the South and West, except
Baltimore, grew by at least 10
percent. Overall, the fastest

Figure 10.

growing were Phoenix (29.8
percent), Dallas—Ft. Worth
(27.1 percent), and Atlanta
(24.3 percent). The largest ab-
solute increase, by far, was in
metropolitan Los Angeles,
which added nearly 2 million
people between 1980 and
1987.

Population growth is similar
among all sizes of metro-
politan areas; among non-
metropolitan counties,
those near metropolitan
areas are growing the
fastest.

Between 1980 and 1987, the
four metropolitan groups
shown in figure 10 had rather
similar growth rates, although
somewhat lower in the largest
and smallest areas than in the
middle-sized ones. This is dif-
ferent from the growth rates of
the 1970’s, when the smaller

MSA'’s grew considerably
faster than the largest ones.
These areas with over 5 million
residents increased by only
0.33 percent per year in the
1970’s, compared with 1.08
percent nationally. But during
the 1980-87 period, the larg-
est group grew at nearly the
same rate as that for the Na-
tion, 0.97 and 0.99 percent, re-
spectively. This recovery in
the areas with over 5 million
people is largely due to the re-
newed growth of the New York
metropolitan complex, which
had lost 650,000 population in
the 1970’s.

In the 1970’s and the 1980-87
period, nonmetropolitan coun-
ties with the highest levels of
commuting to metropolitan
centers grew more rapidly than
counties not within easy com-
muting distance. Although the

Average Annual Percent Change in Population of Metropolitan Areas and
Nonmetropolitan Counties: 1970 to 1980 and 1980 to 1987

1.60

1.08

1.80

Metropolitan areas
1970-80 with population of:

Over 5 million
(5 areas)

1-5 million
(32 areas)
250,000-1 million
(94 areas)

Less than 250,000
(151 areas)

National rate

Nonmetropolitan
counties:

Greater than 15%
commuting to MSA
10-14%
commuting to MSA
5-9% commuting
to MSA

Less than 5%
commuting to MSA

1980-87

1.23

1.17

1.21

growth rates since 1980 for all
groups of nonmetropolitan
counties have been substan-
tially lower than those in the
1970’s, the decline has been
greatest in the most remote
counties. In contrast, only the
counties with the closest ties
to metropolitan areas have
been growing faster than the
Nation as a whole since 1980.

" MSA'’s are metropolitan statistical
areas and are defined by the Of-
fice of Management and Budget
as a standard for Federal statis-
tics. These areas were known as
SMSA's (standard metropolitan
statistical areas) until June 30,
1983, when their definitions were
updated to reflect 1980 census re-
sults. CMSA's (consolidated met-
ropolitan statistical areas) are de-
fined for certain large metropolitan
complexes with component
PMSA's (primary metropolitan sta-
tistical areas). The data in this
section reflect a few additional
changes in definitions up to June
30, 1988.

For Further Information
See:

Bureau of the Census, Current
Population Reports, Series
P-25, No. 1039, Patterns of
Metropolitan and County
Population Growth: 1980 to
1987 and Bureau of the Cen-
sus Press Release, CB88-157
“About Half of the U.S. Popu-
lation Lives in Metro Areas of a
Million or More.”

Contact:

Donald Dahmann

Population Distribution Branch
(301) 763-4546

13






Metropolitan areas vary in
the sizes of their cities and
suburbs.

If the populations of the largest
city in each of the Nation’s 25
largest MSA’s were combined,
they would account for 28 per-
cent of the total population of
the MSA’s in 1986. However,
these cities accounted for
widely differing proportions of
the total population in their in-
dividual MSA'’s. Individual cit-
ies that accounted for nearly
half of the residents in their

metropolitan areas in 1986
were Houston (47.6 percent),
Phoenix (47.4 percent), and
San Diego (46.1 percent). At
the other extreme, San Fran-
cisco contained only 12.7 per-
cent of its metropolitan popula-
tion, followed by Miami with
only 12.8 percent, Boston with
14.1 percent, and Tampa with
14.5 percent.

Central cities in the North tend
to contain less of their MSA's
population than those in the

South and West, but there are
many exceptions. Some cities
with a relatively large share of
their area’s population have
made substantial annexations
of territory in the past 30 years
(for example Houston, Phoe-
nix, San Diego, and Milwau-
kee). Some cities whose
share of their metropolitan
area’s total population is rela-
tively small are part of an MSA
that contains more than one
major central city (San Fran-
cisco, Minneapolis, Tampa).

Figure 12.

Largest Central City as a Percentage of Total Metropolitan Area
Population, for the 25 Largest Metropolitan Areas: 1986

(CMSA or MSA)

Largest central city*

New York 7,263
Los Angeles 3,259
Chicago 3,010
San Francisco 749
Philadelphia 1,643
Detroit 1,086
Boston 574
Dallas 1,004
Houston 1,729
Washington, DC 626
Miami 374
Cleveland 536
Atlanta 422
St. Louis 426
Pittsburgh 387
Minneapolis 357
Seattle 486
Baltimore 753
San Diego 1,015
Tampa 278
Phoenix 894
Denver 505
Cincinnati 370
Milwaukee 605
Kansas City 441

Population in 1986
(in thousands)

*Shown in order of metropolitan area population in 1986.

40.4
24.9
37.1
12.7
28.2
23.6
14.1
27.5
47.6
17.6
12.8
19.4
16.5
17.5
16.7
156.5
213
33.0
46.1
14.5
47.4
27.3
21.9
39.0
29.1

Eight cities have 1 million or
more residents.

There are eight cities with 1
million or more people resid-
ing within their corporate lim-
its; this is an increase of two
since 1980. New York
(7,263,000 in 1986) remains
the Nation’s largest city, with
more than twice the population
of Los Angeles (3,259,000) or
Chicago (3,010,000). The
other cities in the top eight are
Houston (1,729,000),
Philadelphia (1,643,000),
Detroit (1,086,000), and, new
to the list since 1980,

San Diego (1,015,000) and
Dallas (1,004,000).

' For convenience, the corporate

area of the central cities of a met-
ropolitan statistical area (MSA) is
referred to as “city.” The territory
of a metropolitan area outside its
central cities is termed “subur-
ban.” The central cities are those
identified by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget as of June 30,
1988. In some metropolitan
areas, central cities encompass
extensive residential areas that
many people consider suburban in
terms of characteristics of their
built environment. Many metropol-
titan areas also encompass con-
siderable rural territory and, there-
fore, some exurban or rural resi-
dents.

For Further Information
See:

Current Population Reports,
Series P-26, No. 86-SC (5 re-
ports), 1986 Population and
1985 Per Capita Income Esti-
mates for Counties and Incor-
porated Places and Bureau of
the Census Press Release CB
87-165, “San Diego and Dal-
las Join Ranks of Cities Over 1
Million Population.”

Contact:

Richard L. Forstall

Population Distribution Branch
(301) 763-5158
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Popul:

The farm population has
continued to decline during
the 1980’s.

Between 1981 and 1987, the
farm population ! recorded an
average annual decline of 2.5
percent. By 1987, only
4,986,000 persons (or 2 per-
cent of the total population)
lived on farms in rural areas 2
of the United States. The de-
cline of the 1980’s approxi-
mates the 2.9 percent average
annual loss of the 1970’s. In
1920, 30.2 percent of the total
population lived on farms.

Farm and nonfarm
residents show wide
differences in race, age,
and sex composition.

The 1987 farm population was
97 percent White, 2.5 percent
Black, and 2.7 percent
Hispanic (who may be of any
race); the nonfarm population
was about 84 percent White,
12 percent Black, and 8 per-
cent Hispanic.

The median age of rural farm
residents was 37.6 years in
1987—significantly higher than
the median of 32.0 years for
the nonfarm population. This
is not just an urban-rural dif-
ference because the rural farm
population is also older than
the total rural population,
which had a median age of
32.8 years in 1987.

The 1987 sex ratio was higher
for the farm population (109
males per 100 females) than
for the nonfarm population (93
males per 100 females). The

farm sex ratio has always been
higher since at least 1920
when the census first collected
separate data on the farm
population; in that year, the
farm sex ratio was the same as
now, 109, while the nonfarm
ratio was 102.

Farm residents are more
likely to be married and to
live in family households
than nonfarm residents.

About 70 percent of farm
women 15 years and over
were married and living with
their husbands in 1987, com-
pared with just 53 percent of
nonfarm women. The propor-
tions of men living with their
wives were 63 percent for farm

Figure 13.

men and 58 percent for non-
farm men. Relatively fewer
farm than nonfarm residents
were married and living apart,
widowed, or divorced, while
similar proportions were
single.

There were 1,704,000 farm
households in 1987 (2 percent
of all households). About 85
percent of farm households
contained families, compared
with 72 percent of nonfarm
households. In the past, farm
families were larger than non-
farm families, but in 1987, the
average family size was about
the same: 3.28 members per
farm family and 3.18 members
per nonfarm family.

Number of Farm Residents and Their
Percentage of the Total Resident

Population: 1920 to 1987
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The farm definition
10 was changed in the
mid-1970’s. See
the report cited in
the “For Further In-
5 formation” section
for explanation.
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Moving rates have
stabilized.

The annual rate of residential
mobility leveled off in 1987 at
18.6 percent, a level not differ-
ent from that in 1986. This fol-
lows declines during the
1970's and early 1980’s and a
sharp increase in the
mid-1980’s. Moving rates fell
from an average of about 20
percent annually during the
1950’s and 1960's to a low of
16.6 in 1983. The rate then
climbed to 20.2 percent in
1985 before falling again to the
current figure.

Most moves
are local
moves.

Most people
who move stay
within the same
county. They
are generally
making hous-
ing adjust-

Figure 15.

ments (the purchase of a new
home or a change of apart-
ments) or responding to a
“life—cycle change” (marriage,
divorce, birth of a child, or a
young person establishing his
or her own household).

People frequently make long—
distance moves, or moves out-
side the county of current resi-
dence, for economic reasons,
including corporate or military
transfers, new jobs, or looking
for work. Others move to at-
tend school, while some peo-
ple move for a change of cli-
mate, proximity to recreational
areas, or family reasons.

Between March 1986 and
March 1987, 43.7 million peo-
ple changed residences; of
those, almost two-thirds (27.2
million) moved within the same
county. Of the remainder,
more people moved between
counties in the same State (8.8
million) than moved between

Distribution of Movers, by Type of
Move: March 1986 to 1987

States or from abroad (6.6 mil-
lion and 1.1 million, respec-
tively).

The rates of local and long dis-
tance moves also did not
change between the 1986 and
1987 March Current Popula-
tion Surveys. At both dates,
11.6 percent of the population
moved within the same county,
3.7 percent moved between
counties within the same State,
and about 3 percent moved
between States.

Moving rates are highly
dependent upon age.

Young adults had the highest
moving rates: 34.7 percent for
those 20 to 24 years old in
1987 and 31.8 percent for 25—
to 29-year—olds. But, moving
rates decline as age increases:
18.9 percent for people 30 to
44 years old, 9 percent for
those 45 to 64 years old, and
5.3 percent for persons 65
years old and over.

Same county
62.2%

Different county,
same State
20.1%

Different State
15.1%

Abroad
2.6%



The moving rates for children
reflect the average age of their
parents. For example, chil-
dren 1 to 4 years old had a
moving rate of 26.7 percent in
1987, presumably because
they have younger parents.
The rates were lower for older
children.

Other characteristics affect
moving rates.

Men were somewhat more
likely to have moved in the
previous year than women
(18.4 versus 17.8 percent).
Blacks had higher rates of
moving than Whites (19.6 ver-

Figure 16.

sus 17.8 percent), and Hispan-
ics had higher rates of moving
than non-Hispanic Whites or
Blacks (22.6 percent as com-
pared with 17.4 percent and
19.6 percent, respectively).

The South and West gained
migrants from the North.

Between March 1986 and
March 1987 the Northeast had
a net loss of 334,000 migrants
to the other regions, while the
South had a net gain of
279,000, and the West had a
net gain of 166,000. The Mid-
west had nearly equal num-

‘Movers, by Age: March 1986 to 1987
(Percentage of persons 1 year and over)

26.7

19.9

16.1

1-4 59  10-14

34.7
31.8
17.0
16-19  20-24  25-29
Age

bers of inmigrants and out-
migrants; the apparent net gain
of 111,000 persons was not
statistically significant. (See
appendix B.)

People living in the West had
the highest overall movement
with 22.4 percent of the popu-
lation reporting that they lived
in a different house in the
United States 1 year earlier.
Westerners also made the
most local moves at 14.5 per-
cent. Southerners had the
second highest moving rate:
20.3 percent moving within the
United States.

18.9

9.0

5.3

3044  45-54 554

Northeasterners and Midwes-
terners were the least mobile,
although those who left these
areas for the South or the
West were counted in the lat-
ter regions at the time of the
survey. People still living in
the Northeast in March 1987
moved at a overall rate of only
11.9 percent, while the overall
rate for Midwesterners was
16.7 percent.

Only the West had particularly
high rates of movement from
abroad—1.0 percent of West-
erners lived outside the United
States 1 year earlier as com-
pared with 0.3-0.4 percent for
each of the other regions.

For Further Information
See:

Current Population Reports,
Series P-20, No. 430,
Geographical Mobility: March
1986 to March 1987.

Contact:

Kristin A. Hansen
Journey-to-Work and
Migration Statistics Branch
(301) 763-3850

19






College enroliment remains
steady desplte a decline In
the college-age population.

As the Baby Boom cohorts
reached college-age in the late
1960'’s, college enroliment in-
creased. As the children of
the Baby Boom matured out of
the traditional college-age
group and were replaced by
the smaller cohorts that fol-
lowed, conventional wisdom
predicted a decline in the col-
lege population during the
1980’s. So far, this decline
has not occurred. The number
of students enrolled in 1986
was not significantly different
from any year since 1981.
This stability is due, in part, to
the increased enroliment of
students 25 years old and
over; between 1981 and 1986,
their enroliment increased by
11 percent. Among 18- to
24-year-olds, the total number
declined by about 2.5 million

since 1981, while the propor-
tion of the age group enrolled
in college rose from 26 per-
cent in 1981 to 28 percent in
1986.

Since 1972, when data on
older college students first be-
came available, the growth in
the proportion of older stu-
dents has exceeded that for
younger students. From 1972
to 1986, the number of older
college students has increased
by 88 percent, compared with
16 percent for younger college
students. In 1972, students 25
years old and over constituted
28 percent of all college stu-
dents; by 1986, the figure was
39 percent.

The majority of college
students are women.

In 1986, 53 percent of all col-
lege students were women. In
1979, women outnumbered

Figure 18.
College Students with Selected Characteristics:
October 1986

Undergraduates

Enrolied full time

In 4-year college

In 4-year college,
full-time

Women

Black

Hispanic

25 years old and over
Graduate students
Enrolled full time

Women

Black 6

Hispanic 4

25 years old and over

(In percent)
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men in college for the first time
since World War Il. In 1986,
women constituted about half
of all students under 35 years
old, but two-thirds of all stu-
dents 35 years old and over
were women.

Four out of five (10.0 million)
college students enrolled in
1986 were undergraduates.
About 35 percent of all under-
graduates attended 2-year,
junior, and community col-
leges, while 62 percent were in
4-year colleges (the remainder
were unclassified by the sur-
vey). Among undergraduates,
68 percent were full-time stu-
dents and 54 percent were
women.

Younger college students are
much more likely than older
students to be attending 4-year
colleges and to be attending
full time. In 1986, 69 percent

68
62
50

54

50

76

of undergraduates under 25
years old were enrolled in
4-year colleges, compared
with 46 percent of older under-
graduates. Additionally, 84
percent of young undergradu-
ates were enrolled full time,
compared with 31 percent of
older undergraduates.

Of all graduate students in
1986, 50 percent were
women, 45 percent were en-
rolled full time, and 76 percent
were 25 years old and over.

There are notable differences
in the race and ethnic compo-
sition of the undergraduate
and graduate student popula-
tions. In 1986, Black students
constituted 12 percent of all
undergraduates but only 6
percent of graduate students.
The corresponding figures for
Hispanic students were 7 and
4 percent, respectively.

' The data for October 1986 are

the latest available from the Cur-
rent Population Survey. Data for
October 1987 will be published in
mid-1989.

For Further Information
See:

Current Population Reports,
Series P-20, No. 429, School
Enrollment—Social and Eco-
nomic Characteristics of Stu-
dents: October 1986.

Contact:

Rosalind R. Bruno
Education and

Social Stratification Branch
(301) 763-1154
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Households and families are
often discussed in terms of
their typical or average char-
acteristics. Although this ap-
proach is useful for drawing
broad conclusions, people or-
ganize themselves into house-
holds which vary widely in
type, size, and socioeconomic
circumstances.

The mix of households has
changed considerably during
the past 10 to 20 years.
These changes are significant
to those in the private sector
who try to anticipate consumer
demand for a particular prod-
uct or service, and to those
public officials who require
current data to respond to the
needs of their constituencies.

The number of households
In the United States Is
Increasing at a slower

rate in the 1980’s.

There were 91.1 million house-
holds in the United States in
March 1988, a net increase of
1.6 million over the 1987 fig-
ure. Between 1980 and 1988,
the number of households
went up by 10.3 million, or 13
percent, compared with 12.6
million, or 20 percent, be-
tween 1970 and 1978. The
slower rate of increase in the
1980'’s reflects the decline in
the number of persons enter-
ing young adulthood.

The Census Bureau identifies
two major categories of house-
holds—family and nonfamily—
and three major types of family
households—married-couple
families, families with female
householder (no husband pre-
sent), and families with male
householder (no wife pre-
sent). ' About 72 percent of all
households in 1988 consisted
of families, compared with 81
percent in 1970. About 57
percent of all households in
1988 contained married cou-
ples, and 15 percent had other
types of families. In 1970,
these proportions were 71 and
11 percent, respectively. The
decline since 1970 in the over-
all share of households made
up of families is due to the
drop in the proportion main-
tained by married couples.

Less than one-half of
famllies include chlidren
under age 18.

In 1988, 31.9 million family
households had a child under
18 living at home, and 33.2
million had no such child pre-
sent. In 1980, the majority of
family households had children
under 18 living at home (31.0
million with children versus
28.5 million without children).
Two-parent families have de-
clined both in number and as a
proportion of all households.
Married-couple families with
own children under 18 (i.e.,
two-parent families) accounted
for 27 percent of households in
1988, down from 40 percent of
households in 1970.

Of the 25.9 million nonfamily
households in 1988, approxi-
mately 21.9 million, or 84 per-
cent of them, contained per-
sons living alone. There was a
20-percent increase in the
number of these one-person
households between 1980 and

1988, down significantly from
the 54-percent increase for the
1970-78 period. About 6 of
every 10 nonfamily household-
ers living alone were women.

Households and families
continue to decline in
average size.

Changes in household compo-
sition and childbearing pat-
terns have a direct impact on
average household and family
size. The trends toward fewer
children per family, more one-
parent families, and the in-
creased number of persons
living alone have contributed
to smaller households and
families.

The average number of per-
sons per household in 1988
was 2.64, compared with 2.76
in 1980 and 3.14 in 1970.
However, families exclude
one-person households, so
their average size is larger
than that for households over-
all. Average family size was
3.17 persons in 1988, down
from 3.29 persons in 1980 and
3.58 persons in 1970. This de-
cline is related to a drop in the
average number of children
and other household members
under age 18. The average
number of these family mem-
bers fell from 1.34 in 1970 to
1.05in 1980 and to 0.96 in
1988. Past fertility trends are
responsible for the more rapid
decline in the 1970’s. By
1980, nearly all persons born
during the Baby Boom
(1946-64) had reached

age 18.

The decline in the average
population per household re-
flects changes in the distribu-
tion of households by size.
From 1970 to 1988, the share
of one-person households in-
creased from 17 percent to 24
percent of total households,






26

L

Men and women are
delaying first marriage.

There has been a dramatic in-
crease in the proportion of
people of prime marrying age
who have not yet married for
the first time. Among women
in their early twenties, 61 per-
cent had not yet married in
1988, compared with 36 per-
cent in 1970. For men in this
age group, the figures were 78
and 55 percent, respectively.

Even more striking are the siz-
able proportions of older
young adults who remain un-
married. Of 25-to-29-year-
olds in 1988, 30 percent of the
women and 43 percent of the
men had not yet married, com-
pared with 11 percent and 19
percent, respectively, in 1970.

As more people delay mar-
riage, the median age at first
marriage rises. (At this age,
one-half of those who will ever
marry have done so.) In 1988,
the median was 23.6 years for
women and 25.9 years for
men. The median age for
women remained at the 1987
level, higher than ever previ-
ously recorded.

Some of these adults have
postponed marriage so they
can further their formal educa-
tion, or establish themselves in
a career. Others may be
unable to make the commit-
ment necessary for marriage.

No matter what the reason, the
longer an event such as mar-
riage is delayed, the greater
the likelihood that it may never
occur. Consequently, the per-
centage of today’s young
adults who never marry may
eventually turn out to be higher
than that for their predeces-
sors.

The majority of
young adults live with
their parents.

Young adults in 1988 were
more likely than their counter-
parts of the 1970’s to be living
at home with their parents.
The proportion who had re-
turned to or had never left
home showed little or no
change between 1970 and
1980 (from 47 to 48 percent),
but increased significantly by
1988 (54 percent). Young
men are more likely than
young women to live with their
parents, (61 percent compared
with 48 percent).

These same young adults are
less likely to maintain homes of
their own in 1988. The propor-
tion of 18- to 24-year-olds who
maintained their own homes as
householders ', or spouses of
householders, dropped from
35 to 25 percent for men and
from 49 to 38 percent for
women between 1970 and
1988.

Nearly 22 million
adults live aione.

This is twice the number that
were living alone in 1970, rep-
resenting 24 percent of all
households in 1988. Most of
the growth in one-person
households occurred during
the 1970’s, increasing by 69
percent. During that decade,
the growth was most rapid in
the 15-to-24 age group, fol-
lowed by persons 25 to 44.
Between 1980 and 1988, one-
person households continued

to increase, but only by 20 per-
cent. Since 1980, there has
been a 28-percent decline in
the number of persons living
alone who were 15 to 24 years
old, while the number of such
households maintained by 25-
to 44-year-olds continued to
rise. The changes in the
young adult age group reflect
the aging of the Baby Boomers
and the increasing proportion
of young adults living with their
parents. The continued in-
crease for the older group re-
flects the continuing high rates
of divorce among Baby
Boomers.

The majority (60 percent) of
people living alone were
women; the largest proportion
of these women were elderly
(52 percent) and more likely to
be widowed (52 percent) than
to be divorced or never mar-
ried (18 and 24 percent, re-
spectively). 2 However, the
number of men who live alone
has been increasing at a faster
pace (149 percent since 1970)
than that for women (79 per-
cent). The men were most
likely to be 25 to 44 years old
(47 percent) and to have never
been married (45 percent).

Growth in unmarried-couple
househoids has siowed
during the 1980’s.

In 1988, there were 2.6 million
unmarried-couple households
in the United States. An un-
married-couple household, as
defined by the Census Bureau,
is a household that contains
two adults who are not related
and are of opposite sex. 2
These households may contain
children under 15 years, but
no other adult members. The
number of unmarried couples
increased by about 1 million
between 1970 and 1980 and
again between 1980 and 1988.
However, because of the small
number of unmarried couples
in 1970, the rate of increase



Figure 23.
Percent Never Married, by Age and
Sex: 1970, 1980, and 1988
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Figure 24.
Living Arrangements of 18- to 24-Year-
Olds: 1970, 1980, and 1988
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was higher in the earlier pe-
riod (204 percent versus 63
percent). The proportion with
children present in 1988 (31
percent) was slightly higher
than that in 1980 (27 percent),
but lower than that in 1970 (37
percent).

' The term “householder” refers to

the person (or one of the persons)
in whose name the home is owned
or rented.

2 Slightly more than half of all
women living alone are widowed,
but this segment has shown
slower growth during the 1980’s
than any other marital status cate-

gory.

3 Although many of these persons
may have an intimate relationship,
this is not necessarily the case.
For example, an elderly widowed
woman and a male college stu-
dent to whom she rents a room
would be classified as an
unmarried-couple household since
they meet the criteria of two adults
in the same household who are
unrelated and of opposite sex.
However, statistics show that in
most unmarried-couple house-
holds, both partners were under
age 35.

For Further Information
See:

Current Population Reports,
Series P-20, No. 432, House-
holds, Families, Marital
Status, and Living Arrange-
ments: March 1988 (Advance
Report); and Current Popula-
tion Reports, Series P-20, No.
433, Marital Status and Living
Arrangements: March 1988.

Contact:

Arlene Saluter
Marriage and Family
Statistics Branch
(301) 763-7987
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Fertility

Fertility rates have
remained stable, as out-of-
wediock births have
increased in the 1980’s.

In 1987, there were 52 million
women of childbearing age
(18 to 44 years old); 3.7 mil-
lion of them reported having
had a birth in the preceding 12
months. This translates to a
fertility rate of 71 births per
1,000 women, about the same
as that reported in 1980, but
slightly higher than the 1976
rate of 67 births per 1,000
women. The average number
of children born per woman
was 1.4 in 1987, compared
with an average of 1.5 children
per woman in 1980.

In both 1980 and 1987, 37
percent of women 18 to 44
years old were childless.
About 39 percent of women
having a birth between July
1986 and June 1987 reported
that birth as their first, not sig-
nificantly different from the 40
percent reported for the year
ending in June 1980.

An increase occurred in the
proportion of out-of-wedlock
births from 14 percent of all
births in 1980 to 19 percent in
1987. Of all births to Black
women in 1987, 55 percent
were to unmarried women
(women either single, wid-
owed, or divorced at the sur-
vey date); this is about four
times as high as that reported
by White women (12 percent),

and about twice as high as that
reported by Hispanic women
(26 percent). Among women
18 to 24 years old in 1987, 72
percent of all births to Black
women were out of wedlock,
compared with 23 percent for
White women.

Births have increased as the
Baby Boom women have
reached childbearing age.

The number of births has been
rising during the 1980's be-
cause there are more women
of childbearing age. The num-
ber of women 15 to 44 years
old increased from 53.1 million
in 1980 to 58 million in 1987,
and will peak at slightly over
58 million in 1990. ' Then, the
number of women of child-
bearing age will decrease as
the Baby Boom women are re-
placed by the smaller cohorts
of women born during the late
1960’s and the 1970’s.

For women in their thirties, the
fertility rate in 1987 was signifi-
cantly higher than it was in
1980 and 1976. Of all births to
women 18 to 44 years old, the
births to women 30 to 34 and
35 to 39 years old increased
from 14 and 5 percent, respec-
tively, in 1976 to 21 and 9 per-
cent, respectively, in 1987.
These proportions increased
as the number of 30- to
39-year-old women increased
from 13.4 million in 1976 to
17.1 million in 1987. This age
group will likely peak at around
20.1 million women in 1990. 2

Women in their thirties
expect to compiete their
childbearing with an
average of 2.1 children.

The shift in the timing of child-
bearing should not be inter-
preted as an indicator of a
baby boom for women cur-
rently in their early thirties; they
expect only to have enough
children to meet replacement

fertility levels. June 1987 data
show that women 30 to 34
years old expected to have, on
the average, only 2.1 births by
the end of their childbearing
years. At the time of the sur-
vey, these women had an av-
erage of 1.7 births.

Because women delayed
childbearing a decade ago,
about 24 percent of women 30
to 34 years old were childless
in 1987, compared with only
16 percent of their counter-
parts in 1976. However, when
asked about their future child-
bearing plans, only 10 percent
of women in their early thirties
in 1987 expected to remain
childless. But these women
may not meet their expecta-
tions based on the experience
of women 30 to 34 years old in
1977: they lowered their child-
less proportion by only 3 per-
centage points by the end of
their childbearing years in
1987.

More highly educated
women tend to have lower
fertiiity rates during their
early chiidbearing years
than less educated women.

Despite their higher fertility
rates when they are older, col-
lege-educated women never
fully make up these early fertil-
ity differences. In 1987, col-
lege-educated women age 30
to 34 expected to complete
their childbearing years with an
average of only 1.8 children,
compared with an expected
average of 2.1 births for
women who completed 4
years of high school only, and
2.5 births for women who were
not high school graduates.

One-half of women with
a newborn are in the iabor
force.

In June 1987, 51 percent of
women 18 to 44 years old who
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Strong labor market
performance marks 1987 as
the economy completes its
fifth year of expansion.

Total civilian employment aver-
aged 112.4 million people in
1987, about 2.8 million higher
than that in 1986. From 1982
to 1987, employment in-
creased by 12.6 million peo-
ple. (These estimates are an-
nual averages based on
monthly survey results.)

Adult men and women (20 and
over) made strong employ-
ment advances between 1986
and 1987. Their gains are re-
flected in their increased em-
ployment-population ratios
(the proportion of the group
with jobs):
the propor-
tion for men
rose 0.5 of a
percentage
point to 73.8
percent, and
the propor-
tion for
women rose
1.1 points to

Figure 27.

58.1 percent. The employ-
ment-population ratio for peo-
ple 16 and older was 61.5 per-
cent in 1987, the highest in his-
tory.

Whites, Blacks, and Hispanics
benefited from job growth in
1987. White employment grew
by 2.2 percent, Black by 4.6
percent, and Hispanic by 7.9
percent. ' Hispanic workers
made up 6.9 percent of em-
ployed persons in 1987, but
they accounted for 20 percent
of the job growth that year; the
White share of the growth,
74.9 percent, was relatively
small, compared with their
87.0 percent share of all em-
ployed persons. During 1987,
the employment-population ra-
tio of Hispanics averaged 60.5
percent, up from 58.5 percent
in 1986.

Unemployment rate drops.

Between 1986 and 1987, the
annual-average civilian unem-
ployment rate dropped by 0.8
of a percentage point to 6.2
percent, the lowest rate since
1979; the number of unem-

ployed fell by 812,000 to 7.4
million. The unemployment
rate for adult men fell to 5.4
percent, but still remained
above the 1979 rate of 4.2 per-
cent, recorded before the two
recessions in the early 1980’s.
The rate for adult women fell to
5.4 percent, the lowest level
since 1974. The rate for
Blacks, at 13.0 percent, was
more than double the 5.3 per-
cent rate for Whites; the His-
panic rate was 8.8 percent.
Blacks constituted about 11
percent of the labor force in
1987, but they made up almost
23 percent of the unemployed;
in comparison, Hispanics were
7 percent of the labor force,
and 10 percent of the unem-
ployed.

Femaie labor force
participation continues
to rise.

In 1987, the civilian labor force
grew by 2.0 million people to
an annual average figure of
119.9 million. Adult women
were responsible for about 60

Families With Children Under 18 Years Old With
Employed Mother and/or Father, by Type of Family : 1987
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Money Income

Figure 29.

Median Famiiy Income, by Race and Hispanic Origin:

(In 1987 dollars)
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creased by 11.8 percent. The
increases over the past 5
years have put this median at a
level comparable to that of
1973 when it was at an all-time
high before declining
during a series of re-
cessions. The 1987
real median family
income was
$30,850, 1.0 percent
higher than the 1986
median after adjust-
ing for the 3.7-per-
cent increase in con-
sumer prices.

1976 1978 1980

White famiiy income
increased In 1987, while
Biack and Hispanic incomes
remained unchanged.

Between 1986 and 1987, the
median income of White fami-
lies increased by 1.1 percent
to $32,270; the median family
incomes of Black families
($18,100) and Hispanic fami-
lies ($20,310) did not change
significantly in real terms. The
ratios of Black-to-White and
Hispanic-to-White family in-
comes in 1987 were .56 and

1970 to 1987

Recessionary period

1982 1984 1986



.63, respectively, also not sta-
tistically different from their
1986 levels.

In March 1988, nearly 80 per-
cent of all families were mar-
ried couples: 83 percent of
Whites, 70 percent of Hispan-
ics, and 51 percent of Blacks.
The 1987 median income for
married-couple families was
$34,700, up 2.0 percent from
1986 in real terms. White mar-
ried couples had a median of
$35,300; for Blacks, it was
$27,180, and for Hispanic

Figure 30.

married couples, it was
$24,680. The ratios of Black-
to-White and Hispanic-to-White
married-couple median family
incomes were .77 and .70, re-
spectively.

Families with a female house-
holder, no husband present,
had a 3.4- percent increase in
their real median family in-
come which brought it to
$14,620 in 1987. This type of
family accounted for 16 per-
cent of all families: 13 percent
of White families, 23 percent of

Median Earnings of Year-Round,
Fuii-Time Workers: 1960 to 1987

(In 1987 dollars)
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5,000
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1970 1975

Hispanic families, and 43 per-
cent of Black families.

Mean earnings of
year-round, full-time
workers remained
unchanged from 1986.

Both men and women working
year-round, full-time had no
statistically significant change
in their real earnings in 1987.
The percentage of civilians
employed year-round, full-time
did increase, however, from
66.8 to 67.8 percent for men

l:] Recessionary period

1980 1985

and from 49.2 to 50.4 percent
for women. The female/male
earnings ratio in 1987 was
.65, 2 unchanged for the past
3 years but higher than the
1982 ratio of .62 at the end of
the last recession. Men
earned a median of $26,010 in
1987; women earned a me-
dian of $16,910. Since 1982,
real earnings of women have
outpaced those of men.

' Change in “real” income refers

to comparisons after adjusting for
inflation based on the Consumer
Price Index. The data in this sec-
tion refer to money income only.
Noncash benefits are excluded, as
are capital gains (or losses) and
lump-sum and one-time payments,
such as life insurance settlements.

2 This ratio is based on annual me-
dian earnings of year-round, full-
time workers and differs from ra-
tios of weekly or hourly earnings
derived from the CPS or other sur-
veys.

For Further information
See:

Current Population Reports,
P-60, No. 161, Money Income
and Poverty Status in the
United States: 1987 (Advance
Data from the March 1988
Current Population Survey)

Contact:

Robert W. Cleveland
Income Statistics Branch
(301) 763-8576
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The number of poor and the
poverty rate are down since
1983, but they stiil remain
above 1978 levels.

The number of people below
the official Government poverty
level was 32.5 million in 1987,
representing 13.5 percent of
the Nation’s population. ! Nei-
ther the number of poor nor
the poverty rate in 1987 were
statistically different from the
corresponding 1986 figures of
32.4 million poor and a 13.6
percent rate.

Poverty data based on the offi-
cial Government definition
were first tabulated for 1959.
Using this definition, the pov-
erty rate fell dramatically in the
1960's, decreasing from 22.4
percent in 1959 to
12.1 percent in
1969, while the
number of poor
declined from
39.9 million to
24.1 million. Be-
tween 1970 and
1977, the size of
the poverty popu-
lation fluctuated
between 23.0 and

Figure 31.

26.1 million, and the poverty
rate ranged from 11.1to 12.6
percent. Then from 1978 to
1983, the number of poor peo-
ple increased by 44 percent,
from 24.5 to 35.3 million, and
the poverty rate rose from 11.4
to 15.2 percent. 2 Since 1983,
however, both the number of
poor and the poverty rate have
declined, although the year-to-
year changes in these figures
have not necessarily been sta-
tistically significant. Both the
number of poor and the pov-
erty rate in 1987 were well
above their 1978 levels.

Haif of the Nation’s poor are
chiidren or elderly.

Half of the Nation’s poor in
1987 were either under the
age of 18 (40.0 percent) or
age 65 or over (10.7 percent).
The poverty rate for children
continues, as it has since
1975, to be higher than that for
other age groups: 20.6 percent
in 1987 compared with 12.2
percent for the elderly and
10.8 percent for persons 18 to
64 years old. Historically, the
poverty rate for persons 65
years and over has been

Persons Below the Poverty Level: 1959 to 1987

Number of poor (in millions)

40
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32
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1959 1964

Number of poor persons

Poverty rate for persons

1969 1974

higher than that for the total
population, but this relationship
reversed in 1983, and the pov-
erty rate for the elderly re-
mained at a record low level of
around 12 percent between
1984 and 1987. 3

Although minorities are
overrepresented among the
poor, 2 out of every 3 poor
peopie in 1987 were White.

Even though Blacks and peo-
ple of other races are dispro-
portionately represented
among the poor, Whites repre-
sented 65.8 percent of the
poor in 1987. Blacks consti-
tuted 29.8 percent of the poor,
and the remaining 4.5 percent
were of other races, principally
Asians and American Indians.
About 16.8 percent of the poor
in 1987 were Hispanic. While
people of Hispanic origin may
be of any race, the vast major-
ity (over 90 percent) are in-
cluded in the White racial cate-
gory in the CPS. In 1987, pov-
erty rates were 10.5 percent
for Whites, 33.1 percent for
Blacks, 18.3 percent for per-
sons of other races, and 28.2
percent for Hispanics.

Poverty rate (percent)
40

36
32
28
24
20
16
12

1979 1984 1987



About half of all poor
families are maintained by
women with no husband
present.

In 1987, 43.7 percent of poor
families were married-couple
families, while 51.5 percent
contained a female house-
holder with no husband pre-
sent. In the remaining 4.8 per-
cent, the householder was a
man with no wife present. The
proportion of female house-
holder families among all poor
families leveled off in the early
1980’s and was actually
slightly lower in 1985 (48.1
percent) than in 1978 (50.3
percent). However, the propor-
tions in 1986 and 1987 (51.4
percent and 51.5 percent, re-
spectively) were higher than in
1985. In contrast, 12 percent
of nonpoor families in 1987
were maintained by a woman
with no husband present.

Figure 32.

The poverty rates for these
family types did not change
significantly between 1986 and
1987; they remained at 6.0
percent for married-couple
families, 34.3 percent for fe-
male householder families, and
12.5 percent for male house-
holder families.

Unrelated individuals (persons
living alone or with nonrela-
tives only) accounted for 21.0
percent of the total 1987 pov-
erty population. 4

Experimentai estimates of
poverty inciuding the value
of noncash benefits are
avaiiable.

Since aid to the poor often
comes in the form of noncash
assistance such as food
stamps or Medicaid, the Bu-
reau of the Census has pre-
pared experimental estimates

of poverty based on income
definitions that include the
value of selected noncash
benefits, using different meth-
ods of valuation. Since the
same poverty thresholds were
used as in the official defini-
tion, the resulting poverty esti-
mates, which are exploratory
in nature, are all lower than the
official estimates. The experi-
mental approaches produced
estimates of the number of
people in poverty in 1987 that
ranged from about 20.4 million
to about 29.8 million. As with
the official definition, each ex-
perimental series showed a
large increase in the number of
poor between 1979 and 1983
and a decline in the poor be-
tween 1983 and 1987.

' The poverty definition used here
is that adopted for official Govern-

Poverty Rate for Persons and Families With Selected Characteristics: 1987

(In percent)

All families

All persons

Families in which the householder
worked year-round full-time 2.7
Families in which the householder completed
1 or more years of college 3.7

Married—couple families 6.0

Persons 65 years and over

Related children under 18 years

Unrelated individuals

Families in which the householder was
not a high school graduate

Persons 65 years and over who live alone

Hispanic persons

Black persons

Families with a female householder,
no spouse present

10.8

13.5

12.2

20.0

20.8

211

23.4

28.2

33.1

34.3

ment use by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget and consists of a
set of money income thresholds
that vary by family size and com-
position. Families or individuals
with income below their appropri-
ate thresholds are classified as be-
low the poverty level. The poverty
thresholds are updated every year
to reflect changes in the Con-
sumer Price Index. For example,
the average poverty threshold for
a family of four was $11,611 in
1987, $11,203 in 1986, and
$10,989 in 1985. These poverty
estimates are based solely on
money income before taxes and
do not include the value of non-
cash benefits such as food
stamps, Medicaid or public hous-
ing.

2 A recent low point in the number
of poor and the poverty rate was
reached in 1978, which was dur-
ing the economic expansion pe-
riod that lasted from March 1975
to January 1980. A recent high
point in the number of poor and
the poverty rate was reached in
1983, the year following the reces-
sionary period that lasted from
July 1981 to November 1982.

3 The poverty rate for the elderly
was not significantly different from
that for all persons in 1982.

4 It should be noted that the Cur-
rent Population Survey, the source
of these data, is primarily a house-
hold survey and thus persons who
are homeless and not living in
shelters are not included in these
poverty statistics.

For Further Information
See:

Current Population Reports,
Series P-60, No. 161 Money
Income and Poverly Status in
the United States: 1987; Cur-
rent Population Reports, Se-
ries P-60, No. 160 Poverty in
the United States: 1986; and
Technical Paper 58, Estimates
of Poverly Including the Value
of Noncash Benefits: 1987

Contact:

Mark S. Littman
Poverty and Wealth
Statistics Branch

(301) 763-8578
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Black adults had completed 4
years of high school or more;
by 1988, the proportion had in-
creased to 80 percent. At both
dates, the corresponding fig-
ure for Whites 25 to 34 years
old was 87 percent. Between
1980 and 1988, however, the
proportions of young Black
adults completing 4 or more
years of college did not
change significantly.

Figure 34.

Biack unemployment rates
are still relatively high—
twice those of Whites.

Of the 13 million Blacks 16
years old and over in the civil-
ian labor force in 1987, 13.0
percent were unemployed,
compared with 5.3 percent for
their White counterparts. The
1987 unemployment rate for
Black men (12.7 percent) did

Educational Attainment of Persons 25 to 34 Years

Old, by Race: 1960 to 1988
(Percent)

61.1*

Black White

1960

Percent high school graduates

Black

not differ significantly from that
of Black women (13.2 per-
cent).

In 1987, Black median family
income ($18,100) was 56 per-
cent of that of White families
($32,270). After adjusting for
inflation, the median incomes
of both Black and White fami-
lies in 1987, were not statisti-
cally different from their 1979

i Four or more years of college

Four years of high school
or college, 1to 3 years

86.8* 87.2*
76.1*
White Black  White Black White
1970 1980 1988

levels. Differences in median
family income reflect a number
of factors, such as family com-
position (including the in-
crease in the proportion of
families maintained by
women), the number of earn-
ers in the family, and educa-
tional attainment levels, as well
as economic conditions of the
Nation.

About 30 percent of Black
families were below the pov-
erty level in 1987, up from 28
percent in 1979. The 1987
poverty rate for Black families
was over three times as high
as that of White families (8
percent). About 33 percent, or
9.7 million, of Black persons
were poor in 1987; about 46
percent of all Black children
under the age of 18 in families
were poor, and 34 percent of
Black persons 65 and over
were poor. The poverty rates
for Whites in these two age
groups were much lower: 15
percent and 10 percent, re-
spectively.

For Further Information
See:

Current Population Reports,
Population Characteristics,
Series P-20, The Black Popu-
lation in the United States:
March 1988 (forthcoming).

Contact:

Claudette E. Bennett
Racial Statistics Branch
(301) 763-2607
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The

The Hispanic population is ;

growing rapidiy.

In March 1988, Hispanics
numbered 19.4 million or
about 8 percent of the total
population. ' Since 1980, the
Hispanic population has grown
by 34 percent or about 5 mil-
lion persons, while the non-
Hispanic population increased
by 7 percent. About half of the
Hispanic population growth re-
sulted from net migration, and
half from natural increase (the
number of births minus the
number of deaths).

Figure 35.

(In percent)

The Hispanic population

| tends to be young.

" In 1988, the median age of the
. Hispanic population was 25.5,
| over 7 years below that for the

non-Hispanic population
(32.9). About 39 percent of
Hispanics are under age 20,
compared with about 28 per-
cent of non-Hispanics. Only 7
percent of Hispanics were 60
and over, compared to 17 per-
cent of non-Hispanics.

The Hispanic popuiation is
highiy concentrated in the
Southwestern States.

In 1988, Arizona, California,
Colorado, New Mexico, and
Texas were home to 63 per-
cent of Hispanics; 55 percent
of all Hispanics lived in Califor-
nia and Texas alone. Outside
the Southwest, four States had
26 percent of the Hispanic
population: New York (11 per-
cent), Florida (8 percent),
lllinois (4 percent), and New

Jersey (3 percent). Only 11
percent of Hispanics lived out-
side these nine states.

Despite improvements, the
educational attalnment of
Hispanics remains beiow
that of non-Hispanics.

In 1988, 10 percent of Hispan-
ics 25 years old and over had
completed 4 or more years of
college, compared with 5 per-
cent in 1970; the proportions
for non-Hispanics were twice
as high: 21 percent and 11
percent, respectively. Although
in 1987 and 1988, a record 51
percent of Hispanics 25 years
and over reported completing
4 years of high school or
more, non-Hispanics reported
a 78 percent completion rate.

There has been inter-genera-
tional progress in education
among Hispanics, with young
adults 25 to 34 years old
achieving higher levels of at-
tainment than Hispanics 35

Mexican 62%

Puerto Rican 13%

Central and
South American 12%

Cuban 5%

Other Hispanic 8%



and over: 62 percent of the
younger group completed 4
years of high school or more,
compared with 44 percent of
older adults. Similarly, 12 per-
cent of younger Hispanics had
completed 4 or more years of
college, compared with 9 per-
cent of older Hispanics. In ad-
dition, only 6 percent of the
young adults had completed
less than 5 years of school,

compared with 16 percent of
older Hispanics.

Hispanics have higher
unemployment and iower
income than non-Hispanics.

The unemployment rate of His-
panics 16 years old and over
in March 1988 was 8.5 per-
cent, the lowest since the high
unemployment of March 1983
(16.5 percent). 2 Nevertheless,

Figure 36.
Educational Attainment: 1970 to 1988
(Percentage of persons 25 years old and over)

Completed 4 years of high
school or more

1970

1980

1988

Completed 4 or more
years of college

1970

1980

1988

1"

17

21

the unemployment rate of His-
panics in March 1988 was still
higher than that for non-His-
panics (5.8 percent).

From 1982 (the end of the last
economic recession) to 1987,
the real median family income
of Hispanic families rose by
6.9 percent, compared with a
12.3 percent increase for non-
Hispanic families. Hispanic
family income in 1987 was

Hispanic
Not Hispanic

53

68

78

$20,310, or about $11,000
less than that of non-Hispanic
families ($31,610).

About 26 percent (1.2 million)
of Hispanic families were be-
low the poverty level based on
1987 income; that rate was
about 2 1/2 times as high as
that of non-Hispanic families
(10 percent). Hispanic unre-
lated individuals ® also had
higher poverty rates than their
non-Hispanic counterparts: 30
and 20 percent, respectively.

1 Data are for the civilian nonin-

stitutional population. See
appendix B.

2 Unemployment rates shown in
this section are for March only and
may be different from rates for
other months or annual average
rates.

3 Persons 15 years old and
over who are not living with any
relatives.

For Further Information
See:

Current Population Reports,
Series P-20, No. 431, The
Hispanic Population in the
United States: March 1988
(Advance Repori).

Contact:

Carmen DeNavas
Ethnic and Hispanic
Statistics Branch
(301) 763-7955

39












44

Table A-1.

Summary of Annual Data on Demographic, Social, and Economic

Characteristics: 1980 to 1988 and 1970

(See table A-2 for data on income and poverty. Estimates for 1980 to 1988 are consistent with the 1980
census count of the population. See Appendix B, Source and Reliability of Data)

Line Population Date or
no. Subject' universe? Unit period
POPULATION (beginning of year)
1 Total (including Armed Forces overseas) ........ Total Thousands Jan. 1
2 Percent increase duringyear® ............... . Percent Annual
3 Resident.............c.coiiiiiiiiiiennn, Resident Thousands Jan. 1
4 Civilign. ..ot Civilian ’ i
POPULATION (mid-year)
5 Total (including Armed Forces overseas) .. ...... Total Thousands July 1
6 Resident...............ccooiiiiiiiiiiia, Resident " y
7 Civiian. . ... Civilian y iy
COMPONENTS OF POPULATION CHANGE
8 Totalincrease® ................coiiiiiiiinnnn. Total Thousands Annual
9 Naturalincrease .....................oovnnn. y " -
10 Biths......cooiiiii e - * -
1 Deaths...........ccoviiiiiiiiiiiiin, " - ‘
12 Net civilian immigration ...................... - " )
Rate per 1,000 mid-year Population
13 Totalincrease® .............ccoveiiiinnenannnn " Rate .
14 Naturalincrease ..........................0 - - :
15 Biths. ... " " -
16 Deaths. ........coovviiiiniiiiiiinennnn, - ’ :
17 Net civilian immigration . ..................... " - "
FARM POPULATION
18 Current farm definition® ....................... Civ. nonin. Thousands SAnn. avg.
19 Previous farm definition®....................... " " y
SEX AND AGE
20 Male. ..ot e Total Thousands July 1
21 Female ......... ...ttt " - "
22 Under18years..............ccovvviunneennnn. - y
23 UnderSyears.....................ooiinne. " -
24 5t013years.........c.cooiiiiiiiiiiiiian, y " .
25 14to17years...........ccciviiiiiiinnnnnn. " y
26 1Bt0A44yearS...........c.oouuuiiiiiiiiiiiniinn " "
27 18to24years................oiviiiiiinnn., " "
28 25t034years............iiiiiiiiiiii " "
29 35t0dd4years....................iil " - i
30 45to64years............cuuiiiiiiiiiiian, " "
31 45to54years.......... ...t - "
32 S55to6dyears..............iiiiiiiiiiiiin., " "
33 65years and OVEr. ... .......ouuriuunnnnnnnnnn. * "
34 Male. " "
35 Female ........... it " "
36 6510 74 YEAIS . . ..o iie et " "
37 7510BAyears. ... y "
38 B5yearsand Over.............coiiiiiiiiinnn. " "



Change'

1980—

Line

1988 1987 1986 1985 1984 1983 1982 1981 1980 1970 Unit Period Amount 1970-80 No.
245,110 242,825 240,532 238,207 235,961 233,736 231,405 229,033 226,451 203,849 Percent 80-88 +8.2 +11.1 1
(NA) 0.94 0.95 0.98 0.95 0.95 1.01 1.04 1.14 1.28 “Pct. pt. 80-87 -0.20 -0.14 2
244,596 242,308 240,004 237,677 235,444 233,217 230,893 228,542 225,945 202,717 Percent 80-88 +83 +115 3
242,860 240,565 238,304 235,994 233,763 231,552 229,247 226,918 224,374 200,466 - : +82 +11.9 4
246,113 243,915 241,613 239,279 237,001 234,799 232,520 230,138 227,757 205,052 Percent 80-88 +8.1 +11.1 5
245,602 243,400 241,096 238,736 236,477 234,284 231,996 229,637 227,255 203,984 - - +8.1 +11.4 6
243,910 241,661 239,374 237,031 234,762 232,589 230,327 227,989 225,651 201,895 " N +8.1 +11.8 7
(NA) 2,285 2,293 2,325 2,246 2,224 2,332 2,371 2,582 2,617 Percent 80-87 -11.5 -1.3 8
(NA) 1,685 1,631 1,673 1,629 1,619 1,705 1,651 1,622 1,812 - - +39 -10.5 9
(NA) 3,809 3,731 3,761 3,669 3,639 3,681 3,629 3,612 3,739 ‘ y +55 -34 10
(NA) 2,124 2,100 2,087 2,040 2,020 1,975 1,979 1,990 1,927 v " +6.7 +33 11
(NA) 599 662 650 615 605 626 718 845 438 - - -29.1 +92.9 12
(NA) 9.4 9.5 9.7 9.5 9.5 10.0 10.3 11.3 128 Inrate 80-87 -1.9 -1.5 13
(NA) 6.9 6.7 7.0 6.9 6.9 7.3 7.2 7.4 8.8 - - -0.2 -1.7 14
(NA) 15.6 154 15.7 155 156.5 15.8 15.8 15.9 18.2 " ’ -0.3 -2.3 15
(NA) 8.7 8.7 8.7 8.6 8.6 8.5 8.6 8.7 9.4 - - - 0.7 16
(NA) 25 2.7 2.7 2.6 26 2.7 3.1 3.7 21 - - -1.2 +1.6 17
(NA) 4,986 5,226 5,355 5,754 5,787 5,628 5,850 6,051 (NA) Percent 80-87 -17.6 (NA) 18
(NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) 7,029 6,880 7,014 7,241 9,712 " 80-83 -2.9 -25.4 19
(NA) 118,987 117,835 116,648 115494 114,385 113,245 112,064 110,888 100,354 Percent 80-87 +73 +105 20
(NA) 124,928 123,788 122,631 121,507 120,414 119,275 118,074 116,869 104,698 * - +69 +116 21
(NA) 63542 63,300 62980 62,773 62,781 62,953 63,285 63,695 69,762 - - 0.2 8.7 22
(NA) 18,252 18,152 18,004 17,830 17,651 17,298 16,931 16,458 17,166 y ’ +10.9 4.1 23
(NA) 30,823 30,351 30,110 30,238 30,410 30,614 30,754 31,095 36,672 " ‘ -0.9 -16.2 24
(NA) 14,467 14,797 14865 14,704 14,720 15041 15599 16,142 15,924 - - -10.4 +14 25
(NA) 105,234 104,092 102,825 101,439 99,914 98,139 96,047 93,843 73,184 " - +12.1 +28.2 26
(NA) 24,336 27,967 28,749 29,391 29,943 30,283 30,428 30,350 24,712 - " -19.8 +228 27
(NA) 43,517 42,980 42,238 41,430 40,602 39,741 39,159 37,626 25,323 - " +15.7 +486 28
(NA) 34380 33,144 31,839 30,619 29369 28,115 26,460 25868 23,150 - - +329 +11.7 29
(NA) 45303 45,055 44,934 44818 44680 44602 44569 44515 41,999 - y +1.8 +6.0 30
(NA) 23,284 22,823 22,597 22,502 22,446 22,488 22,614 22,754 23317 ’ " +23 -24 31
(NA) 22,019 22,232 22,337 22,316 22,234 22,114 21,955 21,761 18,682 " - +12 +165 32
(NA) 29,835 29,167 28,540 27,971 27,426 26,825 26,235 25,704 20,107 - - +16.1 +27.8 33
(NA) 12,119 11,819 11,537 11,289 11,063 10,811 10,575 10,366 8,413 " ’ +16.9 +23.2 34
(NA) 17,716 17,349 17,003 16,682 16363 16,014 15661 15338 11,693 " ’ +155 +31.2 35
(NA) 17668 17332 17,010 16,740 16,495 16,198 15915 15653 12,493 - - +129 +253 36
(NA) 9,301 9,060 8,836 8,616 8,399 8,183 7,971 7,782 6,183 - * +195 +259 37
(NA) 2,867 2,776 2,695 2,615 2,531 2,444 2,350 2,269 1,430 ’ - +264 +58.7 38
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Table A-1.

Summary of Annual Data on Demographic, Social, and Economic

Characteristics: 1980 to 1988 and 1970—Con.

(See table A-2 for data on income and poverty. Estimates for 1980 to 1988 are consistent with the 1980
census count of the population. See Appendix B, Source and Reliability of Data)

Line Population Date or
no. Subject’ uni Unit period
SEX AND AGE—Continued
Percent distribution
39 Under18years................ooivvivinnnnnn. - Percent "
40 18to4d44years..............cciiiiiiiiieinannns - " i
41 45t064years...............coiiiiiiiiiiiann.n - " iy
42 65yearsandover..................iiiinnnn. " 4 ‘
Median age
43 Total ... i - Years °
44 Male..........oii y ° °
45 Female ..., y ’ .
Age dependency ratio
46 Total’.. ... - Ratio .
47 Youth? . ..o e " ’ -
48 Eldery” ..ot - ° -
Sex ratio
49 Total (males per 100 females).................. - Ratio -
50 65 years and over (males per 100 females). . .. - ° "
FERTILITY AND MORTALITY
51 Totalfertilityrate®............................. Resident Rate Annual
52 General fertility rate® .......................... " " d
Lifetime births expected per 1,000 wives
53 18to24yearsold ...................ooin.. Civ. nonin. - June
54 Births to unmarried women''................... Resident Thousands Annual
Per 1,000 unmarried women 15 to 44 years
55 old' . e - Rate :
56 Percent of total births''...................... " Percent :
57 Average life expectancy at birth - both sexes. .. .. " Years
58 Males. .........oiiiiiiiii it - ‘
59 Females .............oiiiiiiiiiniinnnnnnn. " -
Infant mortality rate (under age 1) per 1,000 live
60 births............ oottt " Rate
MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE
61 Median age at first marriage - males ............ Civ. nonin+ Years March
62 Median age at first marriage - females. . ......... - ° .
63 Single (never married) males 20 to 24 years oid . . - Percent
Single (never married) females 20 to 24 years
64 Old . e e - y
Divorced persons per 1,000 married persons,
65 spousepresent...................iiiinnnnn.. - Rate
66 Marrages .............coiiiiiiiiiiiiiiia Resident Thousands Annual
67 Marriage rate per 1,000 unmarried women'? . .. " Rate :
Per 1,000 unmarried women 15 to 44 years
68 Ol e " y
First marriages per 1,000 never married
69 WOomeN'? . - i
70 Remarriages per 1,000 divorced women'? . .. .. " -
71 DIVOICES . oottt ettt - Thousands
72 Divorce rate per 1,000 married women'Z. ... ... " Rate




—-—

~ B® T ke

Change'

1980—

Line

1988 1987 1986 1985 1984 1983 1982 1981 1980 1970 Unit Period Amount 1970-80  No.
(NA) 26.1 26.2 26.3 26.5 26.7 271 27.5 28.0 34.0 “Pct. pt. 80-87 -1.9 -6.0 39
(NA) 43.1 43.1 43.0 428 42.6 422 41.7 412 35.7 " y +19 +55 40
(NA) 18.6 18.6 18.8 18.9 19.0 19.2 194 19.5 20.5 - " -0.9 -1.0 41
(NA) 122 12.1 11.9 11.8 11.7 115 114 11.3 9.8 - y +0.9 +1.5 42
(NA) 32.1 31.8 315 31.2 30.9 30.6 30.3 30.0 279 Years 80-87 +2.1 +21 43
(NA) 30.9 30.6 30.3 29.9 29.6 294 29.1 288 26.6 ’ y +21 +22 44
(NA) 333 33.0 32.7 324 32.1 31.8 315 313 29.2 - ’ +2.0 +2.1 45
(NA) 62.0 62.0 61.9 62.0 62.4 62.9 63.7 64.6 78.0 In ratio 80-87 -2.6 -13.4 46
(NA) 422 42.4 42.6 429 434 441 45.0 46.0 60.6 * " -3.8 -14.6 47
(NA) 19.8 19.6 19.3 19.1 19.0 18.8 18.7 18.6 17.5 " - +1.2 +1.1 48
(NA) 95.2 95.2 95.1 95.1 95.0 94.9 94.9 94.9 95.9 In ratio 80-87 +0.3 -1.0 49
(NA) 68.4 68.1 67.9 67.7 67.6 67.5 67.5 67.6 719 - - +08 -4.3 50
(NA) *1,880 1,836 1,843 1,806 1,803 1,829 1,815 1,840 2,480 Percent 80-87 +22 -25.8 51
(NA) P66.1 65.4 66.2 65.4 65.8 67.3 67.4 68.4 87.9 " - -3.4 -22.2 52
(NA) 2,206 2,270 2,183 (NA) 2,225 2,096 2,162 2,134 192,375 - " +34 194101 53
(NA) (NA) 878 828 770 738 715 687 666 399 - 80-86 +318 +66.9 54
(NA) (NA) 34.3 328 31.0 30.4 30.0 29.6 29.4 26.4 - " +16.7 +114 55
(NA) (NA) 234 22,0 21.0 20.3 19.4 18.9 18.4 10.7 “Pct. pt. y +50 +7.7 56
(NA) P74.9 748 74.7 74.7 746 745 74.2 73.7 70.8 Years 80-87 +1.2 +29 57
(NA) P71.5 713 71.2 7.2 71.0 70.9 70.4 70.0 67.1 v " +1.5 +29 58
(NA) P78.3 78.3 78.2 78.2 78.1 78.1 778 77.4 74.7 " " +0.9 +27 59
(NA) ?10.0 104 10.6 10.8 11.2 115 11.9 12.6 20.0 Percent " -20.6 -37.0 60
25.9 25.8 25.7 255 25.4 25.4 25.2 248 24.7 23.2 Years 80-88 +1.2 +15 61
236 23.6 23.1 23.3 23.0 228 225 223 220 20.8 " 4 +1.6 +1.2 62
777 77.7 75.5 75.6 748 73.2 720 69.5 68.8 54.7 “Pct. Pt. " +89 +144 63
61.1 60.8 57.9 58.5 56.9 55.5 53.4 51.9 50.2 35.8 " " +10.9 +144 64
133 130 131 128 121 114 114 109 100 47 Percent - +33.0 +1128 65
(NA) P2,421 P2,400 2,413 2,477 2,446 2,456 2,422 2,390 2,159 Percent 80-87 +13 +107 66
(NA) (NA) (NA) 57.0 59.5 59.9 61.4 61.7 61.4 76.5 - 80-85 -7.2 -19.7 67
(NA) (NA) (NA) 94.9 99.0 99.3 101.9 103.1 102.6 140.2 " - -7.5 -26.8 68
(NA) (NA) (NA) 61.5 63.5 63.8 66.0 64.9 66.0 93.4 " " -6.8 -29.3 69
(NA) (NA) (NA) 81.8 87.3 91.6 94.4 96.3 91.3 123.3 " " -10.4 -26.0 70
(NA) P1,157 P1,159 1,190 1,169 1,158 1,170 1,213 1,189 708 - 80-87 -27 +679 71
(NA) (NA) (NA) 21.7 215 213 21.7 226 226 149 - 80-85 40 +517 72
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Table A-1.

Summary of Annual Data on Demographic, Social, and Economic

Characteristics: 1980 to 1988 and 1970—Con.

(See table A-2 for data on income and poverty. Estimates for 1980 to 1988 are consistent with the 1980
census count of the population. See Appendix B, Source and Reliability of Data)

Line Population Date or
no. Subject’ universe? Unit period
HOUSEHOLDS
73 Totalhouseholds ..........................ee Civ. nonin+ Thousands March
74 Average population per household, total . ... ... - - -
75 Under18years...............coovvnnnnnnn. y y -
76 18yearsandover..............ccoeiinnnnn. " ’ y
77 Familyhouseholds ............................ d - °
78 Married-couple family........................ y y *
79 With own children under 18 years............ - - :
80 Other family, male householder............... " - ‘
81 With own children under 18 years. ........... y - "
82 Other family, female householder . ............ - - -
83 With own children under 18 years. ........... ’ N "
84 Nonfamily households ......................... - - -
85 Male householder........................... - " -
86 Livingalone .......................ooll " - "
87 Female householder. ........................ - " "
88 Livingalone ...............oooiiiiinann, " - -
Percent distribution of households by type . . .
89 Familyhouseholds ......................... ... " Percent -
90 Married-couple family................... .. - - -
91 Other family, male householder............... 4 - ‘
92 Other family, female householder . ............ - - -
93 Nonfamily households ......................... - " "
94 Male householder........................... " y -
95 Female householder. ........................ " " -
Percent distribution of households by size . ..
96 ONePerson ............ccoeeiiieeinneinneinnnn - y -
97 TWOPOISONS ........coviuiunereinnnneeeennnnns . ° -
98 Three persons.............cccvvvuuueeeennnnnn - " -
99 FOUrpPersoNS..............c.ceeiininneeennnnnns y y y
100 Fiveormorepersons......................c.... " y -
SCHOOL ENROLLMENT
101 Alllevels,3to34yearsold .................... Civ. nonin. Thousands October
102 Nurseryschool ..............ccoiiiiinnn, 4 " -
103 Kindergarten and elementary school (1to 8) ... - ° -
104 Percentprivate .................oooiiiaan. 4 Percent -
105 Highschool (1t04).................... ... - Thousands -
106 Percentprivate ....................c.oi.al - Percent -
107 College,underage 35....................... " Thousands "
108 Male. ... y " i
109 Percent part-time ......................... " Percent -
110 Female ..., y Thousands ’
111 Percent part-tme ......................... " Percent °
112 College, 35 yearsoldandover ............... y Thousands :
113 Male. ... " " "
114 Percent part-time ......................... y Percent -
115 Female ... - Thousands "
116 Percent part-time ..................... ... - Percent y




- ada

T mm =3

Change'

1980—
Line
1988 1987 1986 1985 1984 1983 1982 1981 1980 1970 Unit Period Amount 1970-80 No.
91,066 89,479 88,458 86,789 85407 83918 82527 82368 80,776 63,401 Percent 80-88 +12.7 +274 73
2.64 2.66 2.67 2.69 2.7 2.73 2.72 2.73 2.76 3.14 " - -4.3 -12.1 74
0.70 0.71 0.71 0.72 0.73 0.74 0.75 0.76 0.79 1.09 - ’ -114 -27.5 75
1.94 1.96 1.86 1.97 1.98 1.98 1.97 1.96 1.97 2.05 " y -1.5 -3.9 76
65,133 64,491 63,558 62,706 61,997 61,393 61,019 60,309 59,550 51,456 " - +9.4 +15.7 77
51,809 51,537 50,933 50,350 50,090 49,908 49,630 49,294 49,112 44,728 " - +5.5 +9.8 78
24600 24645 24630 24210 24339 24363 24465 24927 24961 25532 " - -14 -2.2 79
2,715 2,510 2,414 2,228 2,030 2,016 1,986 1,933 1,733 1,228 " - +56.7 +41.1 80
1,047 955 935 896 799 737 679 666 616 341 " - +70.0 +80.6 81
10,608 10,445 10,211 10,129 9,878 9,469 9,403 9,082 8,705 5,500 " - +219 +58.3 82
6,273 6,297 6,105 6,006 5,907 5,718 5,868 5,634 5,445 2,858 " " +15.2 +90.5 83
25933 24988 24900 24,082 23410 22525 22508 22,059 21,226 11,945 " ° +22.2 +77.7 84
11,310 10,652 10,648 10,114 9,752 9,514 9,457 9,279 8,807 4,063 " " +284 +116.8 85
8,788 8,246 8,285 7.922 7.529 7,451 7,482 7,253 6,966 3,532 " " +26.2 +97.2 86
14,624 14336 14252 13968 13,658 13,011 13,051 12,780 12,419 7,882 " - +17.8 +57.6 87
13,101 12,881 12,893 12680 12425 11,799 11872 11,683 11,330 7,319 y - +15.6 +548 88
715 721 71.9 723 726 73.2 731 73.2 73.7 81.2 “Pct. pt. " 2.2 -7.5 89
56.9 57.6 57.6 58.0 58.6 59.5 59.4 59.8 60.8 70.5 " " -39 9.7 90
3.0 2.8 2.7 2.6 24 24 24 2.3 2.1 19 " y +0.9 +0.2 91
11.6 1.7 11.5 11.7 11.6 11.3 1.3 11.0 10.8 8.7 " y +0.8 +21 92
28.5 27.9 28.1 27.7 274 26.8 26.9 26.8 26.3 18.8 " y +2.2 +75 93
124 11.9 12.0 1.7 11.4 11.3 113 113 10.9 6.4 . * +15 +45 94
16.1 16.0 16.1 16.1 16.0 15.5 15.6 155 154 124 - " +0.7 +3.0 95
240 23.6 23.9 23.7 234 22.9 23.2 23.0 22.7 171 " " +13 +56 96
32.2 320 314 316 315 315 31.7 31.3 31.4 28.9 " " +0.8 +25 97
17.7 18.1 18.2 178 17.7 17.6 17.5 17.7 17.5 17.3 " " +0.2 +0.2 98
15.5 15.6 15.6 16.7 15.9 15.9 15.4 15.5 15.7 15.8 " " 0.2 -0.1 99
10.5 10.7 10.9 11.2 11.5 121 12.2 125 128 209 - " -23 -8.1 100
(NA) (NA) 58,153 58,014 57,313 57,745 57,905 58,390 58,953 60,357 Percent 80-86 -14 23 101
(NA) (NA) 2,554 2,491 2,354 2,350 2,153 2,058 2,031 1,096 " " +258 +853 102
(NA) (NA) 31,082 30,681 30322 30559 30,711 30,956 31,513 37,133 " " -14 -16.1 103
(NA) (NA) 11.6 1.9 10.7 11.9 11.7 11.6 11.5 12.1 “Pct. Pt. ’ +0.1 -0.6 104
(NA) (NA) 13,912 13,979 13,777 14,010 14,123 14,642 14,935 14,715 Percent " -6.8 +15 105
(NA) (NA) 8.4 8.7 7.7 8.7 79 7.9 (NA) 8.0 “Pct. pt. 81-86 +0.5 13.0.1 106
(NA) (NA) 10,605 10,863 10,859 10,824 10,919 10,734 10,473 7,413 Percent 80-86 +13 +413 107
(NA) (NA) 5,248 5,345 5,513 5,504 5,409 5,372 5,205 4,401 - " +08 +183 108
(NA) (NA) 273 26.1 25.1 26.6 25.7 27.2 26.7 21.0 “Pct. pt. y +0.6 +57 109
(NA) (NA) 5,357 5,518 5,345 5,321 5,510 5,363 5,268 3,013 Percent " +1.7 +748 110
(NA) (NA) 31.1 31.8 31.0 31.0 325 31.8 334 24.1 “Pct. pt. " 2.3 +93 111
(NA) (NA) 1,797 1,661 1,445 1,495 1,390 1,393 1,215 (NA) Percent - +47.9 (NA) 112
(NA) (NA) 600 561 476 506 490 453 412 (NA) - " +45.6 (NA) 113
(NA) (NA) 77.8 80.6 80.0 80.8 81.1 81.5 789 (NA) “Pct. pt. " -1.1 (NA) 114
(NA) (NA) 1,197 1,100 970 989 900 940 803 (NA) Percent " +49.1 (NA) 115
(NA) (NA) 78.1 81.0 82.5 80.0 791 80.5 84.2 (NA) “Pct. pt. " -6.1 (NA) 116
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Table A-1.
Summary of Annual Data on Demographic, Social, and Economic
Characteristics: 1980 to 1988 and 1970—Con.

(See table A-2 for data on income and poverty. Estimates for 1980 to 1988 are consistent with the 1980
census count of the population. See Appendix B, Source and Reliability of Data)

Line Population Date or
no. Subject’ universe? Unit period
YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED, 25 TO 34
YEARS OLD
117  High school graduates™ ....................... Civ. nonin.+ Percent March
118 College graduates'........................... " - -
119 Male..........ooiiiiiii y - -
120 Female .......... ...t - y -
LABOR FORCE
121 Civilian labor force, total ....................... Civ. nonin. Thousands Ann. avg.
122 Males..........ooiiiii - - -
123 Females .................cciiiiiiat. - iy -
124 Employment................cciiiiiiiiiinn.. - " -
125 Male...........o - " i
126 Female ................ ...t " " "
127 Unemployment ......................ooint. " y -
128 Male............ooiiii y " -
129 Female .................oiiiiiiiii.t. - * -

130 Unemploymentrate, total ...................... Percent
131 Males, 20 yearsandover....................
132 Females, 20 yearsandover..................
133 Both sexes, 16 to 19years...................
134 Married men, wife present ...................
135 Married women, husband present.............

136 Female householder, no husband present . ....

- Represents zero or rounds to zero.

NA Not available.

P Provisional.

'Data for the items on lines 18-19, 53, 61-65, and 73-136 are from the Current Population Survey. The annual
estimates and the 1970-80 and post-1980 changes shown for these items are subject to sampling variability
(see appendix B) and should be interpreted with particular caution. The publications cited in this report provide
information on sampling variability for data from the Current Population Survey.

2The population universes included in this table are total including Armed Forces overseas, resident, civilian,
civilian noninstitutional plus Armed Forces living off post or with their families on post (civ. nonin.+), and civilian
noninstitutional. See also appendix B.

3Figures for 1970 and 1980 reflect the error of closure between censuses. See appendix B.

“Percentage-point change.

5The current definition is persons living in rural territory on places which had, or normally would have had,
sales of agricultural products of $1,000 or more during the reporting year. The previous definition included
places of 10 or more acres with sales of at least $50 and places under 10 acres with sales of at least $250.
The 1980 estimate (current definition) of 6,051,000 is higher than the sample figure of 5,617,903 from the

1980 census.




_ —— - S e T ER B ks .l

Change'

1980—

Line
1988 1987 1986 1985 1984 1983 1982 1981 1980 1970 Unit Period Amount 1970-80  No.

86.4 86.5 86.8 86.8 86.5 86.4 86.3 85.6 85.4 73.8 “Pct. pt. 80-88 +10 +116 117

23.7 23.9 24.0 23.8 243 24.4 23.8 23.2 241 15.8 - -0.4 +83 118
25.0 249 25.2 25.2 25.9 26.8 26.5 26.1 27.5 19.7 " " -2.5 +78 119
224 229 228 225 228 221 211 20.4 20.9 12.0 - " +1.5 +89 120

(NA) 119,865 117,834 115461 113,544 111,550 110,204 108,670 106,940 82,715 Percent 80-87 +121 +293 121
(NA) 66,207 65,422 64,411 63,835 63,047 62450 61,974 61,453 51,195 +77 +200 122
(NA) 53,658 52,413 51,050 49,709 48,503 47,755 46,696 45487 31,520 +180 +443 123
(NA) 112,440 109,597 107,150 105,005 100,834 99,526 100,397 99,303 78,627 +132 +263 124
(NA) 62,107 60,892 59,891 59,091 56,787 56,271 57,397 57,186 48,960 +86 +168 125
(NA) 50,334 48,706 47,259 45915 44,047 43,256 43,000 42,117 29,667 +195 +420 126
(NA) 7,425 8,237 8,312 8,539 10,717 10,678 8,273 7,636 4,088 28 +868 127
(NA) 4,101 4,530 4,521 4,744 6,260 6,179 4,577 4,267 2,235 -39 +809 128

L 200 TR TR TN TN S T Y

T v v o o oa oaow

(NA) 3,324 3,707 3,791 3,794 4,457 4,499 3,696 3,369 1,853 -13 +818 129
(NA) 6.2 7.0 7.2 75 9.6 9.7 76 71 49 “Pct. pt. - -0.9 +22 130
(NA) 5.4 6.1 6.2 6.6 8.9 8.8 6.3 59 3.5 y " -0.5 +24 131
(NA) 5.4 6.2 6.6 6.8 8.1 8.3 6.8 6.4 4.8 y " -1.0 +16 132
(NA) 16.9 18.3 18.6 18.9 224 23.2 19.6 17.8 15.2 y " -0.9 +26 133
(NA) 3.9 44 4.3 4.6 6.5 6.5 4.3 4.2 2.6 y " -0.3 +16 134
(NA) 43 5.2 5.6 5.7 7.0 7.4 5.9 5.8 4.9 - " -1.5 +09 135
(NA) 9.2 9.8 10.5 104 12.2 117 10.4 9.2 54 " y - +38 136

®Before 1984, five-quarter average centered on April.

"Youth: persons under 18 years per 100 persons 18 to 64 years. Old-age: persons 65 years and over per 100 persons 18 to 64 years. Total: sum of
youth and old-age.

8 Lifetime births per 1,000 women implied by the age-specific childbearing rates of a single year.

®Births per 1,000 women 15 to 44 years.

9Rate for 1971 and percent change for 1971-80.

' 1980 data on births to unmarried women are not totally comparable with data for 1970 due to a change in methodology. Comparable figures for
1980 are 645,000 births, a rate of 28.4, and 17.9 percent of all births. See National Center for Health Statistics, Monthly Vital Statistics Report, Vol. 31,
No. 8, Supplement (November 30, 1982).

2Rates for women 15 years and over.

3percentage-point change for 1970-81.

'“Four years of high school, or more education.

'SFour or more years of college.

Source: Compiled from reports published by the Bureau of the Census (lines 1-50, 51 for 1987, 53, 61-65, 73-120), the National Center for Health
Statistics (lines 51 for 1970-1986, 52, 54-60, 66-72), and the Bureau of Labor Statistics (lines 121-136).
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Table A-2.
Summary of Annual Data on income and Poverty: 1979 to 1987 and 1969

(Families or persons as of March of the following year. Estimates for 1979 to 1987 are
consistent with the 1980 census count of the population. See Appendix B, Source and
Reliability of Data)

Line Population Date or
No. Subject’ universe? Unit period
INCOME?
Median family income

1 Al families ... Civ. nonin.+ 1987 dols. Annual

2 Married-couple families........................ - - -

3 With one or more own children under 18 years . - N "

4 Female householder, no husband present....... - y °

5 65yearsandover..................ooiiaal " ’ -

Mean income per family member

6 Allfamilies..................iiiiiiiiii. - - -

7 Married-couple families. ....................... - ’ °

8 Female householder, no husband present....... - - -

Mean income of persons 15 years and over*

9 Males withincome.............................. - - -
10 Year-round, full-time workers. .................. " - "
1 Females withincome ........................... y - .
12 Year-round, full-time workers. .................. - y "

EARNERS

Number of earners®
13 Allfamilies. ...t Civ. nonin.+ Thousands Annual
14 Noearners .............ccovviiieennnnnn vunnn y - -
15 Oneearner.............ccoeevvenunen.. e 4 - y
16 TWO @aIMErS . . ....iiieiiieeiiiannanannnnns " - "
17 Threeormoreearmers ........................ y - :

Percent distribution of families by number of

earners
18 Noearners ..............ooviiiiiiineennnnnnnn " Percent -
19 Oneeamer..............c.o.oiiuiinneenneannnn. y ‘ :
20 TWO@AMMEIS .......coieeennniaeennnnnnens - - -
21 Three ormore earners . ..............covueeuennnn. " " :
POVERTY?

22  Persons below the poverty level ................. Civ. nonin.+ Thousands Annual

Poverty rate for persons
23 AllPErsons . .........couuineueiiiiiiiaiannnnn. y Percent °
24 Related children under 18 years”............... . ’ .
25 Persons 65 yearsandover.................... - y "
26 Males 65 yearsandover..................... y y -
27 Females 65 years andover................... y

Persons in female householder families, no

28 husbandpresent ............... ... ... .. ... y " :
29 Persons not living in families................... " " :
30 Families below the poverty level. . ................ y Thousands -

Poverty rate for families
31 Al families. . ... e y Percent i

Female householder families, no husband

32 PrESENt. ... " ‘ ‘
33 All other families .................ccivinnann. - ‘ °

'Data are from the Current Population Survey. The annual estimates and the 1969-1979 and 1979-87 changes shown are

subwct to samphng vanabihity (see appendix B) and should be interpreted with particular caution. The source cited for this tabie
provides information on samphng vanabihity for data on income and poverty.

*Civihan nominstitutional population plus Armed Forces living off post or with their families on post. See appendix B.
‘Data on income and poverty are based on money income from regularly received sources (e.g., wages, self employment

income, Social Seccunty, public assistance, interest, rent, royalties, unemployment compensation, pensions, alimony.



Change'

Line

1987 1986 1985 1984 1983 1982 1981 1980 1979 1969 Unit 1979-87 1969-79 No.
30,853 30,534 29,302 28,923 28,147 27,591 27,977 28,996 30,669 29,244 Percent +0.6 +49 1
34,700 34,004 32,857 32,401 31,231 30,636 31,322 31,917 33,553 31,005 - +3.4 +8.2 2
36,366 35592 34,176 33,636 32,129 31,961 32,765 33,524 35,413 21,859 y +27 +62.0 3
14620 14,146 14432 14,009 13,501 13,6522 13,696 14,355 15470 14,946 " -5.5 +35 4
18,761 18,305 18,191 17,376 16,190 16,487 15532 16,944 17,624 15,454 " +6.5 +14.0 5
11,525 11,363 10,846 10,533 10,069 9,881 9,923 10,125 10,624 9,049 Percent +85 +17.4 6
12,497 12,324 11,720 11,386 10,853 10,604 10,642 10,816 11,344 9,428 " +10.2 +20.3 7
6,474 6,166 6,166 5,929 5,667 5,659 5,661 5,887 6,081 5,580 - +6.5 +9.0 8
22,684 22619 21819 21,269 20,741 20,465 20,638 21,158 22,408 22,328 Percent +1.2 +04 9
31,304 31,229 30,371 29,803 29,439 29,211 29,015 29,566 31,214 30,186 - +03 +34 10
11,435 11,133 10,748 10,487 10,152 9,649 9,297 93,475 9,435 9,130 y +21.2 +3.3 1"
19,940 19,609 19,110 18675 18,316 17829 17,332 17,559 17,925 16,756 " +11.2 +7.0 12
64,228 63618 62636 61,930 61,243 60,653 60,312 59,640 58,793 51,586 " +9.2 +14.0 13
9,440 9,391 9,162 9,221 9,266 8,943 8,526 8,050 7,601 4,367 " +242 +74.1 14
18,009 17,945 18,217 17,949 18,459 18,761 18,555 18,586 18,236 19,382 y -1.2 -5.9 15
27,748 27,228 26,350 26,160 25,437 24,776 24,856 24,650 24,423 20,262 " +13.6 +205 16
9,032 9,055 8,906 8,599 8,081 8,174 8,375 8,354 8,534 7.575 " +58 +12.7 17
147 148 146 149 15.1 14.7 14.1 135 12.9 8.5 °SPct. Pt. +18 +44 18
28.0 28.2 29.1 29.0 30.1 309 30.8 31.2 31.0 376 " -3.0 -6.6 19
43.2 428 421 42.2 415 40.8 41.2 41.3 41.5 39.3 " +1.7 +22 20
14.1 14.2 14.2 13.9 13.2 135 13.9 140 145 147 y 0.4 0.2 21
32,546 32,370 33,064 33,700 35303 34398 31,822 29,272 26,072 24,147 Percent +248 +8.0 22
135 13.6 14.0 144 15.2 15.0 14.0 13.0 11.7 12.1  ®pPct. Pt. +1.8 0.4 23
20.0 19.8 20.1 21.0 218 21.3 19.5 17.9 16.0 13.8 " +40 +22 24
12.2 124 12.6 124 13.8 14.6 156.3 15.7 16.2 253 " -3.0 -10.1 25
8.5 8.5 8.5 8.7 10.0 10.4 10.5 109 111 20.2 y -2.6 -9.1 26
14.9 15.2 15.6 15.0 17.0 175 18.6 19.0 179 29.2 " -3.0 -11.3 27
336 342 33.5 34.0 35.6 36.2 35.2 338 32.0 38.4 y +1.6 6.4 28
20.8 216 215 21.8 23.1 231 23.4 229 21.9 340 - -1.1 -12.1 29
7,059 7,023 7,223 7,277 7,647 7,512 6,851 6,217 5,461 5,008 Percent +29.3 +9.0 30
10.8 109 114 11.6 12.3 12.2 11.2 10.3 9.2 9.7 SPct. Pt. +16 -0.5 31
343 346 34.0 345 36.0 36.3 346 32.7 30.4 32.7 y +3.9 2.3 32
6.3 6.3 7.0 7.2 7.8 79 7.0 6.3 55 6.9 - +0.8 -14 33

child support) before taxes and other types of deductions. Capital gains (or losses), lump sum or one-time payments such as life insurance settiements, and noncash

benefits are excluded. For a detailed discussion, see Source.
“For 1969,

are not related.
Source

persons 14 years old and over.
7Excludes children in unrelated subfamilies, which are groups of two or more persons related to each other who live in a household maintained by a person to whom they

SBefore 1982, excludes families with any members in the Armed Forces.

: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports, Series P-60, annual reports on income and poverty

SPercentage-point change.
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