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Introduction

During the past two decades, the
changes that have taken place in
the patterns of family life have at-
tracted enormous attention. By
investigating these changes, we re-
alize that lifestyles are dynamic
rather than static; that they shift
as the participants pass through
life, and that political, economic,
social, cultural, technological, and
demographic factors all interrelate
to influence the way we live.

This report provides a graphic
overview of recent trends in the
lifestyles of Americans.' Overall,
these trends indicate a movement
away from “traditional” family
living. These include the high
rates of marital disruption, the de-
lay in marriage among young
adults, and the increasing ten-

dency for people to live in house-
holds either alone or with other
people not conventionally related
to them.

To some analysts, these changing
lifestyles are the momentary result
of people adjusting their lives to
their new roles in modern society.
But whatever the reasons for these
changes, recent trends have, at
least, made us aware of the wide
variety of living arrangements that
can and do exist, and of their im-
pact on established social and eco-
nomic institutions. For example,
the increase in divorce has re-
sulted in greater numbers of chil-
dren and parents learning to cope
with single-parent living. The in-
creased labor force participation
of women has been linked not

only with lower fertility but also
with a greater demand for child
care by working mothers with
young children. These examples
illustrate that each part of the
population has developed its own
needs that must be met by either
the private or the public sector or
by both.

The following charts, with their
limited commentary, summarize
major trends and focus expressly
on families with children present.
Data are also presented on other
types of families, households, and
living arrangements so that trends
affecting our children and families
can be interpreted in a more com-
plete context.

Detailed sources for all charts can
be found on page 28.

! An earlier version of this chartbook was prepared for the Department of Health and Human Services for use in the conference,

“National Summit for Families in the Nineties,” held in Baltimore, Maryland, November 1988.














































































Future Directions

As you have seen, family life has
dramatically changed over the
short span of two decades. It
seems likely, however, that most
of the major change has already
occurred and that a period of ad-
aptation has begun.

A plausible scenario for the next
decade is that there will be relative
stability as compared with the up-
heaval of the recent past.

A majority of mothers will be in
the paid work force and there will
be a wide usage of a variety of
child care arrangements.

Divorce rates will likely recede
somewhat but still remain high
enough to ensure that being a
member of a single-parent family
will be a fairly common experi-
ence.

Delayed marriage and childbear-
ing and low fertility appear likely
to continue as the norm. While
childlessness may increase some-
what, birth expectation data indi-
cate that the vast majority of

women will bear at least one child.

The general aging of the popula-
tion coupled with increases in lon-
gevity will result in more middle-
aged parents being faced with pro-
viding assistance to both their
children and their elderly parents
or other relatives. Also, the aging
trend and continued low fertility
in the future may increase compe-
tition between the very young and
the old for public program re-
sources.

Changing technology and labor
force requirements will cause

changes to educational curricula
so educational experiences will
differ from age group to age
group.

Ethnic and racial minorities will
increase as a proportion of the to-
tal population. Their needs will
continue to be an important public
policy issue.

These are but a few of the possible
future developments that may re-
sult from recent social, economic,
and demographic trends. If the
prediction of near term stability in
many basic trends affecting fami-
lies is accurate, then public and
private sector planning for antici-
pating and accommodating the
needs of families and their mem-
bers may be more timely, accu-
rate, and responsive.
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Sources for Charts

All sources are published by the U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, DC.

Figure 1.

U.S. Bureau of the Census, Cur-
rent Population Reports, Series
P-25, Nos. 519, 917, and 1018.

Figure 2.

—, Series P-25, No. 1044,
State Population and Household
Estimates, with Age, Sex, and
Components of Change: 1981-88

(forthcoming), and earlier reports.

Figures 3 and 4.

___, Series P-20, No. 433, Mari-
tal Status and Living Arrange-
ments: March 1988 (January
1989), and earlier reports.

Figure 5.

U.S. National Center for Health
Statistics, Division of Vital Statis-
tics.

Figure 6.

—_, Vital Statistics, Vol. 1,
Natality: 1986 (1988), and earlier
reports. Data for 1987 and 1988
are unpublished estimates.
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Figures 7 and 8.

U.S. Bureau of the Census, Cur-
rent Population Reports, Series
P-20, No. 432, Households, Fami-
lies, Marital Status, and Living Ar-
rangements: March 1988 (Ad-
vance Report) (September 1988).

Figures 9, 10, and 11.

—, Series P-20, No. 437,
Household and Family Character-
istics: March 1988 (May 1989),
and earlier reports.

Figures 12 and 13.

—, Series P-20, No. 433,
Marital Status and Living Ar-
rangements: March 1988 (Janu-
ary 1989).

Figure 14.

—, Series P-20, No. 410,
Marital Status and Living Ar-
rangements: March 1985 (No-
vember 1986), and unpublished
data from the June 1985 Marital
History Survey.

Figure 15.

—, Series P-20, No. 436, Fer-
tility of American Women: June
1988 (May 1989).

Figure 16.

—, Series P-20, No. 427, Fer-
tility of American Women: June
1987 (May 1988).

Figure 17.

__, Series P-70, No. 9, Who’s
Minding the Kinds? Child Care
Arrangements: Winter 1984-85
(May 1987).

Figure 18.

—, Series P-20, No. 437,
Household and Family Character-
istics: March 1988 (May 1989),
and earlier reports.

Figures 19 and 20.
—, Series P-60, No. 162,
Money Income of Households,

Families, and Persons in the
United States: 1987 (February
1989), and unpublished data.

Figure 21.

—, Series P-60, No. 161,
Money Income and Poverty Status
in the United States: 1987 (Ad-
vance Data from the March 1988
Current Population Survey)
(August 1988).

Figures 22 and 23.

, Series P-60, No. 163, Pov-
erty in the United States: 1987
(February 1989).

Figure 24.

—, Series P-23, No. 154,
Child Support and Alimony: 1985
(Supplemental Report) (March
1989).



Source and Accuracy of the Data

Source of Data

Most estimates in this chart book
come from data obtained in years
1960 through 1988 in the Current
Population Survey (CPS). The
Bureau of the Census conducts the
survey every month. It uses two
sets of questions, the basic CPS
and the supplements. Some esti-
mates come from 1960, 1970 and
1980 decennial census data.

Basic CPS. The basic CPS col-
lects primarily labor force data
about the civilian noninstitutional
population. Interviewers ask ques-
tions concerning labor force par-
ticipation about each member 14
years old and over in every sample
household.

The present CPS sample was se-
lected from the 1980 Decennial
Census files with coverage in all 50
states and the District of Colum-
bia. The sample is continually up-
dated to account for new residen-
tial construction. It is located in
729 areas comprising 1,973 coun-
ties, independent cities, and minor
civil divisions. About 59,500 oc-
cupied households are eligible for

interview every month. Interview-
ers are unable to obtain interviews
at about 2,500 of these units be-
cause the occupants are not home
after repeated calls or are unavail-
able for some other reason.

Since the introduction of the CPS,
the Bureau of the Census has
redesigned the CPS sample several
times to improve the quality and
reliability of the data and to satisfy
changing data needs. The most
recent changes were completely
implemented in July 198S5.

Monthly Supplements. In addi-
tion to the basic CPS questions,
interviewers asked supplementary
questions, differing in content
from month to month. Topics in-
clude household and family size
and marital status.

Estimation Procedure. This sur-
vey’s estimation procedure inflates
weighted sample results to inde-
pendent estimates of the civilian
noninstitutional population of the
United States by age, sex, race and
Hispanic/non-Hispanic categories.
The independent estimates were
based on statistics from decennial

censuses of population; statistics
on births, deaths, immigration and
emigration; and statistics on the
size of the Armed Forces. The in-
dependent population estimates
used for data collected in 1981 and
later were based on updates to
controls established by the 1980
Decennial Census. Data previous
to 1981 were based on independ-
ent population estimates from the
most recent decennial census. For
more details on the change in in-
dependent estimates, see the sec-
tion entitled “Introduction of 1980
Census Population Controls” in an
earlier report (Series P-60, No.
133). The estimation procedure
for the March supplement in-
cluded a further adjustment so
husband and wife of a household
received the same weight.

The estimates in this chart book
for 1985 through 1988 also employ
a revised survey weighting proce-
dure for persons of Hispanic ori-
gin. In previous years, weighted
sample results were inflated to in-
dependent estimates of the nonin-
stitutional population by age, sex,
and race. There was no specific

control of the survey estimates for
the Hispanic population. Since
then, the Bureau of the Census de-
veloped independent population
controls for the Hispanic popula-
tion by sex and detailed age
groups. Revised weighting proce-
dures incorporate these new con-
trols. The independent population
estimates include some, but not
all, undocumented immigrants.

Accuracy of the Estimates

Since the CPS estimates come
from a sample, they may differ
from figures from a complete cen-
sus using the same questionnaires,
instructions, and enumerators. A
sample survey estimate has two
possible types of error: sampling
and nonsampling. The accuracy
of an estimate depends on both
types of error, but the full extent
of the nonsampling error is un-
known. Consequently, one should
be particularly careful when inter-
preting results based on a rela-
tively small number of cases or on
small differences between esti-
mates. The standard errors for
CPS estimates primarily indicate
the magnitude of sampling error.
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They also partially measure the ef-
fect of some nonsampling errors in
responses and enumeration, but do
not measure systematic biases in
the data. (Bias is the average over
all possible samples of the differ-
ences between the sample esti-
mates and the desired value.)

Nonsampling Variability. Non-
sampling errors can be attributed
to many sources. These sources
include the inability to obtain in-
formation about all cases in the
sample, definitional difficulties,
differences in the interpretation of
questions, respondents’ inability or
unwillingness to provide correct
information or to recall informa-
tion, errors made in data collec-
tion such as in recording or coding
the data, errors made in processing
the data, errors made in estimating
values for missing data, and failure
to represent all units with the sam-
ple (undercoverage).

CPS undercoverage results from
missed housing units and missed
persons within sample households.
Compared to the level of the 1980
Decennial Census, overall CPS un-
dercoverage is about 7 percent.
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CPS undercoverage varies with
age, sex, and race. Generally, un-
dercoverage is larger for males
than for females and larger for
Blacks and other races combined
than for Whites. As described
previously, ratio estimation to in-
dependent age-sex—race-~Hispanic
population controls partially cor-
rects for the bias due to under-
coverage. However, biases exist in
the estimates to the extent that
missed persons in missed house-
holds or missed persons in inter-
viewed households have different
characteristics from those of inter-
viewed persons in the same age—
sex-race-Hispanic group. Fur-
thermore, the independent popula-
tion controls have not been ad-
justed for undercoverage in the
1980 census.

For additional information on
nonsampling error including the
possible impact on CPS data when
known, refer to Statistical Policy
Working Paper 3, An Error Pro-
file: Employment as Measured by
the Current Population Survey, Of-
fice of Federal Statistical Policy
and Standards, U.S. Department
of Commerce, 1978 and Technical

Paper 40, The Current Population
Survey: Design and Methodology,
Bureau of the Census, U.S. De-
partment of Commerce.

Sampling Variability. Sampling
variability is variation that oc-
curred by chance because a sample
was surveyed rather than the en-
tire population. Standard errors
are primarily measures of sam-
pling variability, although they
may include some nonsampling er-
ror. Much more detailed informa-
tion on standard errors and their
use is available in Bureau of the
Census publications on related
topics.

Comparability of Data. Data ob-
tained from the CPS and other
sources are not entirely compara-
ble. This results from differences
in interviewer training and experi-
ence and in differing survey proc-
esses. This is an example of non-
sampling variability not reflected
in the standard errors. Use cau-
tion when comparing results from
different sources.

Caution should also be used when
comparing estimates in this chart

book which reflect 1980 census—
based population controls, with es-
timates for 1980 and earlier years,
which reflect 1970 census—based
population controls. This change
in population controls had rela-
tively little impact on summary
measures such as means, medians,
and percentage distributions, but
did have a significant impact on
levels. For example, use of 1980
based population controls results
in about a 2-percent increase in
the civilian noninstitutional popu
lation and in the number of fami-
lies and households. Thus, esti-
mates of levels for data collected
in 1981 and later years will differ
from those for earlier years by
more than what could be attrib-
uted to actual changes in the
population. These differences
could be disproportionately
greater for certain subpopulation
groups than for the total popula-
tion.

Since no independent population
control totals for persons of His-
panic origin were used before
1985, compare Hispanic estimates
over time cautiously.





