
20 Income, Poverty, and Health Insurance Coverage in the United States: 2011 U.S. Census Bureau

expanded version of the CPS ASEC 
public use file includes estimates of 
the value of taxes and noncash ben-
efits <http://thedataweb.rm.census 
.gov/ftp/cps_ftp.html>. Microdata files 
are currently available for 2010. Data 
for 2011 will be released later this 
year.

CPS Table Creator

CPS Table Creator is a Web-based tool 
designed to help researchers explore 
alternative income and poverty mea-
sures. The tool is available from a link 
on the Census Bureau’s poverty Web 
site <www.census.gov/cps/data 
/cpstablecreator.html>. Table Creator 
allows researchers to produce pov-
erty and income estimates using their 
own combinations of threshold and 
resource definitions and to see the 
incremental impact of the addition 

or subtraction of a single resource 
 element. For example: 

•	 In 2011, the number of people 
aged 65 and older in poverty 
would be higher by almost 14.5 
million if social security pay-
ments were excluded from money 
income, quintupling the number 
of elderly people in poverty.

•	 If unemployment insurance ben-
efits were excluded from money 
income, 2.3 million more people 
would be counted as in poverty in 
2011.

•	 Taking account of the value of the 
federal earned income tax credit 
would reduce the number of 
children classified as in poverty in 
2010 by 3.0 million.39 

39 At this time, Table Creator can calculate 
these estimates for 2010. Data for 2011 from the 
2012 CPS ASEC will be added to the Table Creator 
later this year, when the enhanced CPS ASEC file 
with estimates of noncash benefits, tax credits, 
and tax liabilities is released to the public. 

Researchers can also estimate pov-
erty rates using alternative poverty 
thresholds. Many other countries use 
relative poverty measures with thresh-
olds that are based on a percentage of 
median or mean income.40 The Table 
Creator allows researchers to estimate 
poverty rates using a relative poverty 
threshold calculated as any percent-
age of mean or median equivalence-
adjusted income. For example, using 
poverty thresholds based on 50 
percent of median income rather than 
the official poverty thresholds would 
increase the overall poverty rate from 
15.1 percent to 22.6 percent in 2010.

40 For example, the Organization of Economic 
Cooperation and Development (OECD) uses a pov-
erty threshold of 50 percent of median income. 
The European Union defines poverty as an income 
below 60 percent of the national median equal-
ized disposable income after social transfers. 

Table 6.
Income Deficit or Surplus of Families and Unrelated Individuals by Poverty Status: 2011
(Numbers of families and unrelated individuals in thousands, deficits and surpluses and their confidence intervals [C.I.] in dollars. For information on 
confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see www.census.gov/apsd/techdoc/cps/cpsmar12.pdf)

Characteristic

Total

Size of deficit or surplus Average deficit 
or surplus 
(dollars)

Deficit or 
surplus per 

capita (dollars)

Under
$1,000 

$1,000 
to 

$2,499

$2,500 
to 

$4,999

$5,000 
to 

$7,499

$7,500 
to 

$9,999

$10,000 
to 

$12,499

$12,500 
to 

$14,999
$15,000 
or  more

Esti-
mate

90 
per-
cent 
C.I.1 

(±)
Esti-
mate

90 
per-
cent 
C.I.1 

(±)

Below Poverty Threshold, Deficit

All families  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9,497 659 925 1,497 1,215 1,040 957 914 2,289 9,576 175 2,745 55
 Married-couple families  . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,652 298 402 622 486 402 346 377 718 8,887 309 2,334 80
 Families with a female householder,
  no husband present . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,894 270 417 692 614 538 539 467 1,355 10,317 218 3,069 74
 Families with a male householder,
  no wife present  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 950 91 106 183 114 99 72 69 216 8,409 493 2,887 173
Unrelated individuals . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12,416 1,095 2,137 2,508 1,363 1,212 4,101 – – 6,401 109 6,401 109

Above Poverty Threshold, Surplus

All families  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 71,033 543 1,061 1,769 1,975 2,002 2,037 2,025 59,620 71,714 763 23,240 272
 Married-couple families  . . . . . . . . . . . . 55,311 263 493 966 1,163 1,151 1,173 1,280 48,824 80,408 923 25,624 308
 Families with a female householder,
  no husband present . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10,783 216 439 604 624 632 654 533 7,081 37,611 1,293 12,814 475
 Families with a male householder,
  no wife present  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,938 64 129 198 189 219 210 213 3,716 48,806 2,645 17,250 994
Unrelated individuals . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 42,101 1,439 2,073 3,081 2,829 2,700 2,268 2,377 25,335 32,440 757 32,440 757

– Represents or rounds to zero.
1 A 90 percent confidence interval is a measure of an estimate’s variability. The larger the confidence interval in relation to the size of the estimate, the less reliable the 

estimate. Confidence intervals shown in this table are based on standard errors calculated using replicate weights instead of the generalized variance function used in the past. 
For more information, see “Standard Errors and Their Use” at <www.census.gov/hhes/www/p60_243sa.pdf>.

Note: Details may not sum to totals because of rounding.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 2012 Annual Social and Economic Supplement.
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