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CHARACTERISTICS OF FAMILIES AND PERSONS LIVING IN
METROPOLITAN POVERTY AREAS: 1967

One of the foremost concerns of this Nation is
with conditions 'in the older, deteriorating neighbor-
hoods in large urban centers. This report provides
data on the characteristics of the residents of poverty
areas, as defined on the basis of 1960 Census data
for the 100 largest metropolitan areas, reflecting
the situation as it existed at the time of the March
1967 Current Population Survey (CPS). Poverty areas
were determined by ranking census tracts in metro-
politan areas of 250,000 or more in 1960 according
to the relative presence of each of the following
equally weighted poverty-linked characteristics: (1)
family income below $3,000; (2) children in broken

homes; (3) persons with low educational attainment;

(4) males in unskilled jobs; and (5) housing which

was dilapidated or lacking some or all plumbing

facilities. Adjustments for changes brought about
‘nce 1960 by urban renewal have been made. In

‘neral, the lowest 22 percent of census tracts are
included.'

The data for poverty areas are compiled from the
CPS.?  National data on the economic and social
characteristics of the population, although available
in increasing detail, cannot reveal the full extent of
depressed conditions in the poorer neighborhoods of
large cities. Now, however, it is possible to examine

1see Series P-23, No. 19, for a more detailed defi-
nition of poverty areas. The poverty areas described
in this report are not necessarily co-extensive with
the current target areas selected for any specific Fed-
eral or local program designed to combat poverty, unem-
ployment, or general neighborhood deterioration (such
as the "Concentrated Employment Program" or the "Model
Cities" program) although in many cases there is a high
degree of overlap. .

2Fach of the sample segments in large standard met-
ropoliten statistical areas (SM3A's) in the CPS is
coded as to whether it is in a poverty tract. In fabu-
lation, the data for all segments in poverty areas are
combined.
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separately the characteristics of the residents of
poverty areas and those of the residents outside
these areas. )

The size and characteristics of the poverty area
population are summarized in table A, Altogether
there were 18.3 million persons in 1967 living in

Table A.--PERSONS BY COLOR AND FAMILY STATUS BY POV-
ERTY AREA STATUS, FOR STANDARD METROPOLITAN
STATISTICAL AREAS OF 250,000 OR MORE: 1967

(Numbers in thousands)

In poverty areas
Color and family status Total - Percent
Number of
total
TOTAL )
A1l pPersonS.........o.. 107,109 | 18,310 17.1
In familieS....cevvunvaensnn 99,504 [ 16,436 16.5
Head....ovvienrnneennnnns 27,092 4,269 15.8
Children under 18 years.. 37,819 6,976 18.4
Other family members..... 34,593 5,191 15.0
Unrelated individuals...... 7,605 1,87 24.6
WHITE
All pPersonS......esea.. 92,710 | 10,020 10.8
~ In familieS......coevuvinnns 86,230 8,879 10.3
Head......... Cereeedeaae. 23,936 2,517 10.5
Children under 18 years.. 31,575 3,251 10.3
Other family members..... 30,719 3,111 10.1
Unrelated individuals...... 6,480 1,141 17.6
NONWHITE
A1l personS........ vens 14,3299 8,290 57.6
In familieS...cvevnenconses 13,274 7,557 56.9
Head........ eeseecrasenns 3,156 1,752 55.5
Children under 18 years.. 6,244 3,725 59.7
Other family members..... 3,87 2,080 53.7
Unrelated individuals...... 1,125 733 65.2

This report was prepared by Rockwell S. Livingston, Poverty Statistics Program,

Population Division.

For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402, 15 cents.
Current Population Reports issued in Series P20, P=23, P-25, P26, P-27, P-28 (summaries only), P—60 and
P—65 are sold as a single consolidated subscrlptlon at $8 50 per year, $2. 50 additional for foreign mailing.
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the poorest neighborhoods of metropolitan areas having
a total population of 250,000 or more. They included
4.3 million families with 7 million children under
18 years old.

Poverty areas were expected to contain relatively
high concentrations of families with incomes below
the poverty level. In 1967, poverty areas included
42 percent of all poor persons, but only 17 percent
of the total population residing in the 100 largest
metropolitan areas (table 'B). The incidence of poverty

within poverty areas was more than three tim
the rate found in the balance of these SMSA’s.

The contrast between the white and nonwhite popu-
lations is dramatic., Only 11 percent of the white
population, but S8 percent of the nonwhite population
of large metropolitan areas live in poverty areas.
Families in poverty areas were much more likely
‘than those in other areas to be nonwhite. In addition
they were likely to have more dependent family mem-
bers per earner,

Table B.--PERSONS AND FAMILIES BY POVERTY AREA STATUS AND COLOR, FOR STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL
AREAS OF 250,000 OR MORE: 1967

(Numbers in thousands.

Poverty level based on income in 1966)

Persons Femilies
Residence ;
Total - White Nonwhite Total White Norwhite
TOTAL
IN 811 BT€8S.u.ernerneenvennennennnns 107,109 92,710 14,399 27,092 23,936 3,156
In poverty areas....ccoeeeeieecececsconones 18,310 10,020 8,290 4,269 2,517 1,752
Percent in poverty areas...........ev.e 17.1 10.8 57.6 15.8 10.5 55.5
In NONpOVErty areas....eeevieecrsocccanans 88,799 82,690 6,109 22,823 21,419 1,404
BELOW POV'ERTY» LEVEL

IN 811 BT€AB..uernrnnrnrnnsnrenenesncnnnn .. 12,824 8,169 4,655 2,599 1,769 830
In poverty areas.....cceeveeecscacananes .. 5,389 2,074 3,315 1,015 427 588
Percent in poverty areas............. .o 42.0 25.4 7.2 39.1 24.1 70.8

In nonpoverty 8reas......c..cevevececnaess 7,435 6,095 1,340 1,584 1,342 24

Percent Below Poverty Level

In all areas,........ Ceceecensenenacnns 12.0 8.8 32.3 9.6 7.4 26.3
In poverty BreaS....ccisesccssocsscsncanns 29.4 20.7 40.0 23.8 17.0 33.6
In nONpoverty areasS.....veveeeseccecccnss 8.4 7.4 21.9 6.9 6.3 17.2

GENERAL POPULATION TRENDS

The number of families living in poverty areas

declined by 500,000 or about 11 percent between |

1960 and 1967. This loss of population is common
in deteriorating areas. Among the most important
factors contributing to population decline are the
following: the demolition or condemnation of dilapi-
dated housing units, the conversion of residential
structures to commercial use, the clearance of housing
in the path of highways, and a low rate of new housing
construction.

The density of population has declined in poverty
areas since 1960, but no information is available on
the quality of the neighborhoods that received the

" outmigrants. Certainly conditions have changed suf-
ficiently to ensure that some census tracts not rated
as belonging to a poverty area on the basis of 1960
data would be so designated if the data necessary
for that classification were available today.

-

However, there are grounds for assuming that
if poverty areas could be delineated on the basis of
current data, in general the relative rank of the tracts
would not differ substantially from the rank assigned

tracts on the basis of available (1960) data. For one
thing, allowance was made for urban renewal ac-
tivities through 1965, and “new construction” segments
that rotate’ into the sample are automatically des-
ignated as “not in poverty areas.” In addition, poverty
areas were composed only of the tracts forming
major concentrations of poverty. Low-ranking single
tracts or even combinations of such tracts having
fewer than 4,000 families were considered to be too
small to constitute a poverty area. About half of the
resulting poverty areas had 100,000 or more residents
. in 1960, Even substantial and atypical socioeconomic
changes, if occurring in only a few census tracts,
would be unlikely to effect any great net change in
the aggregate data for the poverty area population.
It is reasonable to conclude, therefore, that tracts
in the lowest relative socioeconomic stratum in 1960
were, by and large, in the same relative position in
1967. Confirmation of this conclusion must await
the results of the 1970 Decennial Census. For the
present, however, analysis must be limited to poverty
areas as defined on the basis of 1960 data.

3For a description of the CPS sample design, see The
Current Population Survey--A Report on Methodology,
. Technical Paper No., 7, 1963.




QChanges in racial composition.--Between 1960 and

67 the proportion of poverty area families who were
nonwhite increased (table C), There was a decline
in the number of white families in poverty areas
while the number of nonwhite families residing there
remained fairly constant over the 7-year period.”*
In 1960, poverty areas contained 59 nonwhite families
for each 100 white families; by 1967, there were 70
nonwhite families per 100 white families. About
one-half million white families left poverty areas
(on a net basis) between 1960 and 1967, while the
number of nonwhite families was virtually the same
in 1967 as it had been 7 years earlier.

Table C.--FAMILIES BY POVERTY AREA STATUS AND COLOR,
FOR STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS OF
250,000 OR MORE: 1967 AND 1960

(Numbers in thousands)

Percent
Poverty area status and 1 | change,
color of family head 1967 1960 1960 to
1967
27,092 | 24,506 +10.6
23,936 | 22,025 +8.7
3,156 | 2,481 +27.2
Percent nonwhite.... 11.6 10.1 (x)
POVERTY AREAS
L TOtal..eiaieeenannnn, 4,269 | 4,795 -11.0
‘1te 2,517 3,006| -16.5
nwhite............. ceeea 1,752 1,779 -1.5
Percent nonwhite.... 41,0 37.1 (x)
NONPOVERTY AREAS
TOLAL e s nneeeeeeereenns 22,823] 19,711| +15.8
WHite.esueenrennns ceneees 21,419 19,009 +12.7
Nomwhite,..iivvenenennnnns 1,404 702 +100,0
Percent nonwhite.... 6.2 3.6 (x)

X Not applicable.

ladditional data for 1960 were published in The 1960
Census of Population Supplementary Reports, PC(Sl5-54,
"Poverty Areas in the 100 Largest Metropolitan Areas."
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The rate of decline in poverty between 1960 and
1967 for white families residing in poverty areas
was particularly sharp. The number of poor white
families was reduced by 37 percent, about twice the
decline observed among poor nonwhite families. Thus,
in 1967 those families with incomes below the poverty
level residing in poverty areas were more likely to
be nonwhite than they were in 1960. From the van-
tage point of the person residing in a poverty area,
the salient facts may be that more of his neighbors
were nonwhite in 1967 than previously, and that more
of the residents of poverty areas who were poor were
also nonwhite than at the beginning of the decade.

Children in poverty areas.--In 1967, children under
18 years of age accounted for about two-fifths of the
population in poverty areas (table D). These areas
contained substantially the same number of children
in 1967 as they had in 1960, while the number of other
persons declined by 13 percent. Thus, the proportion
of poverty area residents who were children increased
slightly between 1960 and 1967. In addition, children
were a larger proportion of all impoverished persons
residing in poverty areas in 1967 than they were in
1960.

In 1960, -for each 100 family heads residing in
poverty areas there were 147 children; this. ratio
increased to 163 children in 1967. Among families
below the poverty level, the ratio of children to family
heads increased from 230 children per 100 family
heads in 1960 to 264 children per 100 heads in 1967.
The significance of these figures is clear--families
whose incomes were inadequate for their needs had more
children dependent on their low incomes in 1967 than
in 1960. From the perspective of children growing up
in poor families in poverty areas, it meant that each
child had a smaller per capita share of the family's
inadequate income in 1967 than was true for children
in poor families in 1960.

"’Population figures are available only on a net
basis. No information is available on the gross move-
ment into or out of poverty areas. Such data were col-
lected on a 5-year basis in the March 1968 CPS, but the
results are still in the process of being compiled.

Table D.--INCIDENCE OF POVERTY FOR PERSONS IN POVERTY AREAS OF STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS
OF 250,000 OR MORE: 1967 AND 1960 ’

(Numbers in thousands.

Poverty level based on 1966 and 1959 income)

1967 1960
Percent change,
Below poverty Below poverty 1960 to 1967
level level .
Family status
Total Percent Total Percent Below
Number of Number of Total poverty
total total level
All PETSONS..ecseeessvessvsvases 18,310 5,389 29.4 20,036 6,868 34.3 -8.6 -21.5
Children under 18 years 6,976 2,675 38.3 7,033 3,148 44,8 -0.8 -15.0
Percent of total. 38.1 49.6 (x) 35.1 45.8 (x) (x) (x)
Family heads..... reseesesetetaanaas 4,269 1,015 23.8 4,795 1,367 28.5 -11.0 -25.7
Other family members and unrelated
individuals...coeviieeeireeenenenes 7,065 1,699 24.0 8,208 2,353 28.7 -13.9 -27.8

‘ndividuals ...............
X Not applicable.




POPULATION CHANGES IN SELECTED CITIES

Data from recent special censuses provide a basis
for charting some trends within individual cities br
SMSA’s since 1960 (table E). In the places where it
was possible to make the comparison, the population
of the poverty areas declined between the time of the
1960 Census and the later special census. .Where the
population of the city declined, the overall rate of decline
was always less than the rate by whichthe poverty area
population was reduced. Evenwhere the total population
increased substantially, as it did in the New Haven
SMSA and in Tucson city, the poverty area populauon
declined.

For the Negro population, there was an entirely
different pattern. The number of Negroes residing in
the poverty area in most of the places for which such
data are available increased since 1960. Except for
Tucson, Ariz., a greater proportion of the poverty area
population was Negro when the special census was
taken than had been the case in 1960.

A closer look at two representative areas will
serve to illustrate some general trends. The pattern
of change in the poverty areas of New Haven and
Memphis is similar to the national trends observed

when 1960 Census data are compared with those frr’
the March1967 CPS, There wasa 29 percent increase 1
the number of Negroes residing in New Haven’s poverty
area between 1960 and 1967. During the same time the
number of persons of all other races declined by more
than one-fourth. As a result of these racially different
residential patterns, Negroes constituted 21 percent of
the population residing in the poverty areas in 1967,
a substantial increase over 1960 when they comprised
only 13 percent of the total. The sharp increase in the
proportion of Negroes among the poverty area pop-
ulation was not consistent with the trend in the balance
of the New Haven SMSA. The proportionof Negroes in-
creased only slightly in the SMSA overall, from 8
percent in 1960 to 10 percent in 1967,

New Haven may not be typical of the large metro-
politan areas since it has a relatively small proportion
of Negroes among the poverty area population and be-
cause it has been noted for its extensive urban renewal
program. However, from data collected in the 1967
Special Census of the city of Memphis, Tenn., the same
general pattern of change emerges. The similarity in
the population trends of New Haven and Memphis is
more suprising in light of other significant differences
between these two places. As table E shows, Memphis,
unlike New Haven, has had a large minority of Negroes

Table E.--TOTAL AND NEGRO POPULATION OF SELECTED CENTRAL CITIES OF STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL
AREAS OF 250,000 OR MORE IN 1960 AND AT DATE OF RECENT SPECIAL CENSUSES

(Numbers in thousands)

Total population Negro population ‘

Percent 1960 At time of special | Percent

. At time | change, census? change,

1960 of 1960 to 1960 to

special |date of Percent Percent | date of

census! | special Number of Number of special

census total total census
Buffalo, N.Y....oiiiiirninnenneenennns 532.8 481.5 -9.6 70.9 13.3 §2.0 17.0 +15.7
Poverty areas....ceeeeenarecasanes 174.7 146.0 -16.4 66.6 38.1 70.2 48.1 +5.5
Cleveland, Ohio......ceevvuuiennnnnns 876.1 810.9 7.4 250.8 28.6 276.4 34.1 +9.2
Poverty areas.......... B 305.4° 251.8 -17.6 193.3 63.3 172.4 68.5 -10.8
Des Moines, Iowa......ceovvuunn . 209.0 206.7 -1.1 10.2 4.9 110.9 5.3 +6.3
POVErty Qreas.......cveeceeecencans 43.9 34.1 -22.3 8.1 18.6 7.3 21.4 +10.6
Louisville, Ky.-Ind.?............... 725.1 768.9 +6.0 83.2 11.5 91.2 11.9 +9.6
Poverty areas............... NP 193.6 180.7 -6.6 59.7 30.9 66.8 36.9 +11.7
Memphis, TenN.....oveevenvnnvennnnns 497.5 536.6 +7.9 184.3 37.0 212.4 39.6 +15.2
POVErty Areas......oveveveernceans 246.9 236.2 -4.3 177.3 71.8 190.6 80.7 +7.5
New Haven, Comn.2, . e viinrieninnenns 311.7 347.1 +11.4 24.0 7.7 35.5 10.2 +48.2
Poverty 8reas.....cceeeevecenacens 50.1 39.5 -21.2 6.4 12.9 8.3 21.1 +29.0
Providence-Pawtucket, R.I........... 288.5 264.6 -8.3 11.6 4.0 14.4 5.4 +24.2
Poverty areasS.....vceeesrencnanens 138.1 119.7 -13.3 10.2 7.% 13.0 10.9 +27.2
Rochester, N.Y.....oovirinenernnnnns 318.6 305.7 -4.0 23.6 7.4 31.8 10.4 +34.6
Poverty areas...... eeiiiacoriaens 70.4 63.5 -9.7 19.8 28.1 24,2 38.1 +22.3
Shreveport, La.......... e eseseanenn 164 .4 160.5 -2.3 56.6 34.4 57.0 35.5 +0.7
POvErty areas....veeeeeeeecveneens 65.2 61.3 -6.0 49.1 75.3 49.6 80.9 +1.0
TUCSON, ATIZ.....veveacannsoncennnns 212.9 236.9 +11.3 7.0 3.3 8.3 3.5 +18.3
Poverty areas.......ccoceeveennanss 47.5 45,6 -4.0 5.3 11.1 4.4 9.6 -17.5

1Special censuses were conducted at various times between

2Data are shown for total SMSA.

April 1964 and April 1967.




gnce 1960. The city of Memphis is substantially
ger than the New Haven SMSA and has a greater
proportion of its population residing in poverty areas.
The two places also represent different regions of the
country. Although New Haven and Memphis are not
alike in many respects, the pattern of population
change in their poverty areas is similar and reflects
what the CPS data revealed for all SMSA’s. Negroes
increased as a percent of the poverty area population
between 1960 and 1967 in Memphis as well as in
New Haven. Although the number of Negroes in the
Memphis poverty area increased by 8 percent, the
number of all other persons decreased by one-third
between 1960 and 1967,

REGIONAL TRENDS:

The decline in the number of families residing in
poverty areas was especially sharp in the Northeast
between 1960 and 1967 (table F). The number of
white families dropped by about one-fourth while the
number of nonwhite families did not change significantly.
A decline was also registered in the number of poor
white families, but there was no statistically significant
reduction in the number of poor nonwhite families.
White families residing in poverty areas in 1960
reporting incomes below the poverty level were able
either to increase their incomes or to migrate out of
poverty areas at a faster rate than nonwhite poor
families. As a result of these differential population
changes, the percent of families residing in poverty

5

areas with incomes below the poverty level who were
nonwhite increased from 40 to 51 percent between
1960 and 1967. :

In the North Central region, more than half of the
families in poverty areas were nonwhite in 1967.
Nonwhites comprised a larger proportion (69 percent)
of the poor families residing in poverty areas than
observed in 1960. Between 1960 and 1967 the number
of white families in the poverty areas of the North
Central Region dropped by nearly one-fifth while there
was no significant change in the number of nonwhite
families.

Overall, there was no measurable reduction in the
number of families living in poverty areas inthe South.
But striking reductions occurred between 1960 and 1967
among poor families in poverty areas in the South.
The incidence of poverty for white families residing in
poverty areas in the South dropped from 25 percent in
1960 to 14 percent in 1967. The incidence of poverty
also declined for nonwhite families. In the South, as
in the rest of the country, nonwhite families comprised
a greater proportion of the poor residing in poverty
areas in 1967 than in 1960.

While the number of white families residing in poverty
areas in the West decreased by nearly one-fourth
between 1960 and 1967, the number of nonwhite families
showed no statistically significant change. As aresult,
the percent of poverty area famijlies who were nonwhite
showed a substantial rise.

. Table F.--INCIDENCE OF POVERTY FOR FAMILIES IN POVERTY AREAS, BY REGION AND COLOR, FOR STANDARD
METROPGLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS OF 250,000 OR MORE: 1967 AND 1960
(Numbers in thousands. Poverty level based on 1966 and 1959 income)
1967 1960
Percent change,
Below poverty Below poverty 1960 to 1967
Region and color level level

Total Percent Total Percent Below
Number of Number of Total poverty

total . total level
United States...ccvvieeenennn. 4,269 1,015 23.8 4,795 1,367 28.5 -11.0 | =25.7
Whiteeeeiuienoneoneoeeennnnnnnnnnnans 2,517 427 17.0 3,016 673 22.3 -16.5 -36.6
Nonwhite,..voveivinnennnn N . 1,752 588 33.6 1,779 694 39.0 -1.5 -15.3
Percent nonwhite.....eveeersencans 41.0 57.9 (x) 37.1 50.8 (X) (x) (x)
Northeast...vovvieeerennennnnnns 1,214 268 22.1 1,486 357 24.0 -18.3 ~24.9
White..... feeeaes ieees eeeeneaes . 799 132 16.5 1,044 216 20.7 -23.5 -38.9
Nonwhite...oiiiiiiinnnniinnnnnnnnnns 415 136 32.8 443 141 31.8 -6.3 -3.5
Percent nonwhite.................. 34.2 50.7 x) 29.8 39.5 (x) (x) (x)
North Central........... P 917 222 24.2 1,011 277 27.4 -9.2 -19.9
Whiteeese st eiieennnieerennnnnnnns 418 70 16.7 |- 518 100 19.3 -19.3 -30.0
Nonwhite............. Ciieeenereenas 499 152 30.5 492 177 35.9 +1.4 -14.1
Percent nonwhite.................. 54 4 68.5 (x) 48.7 63.9 (x) (x) (x)
SOUth. sttt i it 1,579 376 23.8 1,663 574 34.5 -5.1 =34.5
White.. . iiieiiiieinennennennnennnns 953 136 14.3 1,000 253 - 25.3 4.7 ~46.2
Nonwhite.........ccoieiiinininnnn. 626 240 38.3 663 321 48.4 -5.6 -25.2
Percent nonwhite.........covueun.. 39.6 63.8 (x) 39.9 55.9 (x) (X} (x)
WeSteuuor s nnenennennnn.. e 559 149 26.7 635 160 25.1 -12.0| = -6.9
White...oviiiiiiniiiin it iieiinennn 347 89 25.6 454 104 22.9 -23.6 -14.4
Nonwhite........coovviniininnnnnn. 212 60 28.3 181 56 30.7 +17.1 +7.1
Percent nonwhite.................. 37.9 40.3 (x) 28.5 35.0 (X) (X) (x)

. ‘ X Not applicable.




FAMILY STRUCTURE

Sex of head.--The distributions of male and female
headed families between poverty and nonpoverty areas
are noticeably different. Of all metropolitan families
headed by men, 14 percent resided in poverty areas in
1967, compared to 28 percent for families headed by
women. Families headed by women were more common

in poverty areas than in nonpoverty areas in 1967..

Outside poverty areas one family in 10 washeaded by a
woman, but within poverty areas one family in five was
without a man at the head of the household.

The incidence of families headed by women was
higher among poor families than among those with
incomes above the poverty level both within poverty
areas and in nonpoverty areas. In poverty areas
women headed 44 percent of all poor families. Only
about half of the poor families living in poverty areas
were headed by a man with his wife present. Families
headed by a man with his wife present comprised 90
percent of all families outside poverty areas having
incomes above the poverty level.

Nonwhite families, whether headed by a man or’
woman, were more likely than comparable white famili

to reside in poverty areas. For those families headed
by a man with his wife present, more than half the
nonwhite but less than 10 percent of-the white, resided
in poverty areas. For families below the poverty
level with a male head, 68 percent of the nonwhite
families but only 24 percent of the white families resided
in poverty areas. Among families above the poverty
level headed by men, almost half of the nonwhites
but less than one-tenth of the whites resided in poverty
areas. White poor families were only about half as
likely as nonwhite families with incomes above the
poverty level to reside inpoverty areas. White families
were able to avoid the poverty areas even when their
incomes were below the poverty level, while only
about half of the nonwhite families with incomes above
the poverty level were able to escape the poverty areas.

Age of head.--The age distribution of family heads
varied little between those residing inpoverty areasand

residents of other areas. However, the age distribution
for heads of poor families did demonstrate significant

Table G.--RELATED CHILDREN UNDER 18 IN FAMILIES--POOR CHILDREN AND NONPOOR CHILDREN BY NUMBER OF CHILDREN

IN FAMILY AND POVERTY AREA STATUS, FOR STANDARD METROFOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS OF 250,000 OR MORE: 1967

Poverty areas Nonpoverty areas

Number of children in family and color Family income Family income Family income Family income

below poverty above poverty below poverty above poverty

level in 1966 level in 1966 level in 1966 level in 1966

TOTAL
NUMDET . vt e vevnvenncnnennnen .....thousands.. 2,675 4,301 2,637 28,206
Percent..viveieceiereienrensennescnons 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
< o 1 I N 4.9 15.0 8.0 14.6
2 ChilAren. . covveererereceronenacncnnnnanes 13.3 24.6 16.8 27.3
3 children..ceeeeeneioescesocosssnsannncnns 15.4 19.9 20.5 25.%
4 Children...ccvieeeeeieneeeenrenncncncnns . 17.6 15.3 18.7 16.7
5 children....... Ceeerrtenennes A xsarensnnns 17.2 7.6 13.5 8.5
6 children or more.... cesesssesnsnsveves 31.6 17.6 22.5 7.5
WHITE
Number,...eeveveens Ceeecesesenen thousands. . 836 2,415 1,908 26,416
o= 1= o Y 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
1 child.ivevsnnnes cereeenseens eeseeneenn 7.9 16.8 9.1 14.6
2 children.....oevevenanes reeessecancaanns 17.0 28.8 18.1 27.7
3 children......... cetesesnacanas teeeseaae . 21.9 23.7 22.0 25.5
4 children...... Cececstscanen Cersesacesenan 16.7 13.9 21.2 16.7
5 children....coeeveeeennccnannes eeieaanan 15.6 . 8.5 11.8 8.4
6 children or more........o.. Ceeercsecnaans 20.9 8.3 17.8 7.1
NONWHITE

NUIDET e e v v evveneorenannnns .....thousands.. 1,839 1,886 729 1,790
Percent......... N 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
1 child...... et seteseasseeerrarenen cheeaan 3.5 12.7 5.2 14.1
2 Children...oiviueereenseeacsnasonecanonns 11.6 19.3 13.2 23.1
3 ChilAren...cveeeeeuisnesenenasosaansannnss 12.4 15.1 16.5 23.8
4 children....cocviveereneenesecacssonnnnnns 18.1 17.2 12.1 15.9
5 CHIlAren. ..coveiiresunnnenerensnanannsnans 17.9 6.4 17.8 10.9
6 children OF MOT€......ccovvuvenrneanannns 36.5 29.3 35.2 12.2




dyhite families.

ifferences between poverty areas and other areas,
‘lnly 27 percent of the poor familiesresidingin poverty
areas were headed by a person 55 years of age or
over, as compared with 41 percent of the poor families
residing outside the poverty areas. Most of the poor
families in the poverty areas were headed by a person
in the most productive age group--25 to 54. Families
headed by a person in this age group typically are at
the stage in the family life cycle where the number of
family members reaches its peak.

Size of family.--There was only a slight difference
in the average number of persons per family between
poverty and nonpoverty areas. Poverty area families

averaged 3.9 members compared with 3.6 members in -

nonpoverty areas. The difference in the family size
among poor families residing inpoverty areas and those
residing outside poverty areas was much more pro-
nounced. Poor families residing in poverty areaswere
nearly one person larger on the average, than poor
families residing outside poverty areas.

The very largest families, those with seven or more
members, were especially likely to reside in poverty
areas. Twenty-seven percent of all families with seven
or more members resided in poverty areas, compared
with 15 percent for smaller families. Among families
with incomes below the poverty level, 56 percent of
those with seven or more members resided in poverty
areas, compared with 36 percent for ‘smaller poor
families.

Nonwhite families residing in poverty areas were
more likely to include dependent children than were
In poverty areas about one-third of

1 nonwhite families contained no children, while more
than two-fifths of the white families were without
children. Among poor families in poverty areas only
18 percent of the nonwhites and 31 percent of the whites
contained no children. Almost half of the poor children
residing in poverty areas were in families where at
least four other children were present. Only one-fourth
of the children residing in the poverty areas with
families who were not poor had that many other children
sharing the household (table G).

DEFINITIONS AND EXPLANATIONS

Population coverage.--Data in this report from the
March 1967 Current Population Survey (CPS) exclude
inmates of institutions. They include those members
of the Armed Forces living off post or with their
families on post. Data for 1960 are based on a 25
percent sample of the entire population enumerated in
the Eighteenth Decennial Census of Population, taken
as of April 1, 1960. '

Time reference.--Although the time periods referred
to by the poverty and earnings statistics pertainto cal-
endar years 1966 and 1959, characteristics such as
poverty area status, occupation and employment status,
type of family and family relationships, refer to the time
of enumeration, March 1967 and April 1960.

Poverty area.--The procedures used to determine
poverty areas were as follows. All census tracts
in the United States in SMSA’s of 250,000 or more
‘ere first ranked according to the relative presence
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ot each of five equally weighted poverty-linked char-
acteristics as reported in the 1960 Census. These were
then combined into an overall measure termed a
“poverty index.” The five socioeconomic character-
istics used to construct this poverty index were:

1. Percent of families with money incomes
under $3,000 in 1959.

2, Percent of children under 18 years old not
living with both parents,

3. Percent of persons 25 years old and over with
less than 8 years of school completed.

4. Percent of unskilled males (laborers and
service workers) in the employed civilian
labor force.

5. Percent of housing units dilapidated or lacking
some or all plumbing facilities.

After each tract had been ranked by the poverty index,
those falling in the lowest quartile were designed as
“poor” tracts.

In an attempt to approximate neighborhood con-
centrations of poverty, the following poverty area
definition was developed:

1. Any area having five or more contiguous
poor tracts regardless of .the number of
families contained within,

2. Any area of one to four contiguous poor tracts,
containing an aggregate of 4,000 or more
families.

3. Any area of one or two contiguous tracts
not ranked in the lowest quartile that was
completely surrounded by poor tracts. In
some cases, areas of three or four contiguous
tracts, not themselves poor but surrounded by
poor tracts were included after analysis of
their characteristics. Areas of five or more
contiguous tracts not ranked in the lowest
quartile but surrounded by poor tracts were
not designated as poor tracts.

Subsequently, these definitions were updated to take
into account urban renewal activities since 1960, Any
tract where 50 percent or more of the 1960 population
was displaced as a result of clearance, rehabilitation,
or code enforcement was then further examined on the
basis of location as follows:

. N .
1. Any previously poor tract completely sur-
rounded by poor tracts was retained as part
' of the poverty area,

2. Any previously poor tract not completely sur-
rounded by poor tracts was excluded from the
final poverty area designation.

3. A “nonpoor” tract originally surrounded by
poor tracts which no longer remained sur-
rounded was also deleted from the final
poverty area designations,
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The application of the original criteria and the urban
renewal adjustments resulted in the designation of
193 poverty areas in 100 SMSA’s, comprising approxi-
mately 22 percent of the 20,915 tracts in these areas.’
These 193 poverty areas had an average 1960 popu-
lation of 106,000 and ranged in size from 6,000 to
992,000.

In developing a measure of poverty areas, a com-
parison was made of the five-factor index with a method
based on the Social Security Administration’s (SSA)
definition of poverty. A study was made to test whether
a definition of poverty areas based on income alone,
the SSA’s incidence of poverty measure, would yield
significantly different results from the method based
on low income and other socioeconomic characteristics.
To compare these two approaches, census tracts in all
SMSA’s of 250,000 or more in Texas and Ohio were
ranked by both the five-factor method and the SSA’s
incidence of poverty measure. Those tracts falling
in the lowest quartile ina givenranking were designated
as the poverty area for the method. Thus, poverty
areas independently identified by the two measures
could be compared.

The comparison of the two methods was specifically
designed to test two hypotheses; first, that the SSA’s
index would place a larger proportion of all families
with incomes below the poverty level in poverty areas
and second, that the measure based on a variable
family income scale alone, would include fewer non-
white families in poverty areas. Neither of these
hypotheses was substantiated by the findings. It was
found that to a large degree (the overlap was 87 percent)
both the incidence of poverty and the five-factor methods
identified the same tracts as being in the poverty
areas. The proportion of poor families in the poverty
areas identified by each measure was virtually the
same. No difference was found in the percentage of
nonwhites who resided in poverty areas identified by
each of the methods.

Poverty level.--Families and unrelated individuals
were classified as being above or below the poverty
“level using the poverty index developed by the Social
Security Administration. This poverty income index
‘classifies families and unrelated individuals as being
above or below the poverty level taking account of
such factors as family size, number of children, and
farm-nonfarm residence, as well as the amount of family
income. The poverty level is based on a minimum
nutritionally sound food plan (the “economy” plan)
designed by the Department of Agriculture for
“emergency or temporary use when funds are low.”
Assuming that a poor family should spend no more
than one-third of its income for food, the cost of food
included in the economy plan was used to determine
the minimum total income requirements for a given
type of family, A household was statistically classified

°In the 1960 Census there were 101 standard metro-
politan statistical areas with a population of 250,000
or more. One of +these, the Davenport-Rock Island-
Moline, Iowa-Illinois SMSA had no major concentration
of poverty. Consequently, poverty areas were identi-
fied in 100 SMSA's with a 1960 population of 250,000 or
more.

as poor if its total money income was less th
three times the cost of the economy food plan,
applied to 1966 incomes, the poverty level of nonfarm
residents ranges from $1,560 for a woman 65 years
or older living alone to $5,440 for a family of seven
or more persons; it was $3,335 for a nonfarm family
of four,

The poverty level for 1960 was determined using
a modified version of the method described above.
Family size and farm-nonfarm residence were the
only variables used to adjust the poverty thresholds;
adjustment was not made for sex of head or family
composition. The refined SSA index which wasused for
the 1966 data is a more sophisticated instrument than
that used on the 1960 data butdoes not yield significantly
different figures at this level of analysis.

Standard metropolitan statistical areas.--Except in
New England, an SMSA is a county or group of con-
tiguous counties which contains at least one city of
50,000 inhabitants or more, or “twin cities” with a
combined population of at least 50,000. In addition
to the county, or counties, containing such a city or
cities, contiguous counties are included in an SMSA
if, according to certain criteria, they are essentially
metropolitan in character and are socially and
economically integrated with the central city. In
New England, SMSA’s consist of towns and cities,
rather than counties.

Earnings.--This is defined as money wagesor salary
and netincome from farm and nonfarm self-employment.

Income other than earnings.--This is defined as th.
algebraic sum of all sources of money income excep

wages and salaries and income from self-employment.
The various types of income other than earnings are
not shown separately in any of the tables in this report,

Family.--The term “family” refers to a group of
two or more persons related by blood, marriage, or
adoption and residing together; all persons living in
one household who are related to each other are con-
sidered as members of the same family. Married
couples related to the head of a family are included
in the head’s family and are not classified as separate
families.

Family head.--One person in each family was
designated as the head. The head of a family is usually
the person regarded as the head by members of the
family. Women are not classified as heads if their
husbands are resident members of the family at the
time of the survey.

Married, spouse present.--Married persons with
spouse present are persons whose spouse was en-
umerated as a member of the same household even
though he or she may have been temporarily absent,
on business or vacation, visiting, in a hospital, etc.

Unrelated individual.--The term “unrelated in-
dividual” refers to a person 14 years and over who is
(1) a member of household who is living entirely
alone or with one or more persons all of whom are not
related to him, or (2) a person living in group quarters‘

who is not an inmate of an institution.




‘nNumber of related children under 18 years ofage.--

is number refers to all single (never married)
persons in the family under 18 years old related to
the head of the family by blood, marriage, or adoption.

Ag e.--The age classification is based on the age of
the person at his last birthday.

Color.--The term “color” refers to the division
of the population into two groups, white and nonwhite.
The nonwhite group includes Negroes, Indians, Japanese,
Chinese, and other nonwhite races. Personsof Mexican
birth or ancestry who are not definitely of Indian or
other nonwhite races are classified as white.

Number of earners.--This number includes all
persons in the family with $1 or more in wages and
salaries, or $1 or more or a loss in net income from
farm or nonfarm self-employment.

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

Labor force and employment status, --The definitions
of labor force and employment status in this report
relate to the population 14 years old and over.

Employed.--Employed persons comprise (1) all
civilians who, during the specified week, did any work
at all as paid employees or in their own business or

ofession, or on their own farm, or who worked

hours or more as unpaid workers on a farm or in
a business operated by a member of the family, and
(2) all those who were not working but who had jobs
or businesses from which they were temporarily absent
because of illness, bad weather, vacation, or labor-
management dispute, or because they were taking time
off for personal reasons, whether or not they were
paid by their employers for time off, and whether or
not they were seeking other jobs, Excluded from the
employed group are persons whose only activity con-
sisted of work around the house (such as own home
housework, painting or repairing own home, etc.)
or volunteer work for religious, charitable, and similar
organizations.

Unemployed.--Unemployed persons are those
civilians who, during the survey week, had no employ-
ment but were available for work and (1) had engaged
in any specific jobseeking activity within the past
4 weeks, such as registering at a public or private
employment office, meeting with prospective employers,
checking with friends or relatives, placing or answering
advertisements, writing letters of application, or being
on a union or professional register; (2) were waiting
to be called back to a job from which they had been
laid off; or (3) were waiting to report to a new wage
or salary job within 30 days.

Not in the labor force.~-All civilians who are not
classified as employed or unemployed are defined as
“not in the labor force.” This group who are neither
employed nor seeking work includes persons engaged

‘ly in own home housework, attending school, or unable
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to work because of long-term physical or mental
illness; persons who are retired or too old to work,
seasonal workers for whom the survey week fell in an
off season, and the voluntarily idle., Persons doing
only unpaid family work (less than 15 hours) are also
classified as not in the labor force.

Paid labor force.--Persons are classified in the
paid labor force if they were employed as wage and
salary workers or self-employed workers during the
survey week or were looking for work at the time and
had last worked as wage and salary or self-employed
workers,

RELATED REPORTS

A detailed description of the methodology used in
developing “Poverty Areas” within SMSA’s of 250,000
or more appears in “Characteristics of Families Re-
siding in Poverty Areas: March 1966, Current Pdpu-
lation Reports, Series P-23, No. 19,

Each year general data on the distribution of income

.in the United States are published in the Current Popu-

lation Reports on Consumer Income, Series P-60,
arion neports

Statistics from the 1960 Census of Population for
poverty and nonpoverty areas in each of the 100 SMSA’s
and their central cities have been published in a 1960
Census of Population Supplementary Report, PC(S-1)-
54, entitled “Poverty Areas in the 100 Largest Metro-
politan Areas.”

A comprehensive report on the characteristics of
poor families and persons, based on data from the
CPS, has recently been published, “The Extent of
Poverty in the United States: 1959 to 1966” Current
Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 54, presents
the most detailed analysis of poverty published by
the Census Bureau to date,

An unpublished census study, (PA-45) “Comparison
of Two Methods of Determining Poverty .Areas” de-
scribes research designed to evaluate the five-factor
method of designating poverty areas, Rankings of
Census tracts in two States were compared using both
the five-factor criteria and the incidence of poverty
as the means of classification, The results from the
two methods proved to be highly correlated.

Census tract maps showing the delineation of poverty
areas in each SMSA have been published by the Office
of Economic Opportunity in a report entitled Maps of
Major Concentrations of Poverty in SMSA's of 250,000

or More Population.

SOURCE AND RELIABILITY OF THE ESTIMATES

Source of data.--The estimates are based on data
obtained in the 25-percent sample of the 1960 census
taken in April 1960, and on data obtained in the Current
Population Survey of the Bureau of the Census taken
in March 1967, The sample in the CPS is spread over
449 areas comprising 863 counties and independent
cities with coverage in each of the 50 States and the
District of Columbia. Approximately 50,000 occupied
households are designated for interview each month, Of
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this number, 2,250 occupied units, on the average, are
visited but interviews are not obtained because the
occupants are not found at home after repeated calls
or are unavailable for some other reason, In addition
to the 50,000, there are also about 8,500 sample units
in an average month which are visited but are found"
to be vacant or otherwise not to be interviewed,

The estimating procedure used in the CPS involved -

the inflation of the weighted sample results to in-
dependent estimates of the civilian noninstitutional
population of the United States by age, color, and sex.
These independent estimates were based on statistics
from the 1960 Census of Population; statistics of births,
deaths, immigration, and emigration; and statistics on
the strength of the Armed Forces.

The 25-percent sample from the 1960 census was
selected during the course of the census enumeration.
It is a sample of one-fourth of the households enumerated
in every locality in the entire country. Estimates
were prepared from data collected at the sample
household by inflating the weighted sample results to
counts from the full census by age, color, sex, relation-
ship to head of household, and tenure (owner or ‘renter)
within each of 33,000 geographic areas.

Reliability of the estimates,--Since the estimates are
based on a sample, they may differ somewhat from the
figure that would have been obtained if a complete
census had been taken using the same schedules,
instructions, and enumerators, As in any survey work,
the results are subject to errors of response and of
reporting as well as being subject to sampling vari-
ability.

The standard error is primarily a measure of
sampling variability, that is, of the variations thatoccur
by chance because a sample rather than the whole of
the population is surveyed. As calculated for this
report, the standard error also partially measures the

by less than the standard error. The chances are abo
95 out of 100 that the difference would be less th’
twice the standard error.

The figures presented in tables H, I, and J are
approximations to the standard errors of various esti-
mates based on the CPS shown in this report. In
order to derive standard errors that would be applicable
to-a wide variety of items and could be prepared at a
moderate cost, a number of approximations were
required. As a result, the tables of standard errors

provide an indication of the order of magnitude of the

standard errors rather than the precise standarderror
for any specific item.

Table H contains standard errors of estimates of
the number of persons in a given class. Tablel
contains standard errors of estimates of the number
of households or families in a given class. Table I
should also be used for items which can typically
appear only once in a given household.

Table H.--STANDARD ERRORS OF ESTIMATED NUMBERS
OF PERSONS

(68 chances out of 100)

Size of Standard Size of Standard

estimate error estimate error
25,000......... 8,000 (| 1,000,000....... 55,000
50,000, ..ucunn. 12,000 || 5,000,000....... 121,000
100,000........ 17,000 10 OOO Q00...... 169,000
250,000, ....... 28,000 || 25,000,000..... . 249,00
500,000, ....... 39,000 50,000,000. ..... 311,0‘

Table 1.--STANDARD ERRORS OF ESTIMATED NUMBERS OF
HOUSEHOLDS AND FAMILIES

(68 chances out of 100)

effect of response and enumeration errors but does not :

. . X Size of Standard Size of Standard
measure any systematic biases in the Qata. The estimate error estimate error
chances are about 68 out of 100 that an estimate from
the sample would differ from a complete census figure .

P P &l 25,000......... | 7,000 || 1,000,000....... 44,000
50,000, . ..cn.-. 10,000 || 5,000,000....... 94,000
6éFor a more complete description of this sample, see 100’_000 """" 14,000 }( 10,000,000.... . : 128,000
: os 250,000, ¢ 0cunnn 22,000 || 25,000,000...... 169,000
1960 Census of Population, Vol. I, Characteristics of 500, 000 31,000 || 50,000,000 132,000
the Population, Part 1, United States Summary, 1964. Lttt L4 J Attt i
Table J.--STANDARD ERRORS OF ESTIMATED PERCENTAGES
Base of estimated percentage (thousands)
Estimated percentage
50 100 250 500 |1,000 |[2,500 5,000 |[10,000 |25,000 |50,000 |100,000
2 0r 98, iiiiirinernannnns 2.8 2.0 1.3 o} 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1
50r 9...iinsnn eesesssssas 4.4 3.1 2.0 1 1.0 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1
10 0r 90..icirincncnnecnnnn 6.1 4.3 2.7 1 1.4 0.7 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1
20 0r 804iceencenoannn seeces 8.1 5.7 3.6 2 1.8 1.1 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2
25 0F 75.ereieiavennnnnssan 8.8 6.2 3.9 2. 2.0 1.2 0.9 0.6 0.4 0.3 0.2
500 cenenees seceassanssanse 10.1 7.2 4.5 3. 2.3 1.4 1.0 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.2




' The reliability of an estimated percentage, computed
by using sample data for both numerator and de-
‘nominator, depends upon both the size of the per-
centage and the size of the total upon which the per-
centage is based. Estimated percentages are rela-
tively more reliable than the corresponding estimates
of the numerators of the percentages, particularly if
the percentages are 50 percent or more. Table]J
shows the standard errors of estimated percentages
of persons or of households. ’

The standard errors for estimates based on the
25-percent sample of the Census are so small that they
can be assumed to be negligible. However, in com-
paring 1960 estimates to 1968 estimates, differences
in questionnaire design, field procedures, amount of
interviewer training, and other factors may in some
cases be responsible for some -differences between
the estimates for the two years,
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Mustration of the use of tables of standard errors.--
Table B of this report shows that there are 3,315,000
nonwhite persons below the poverty level who reside
in poverty areas, Interpolation in table H shows the
standard error on an. estimate of this size to be
approximately 93,000, The chances are 68 out of 100
that a complete census would have shown a figure
differing from the estimate by less than 93,000, The
chances are 95 out of 100 that a census would have
shown a figure differing from the estimate by less
than 186,000 (twice the standard error),

These 3,315,000 nonwhite persons constitute 40.0
percent of the total 8,290,000 nonwhite persons living -
in poverty areas. Interpolation in table J shows the
standard error of 40.0 percent on a base of 8,290,000
to be approximately 0.7 percent, Consequently, chances
are 68 out of 100 that a complete census would have
disclosed the figure. to be between 39.3 and 40.7
percent, and 95 chances out of 100 that the figure
shown would have been between 38.6 and 41.4 percent,
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TATISTICAL AREAS OF 250,000 OR MORE: 1967

Table 1.--INCIDENCE OF POVERTY FOR FAMILIES BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS, POVERTY AREA STATUS, AND COLOR, FOR STANDARD METROPOLITAN .

(Numbers in thousands.

Poverty level based on income in 1966)

Poverty areas

Nonpoverty areas

Subject Al Total Below poverty level Below poverty level
areas Percent of Total
Number all Number Percent Number Percent
areas
REGION
Al11 families. teienenanns 27,092 4,269 15.8 1,015 23.8 22,823 1,584 6.9
Northeast....... conas . 8,619 1,214 14.1 268 22.1 7,405 480 6.5
North Central.... vee 7,182 917 12.8] - 222 24.2 6,265 380 6.1
Southeseeseens 5,726 1,579 27.6 376 23.8 4,147 335 8.1
Westeoa... severccsncens Gesessnanessasisaiee oee 5,565 559 10.0 149 26.7 5,006 389 7.8
White familieS..ueiicececeonnranrennne PN 23,936 2,517 10.5 427 17.0 21,419 1,342 6.3
Northeast....ccouses 7,849 799 10.2 132 16.5 7,050 421 6.0
North Central. 6,283 418 6.7 70 16.7 5,865 301 5.1
Southeseeeceras. 4,790 953 19.9 136 14.3 3,837 279 7.3
West...... cecocvocsossens eresrsaans TR 5,014 347 6.9 89 25.6 4,667 341 7.3
Nonwhite families, 3,156 1,752 55.5 588 33.6 1,404 242 17.2
Northeast...coeeeeenecen 770 415 53.9 136 32.8 355 59 16.6
North Central...... 899 499 55.5 152 30.5 400 79 19.8
South.eeeeascocneasonncasres ceeeren 936 626 66.9 240 38.3 310 56 18.1
WeSteueueoaosoeasoronasosstacassonnncasoncones 551 212 38.5 60 28.3 339 48 14.2
TYPE OF FAMILY
All familieS..veeeccaoncnsasonnss 27,092 4,269 15.8 1,015 23.8 22,823 1,584 6.9 .

Male head...esessccaens teeseraeneane PR RPPIIN 23,908 3,369 14.1 564 16.7 20,539 1,040 5.1
Married, wife present...... cee 23,195 3,193 13.8 528 16.5 20,002 988 4.9
Wife in paid labor force...... “ee 8,073 1,152 14.3| - 104 9.0 6,921 158 2.3
Wife not in paid labor force.. 15,122 2,041 13.5 424 20.8 13,081 830 6.3
Other marital status..... oo “ee 713 176 24.8 36 20.5 537 52 9.7
Female he@d...ceeeacses [P veresasrenens . 3,184 900 28.3 451 50.1 2,284 544 23.8
White familieS...eevevsavevans Ceerieenenen 23,936 2,517 10.5 427 17.0 21,419 1,342 6.3

MAle NEAA..ceseeeennanarocasssannsncasacrsasss 21,523 2,125 9.9 286 13.5 19,398 910 4

Married, wife present. . . 20,942 2,030 9.7 270 13.3 18,912 863 4

Wife in paid labor force....... . 6,991 640 9.2 34 5.3 6,351 111 1.
Wife not in paid labor force..... . 13,951 1,390 10.0 236 17.0 12,561 752 6.0
Other marital status...evce.... . 581 95 16.4 16 16.8 486 47 9.7
Female head..... cevenn PR 2,413 392 16.2 141 36.0 2,021 432 21.4
Nomwhite familieS..eveseeoesrorascsocances 3,156 1,752 55.5 588 33.6 1,404 242 17.2
Male he@A.eeeeeennneracrocsrannccaanasassssnnns 2,385 1,244 52.2 278 22.3 1,141 130 11.4
Married, wife present...... 2,253 1,163 51.6 258 22.2 1,090 125 11.4
Wife in paid labor force.... 1,082 512 47.3 70 13.7 570 47 8.2
Wife not in paid labor force 1,171 651 55.6 188 28.9 520 78 15.0
Other marital status.. e 132 81 61.4 20 24.7 51 5 (B)
Female head... .eecessesacroocaanonnssssassnne 771 508 65.9 310 61.0 263 112 42.6

AGE OF HEAD

A1l families...... terereseseseieenaen 27,092 4,269 15.8 1,015 23.8 22,823 1,584 .9
14 0 24 YEBIS.eeeivecasocoones [ [RPPRNN 1,649 325 19.8 100 30.8 1,324 152 11.5
25 to 34 years.. 5,363 899 16.8 271 30.1 4,464 284 6.4
35 to 44 years.. 6,391 896 14.0 241 26.9 5,495 275 5.0
45 to 54 years.. 6,055 867 14.3 133 15.3 5,188 231 4.5
55 to 64 years... 4,157 696 16.7 104 14.9 3,461 170 4.9
65 years and OVeT...cceevsesonss eresesseneane 3,477 586 16.9 166 28.3 2,891 472 16.3
White familieS..cvcosserans vereenaenarenas 23,936 2,517 10.5 427 17.0 21,419 1,342 6.3
14 10 24 YearS..eveveeroosenonans eerecesreens 1,402 186 13.3 43 23.1 1,216 121 10.0
25 to 34 years...... 4,553 487 10.7 97 20.0 4,066 207 5.1
35 to 44 years... 5,603 489 8.7 89 18.2 5,114 230 4.5
45 to 54 years... 5,410 518 9.6 63 12.2 4,892 185 3.8
55 to 64 years... 3,753 428 11.4 47 1.0 3,325 148 4.5
65 years and OVET....... Cesesieneeonan eeenees 3,215 409 12.7 88 a.s 2,806 451 16.1
Norwhite families......... deeeennees haeees 3,156 1,752 55.5 588 33.6 1,404 242 17.2
14 to 24 years. 247 139 56.3 57 41.0 108 31 28.7
25 to 34 years. 810 412 50.9 174 42.2 398 77 19.3
35 to 44 years. 788 407 51.6 152 37.3 381 45 11.8
45 to 54 years. 645 349 54.1 70 20.1 296 46 15.5
55 to 64 years... 404 268 66.3 57 21.3 136 22 16.2
65 years and over 262 177 67.6 78 44,1 85 21 24.7

B Base less than 75,000.
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Table 1.--INCIDENCE OF POVERTY FOR FAMILIES BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS, POVERTY AREA STATUS, AND COLOR, FOR STANDARD METROPOL.ITAN
STATISTICAL AREAS OF 250,000 OR MORE: 1967—Continued

(Numbers in thousands. Poverty level based on incame in 1966)
Poverty areas Nonpoverty areas
Subject aﬁis Total Below poverty level Below poverty level
Percent of Total
Number all Number Percent Number Percent
areas
NUMBER OF RELATED CHILDREN
A1l families....... Creeenaas ereeraeas 27,092 4,269 15.8 1,015 23.8 22,823 1,584 6.9
No children.......oeau. eresseserana Ceeeeensean 11,302 1,692 15.0 238 14.1 9,610 690 7.2
i . 5,095 775 15.2 130 16.8 4,320 212 4.9
2 . 4,792 707 14.8 178 25.2 4,085 221 5.4
3 .. 2,987 423 1.2 137 32.4 2,564 180 7.0
4 . 1,581 283 17.9 118 41.7 1,298 123 9.5
5 children........ . 710 157 22.1 92 58.6 553 71 12.8
6 children or more....oo.veves hececeeerannan . 625 232 37.1 122 52.6 393 87 22.1
Mean per family with children.............. 2.4 2.7 (x) 3.4 (X} 2.3 3.0 (x)
White familieS...vvecuivernnnas everseacrnas 23,936 2,517 10.5 427 17.0 21,419 1,342 6.3
No children........ Creveneesans crovsensns ceans 10,268 1,115 10.9 132 11.8 9,153 655 7.2
1 child... . 4,502 472 10.5 66 14.0 4,030 174 4.3
2 ChildTen.e veurcsnieeneneeecinnnnsnnes . 4,248 418 9.8 71 17.0 3,830 173 4.5
3 children.. . 2,632 251 9.5 61 24.3 2,381 - 140 5.9
4 children.. 1,324 119 9.0 35 2.4 1,205 101 8.4
5 children....... . 555 67 12.1 26 (B) 488 45 9.2
6 children or more....ooveeo.. trereeensaes vene 407 75 18.4 36 48.0 332 54 16.3
Mean per family with children...... erveranas . 2.3 2.4 (x) 3.0 (x) 2.3 2.8 (x)
Nonwhite familieSeecevvenosn eiesereanas . 3,156 1,752 55.5 588 33.6 1,404 242 17.2
No children........eovvevenecnnns tersecetnsans 1,034 577 55.8 106 18.4 457 35 7.7
1 child..... 593 303 51.1 64 21.1 290 38 13.1
2 children.. 544, 289 53.1 107 37.0 255 48 18.8
3 children.. 355 172 48.5 76 44.2 183 40 21.9
4 children.. . 257 164 63.8 83 50.6 93 22 23.7
5 children......... .. . 155 90 58.1 66 73.3 65 26 (B)
children or more 218 157 72.0 86 54.8 61, 33 (B)
an per family with children......... e 2.9 3.2 (x) 3.8 (x) 2.7 3.5 (x)
SIZE OF FAMILY
A1l familieS......... teearatsesenerenaes 27,092 4,269 15.8 1,015 23.8 22,823 1,584 6.9
2 PETSONSessresssses teereienne tereerenesenianes 9,026 1,448 16.0 281 19.4 7,578 730 9.6
3 persons. 5,59 843 15.1 147 17.4 4,753 229 4.8
4 persons. 5,394 741 13.7 147 19.8 4,653 198 4.3
5 persons. 3,496 472 13.5 126 26.7 3,024 171 5.7
6 DPErSOnS........ .. 1,860 308 16.6 114 37.0 1,552 97 6.3
7 persons 1,720 457 26.6 200 43.8 1,263 159 12.6
Mean size 3.7 3.9 (x) 4.5 (x) 3.6 3.6 (x)
White 23,936 2,517 10.5 427 17.0 21,419 1,342 6.3
2 persons. 8,079 900 11.1 156 17.3 7,179 680 9.5
3 persons. 5,012 532 10.6 61 11.5 4,480 193 4.3
4 persons. 4,838 463 9.6 57 12.3 4,375 164 3.7
5 persons. 3,126 292 9.3 54 18.5 2,834 - 129 4.6
6 persons 1,587 157 9.9 41 26.1 1,430 70 4.9
7 persons 1,294 173 13.4 58 33.5 1,121 106 9.5
Mean size of family...eesee... teeeeeeceaanans . 3.6 3.5 (x) 3.8 (x) 3.6 3.4 (x)
Nomwhite familieS............ Cererreenans 3,156 1,752 55.5 588 33.6 1,404 242 . 17.2
2 POTSONS . et rersennusrassnanarssssonancocass 947 548 57.9 125 22.8 399 50 12.5
3 persons... es 584 31 53.2 86 27.7 273 36 13.2
4 persons... . .. 556 278 50.0 90 32.4 278 34 12.2
5 persons.. . 370 : 180 48.6 72 40.0 190 42 22.1
6 persons. . PR 273 151 55.3 73 48.3 122 27 22.1
7 persons or more.. . 426 284 66.7 142 50.0 142 53 37.3
Mean size Of family....e.veeesncunsns Ceeereaas 4.2 4.3 (x) 5.0 (x) 4.1 5.0 (x)
SOURCE OF INCOME
A1l familieS..evereseennnsns e, 27,002 4,269 15.8 1,015 23.8 22,823 1,584 6.9
Earnings only........ e eeererene. 11,325 2,101 18.6 359 17.1 9,224 473 5.1
Earnings and income other than earnings....... 13,519 1,586 11.7 275 17.3 11,933 412 3.5
Income other than earnings only or no income,. 2,248 582 25.9 381 65.5 1,666 699 42.0

B Base less than 75,000. - X Not applicable,
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Table 1.--INCIDENCE OF POVERTY FOR FAMILIES BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS, POVERTY AREA STATUS, AND COLOR, FOR STANDARD METROLOLITAN
STATISTICAL AREAS OF 250,000 OR MORE: 1967-Continved

(Numbers in thousands. Poverty level based on incame in 1966)

Poverty areas Nonpoverty areas
Subject aﬁis Total Below poverty level Below poverty level
Percent of Total
Number all Number Percent Number Percent
areas :
SOURCE OF INCOME--Continued
White families...... 23,936 2,517 10.5 427 17.0 21,419 1,342 6.3
Earnings only..eeeeese 9,626 1,176 12.2 138 11.7 8,450 365 4.3
Earnings and incame other than earnings...... . 12,386 993 8.0, 104 10.5 131,393 348 31
Income other than earnings only or no income.. 1,924 348 18.1 185 53.2 1,576 | 629 39.9
Nonwhite familieg.seeveecses ceesecranannn . 3,156 1,752 55.5 588 . 33.6 1,404 . 242 17.2
Earnings only.cececeasss 1,699 925 54.4 221 23.9 Tlh 108 14.0
Earnings and incame other than earnings....... 1,133 593 52.3 171 28.8 540 64 11.9
Income other than earnings only or no income. 324 234 72.2 196 83.8 20 70 77.8
NUMBER OF EARNERS

A1l femilieS....... reeireneee, veeeiaa 27,092 4,269 15.8 1,015 23.8 22,823 1,584 6.9
No earners..... caee 2,248 582 25.9 382 65.6 1,666 698 41.9
1 earner.... oo 11,538 © 1,733 15.0 427 24.6 9,805 606 6.2
2 EAINETBesecreans 9,846 1,491 15.1 169 11.3 8,355 225 2.7
3 QATNETS OT MOT'€sevnsvceresorssssensnsstcstes 3,460 463 13.4 37 8.0 2,997 55 1.8
White familieSeeececevsnsesensarrorcrsonne 23,936 2,517 10.5 427 17.0 2]:,1.19 1,342 6.3
No earners..... 1,924 348 18.1 184 52.9 1,576 628 39.8
1l earnersesss - fen . 10,345 1,043 (10.1 168 16.1 9,302 496 5.3
2 earnerS8ecscesss . . 8,579 849 9.9 66 7.8 7,730 177 2.3
3 earners or more 3,088 27 9.0 9 3.2 2,811 X 41 1.5
Norwhite families.....oec... ereseerann PN 3,156 1,752 55.5 588 33.6 1,404 242 17.2
NO earners...seeeses teesesresanonenes vevenane 32 ’ 234 72.2 198 84.6 90 70 77.8

1 earnere...... ceevennee 1,193 690 57.8 259 37.5 503 110

2 EATNErS..cveerccasss . . 1,267 642 50.7 103 16.0 625 48

3 earners OT MOYE...essessosss vessecscsasnenas 372 186 50.0 28 15.1 186 14 73
EMPLOYMENT STATUS AND OCCUPATION

211 familieSeeesenss tevenenann 27,092 4,269 15.8 1,015 23.8 22,823 1,584 6.9
Head employede..eesesessseceees eeeaenaes 21,798 3,069 14.1 466 15.2 18,729 647 3.5
Professional and managerial workers..... . 6,819 357 5.2 26 7.3 6,462 136 2.1
Clerical and sales WOTKersS.......... [ 3,346 356 10.6 32 9.0 2,990 93 3.1
Craftsmen and foremen.. ceresecssennnans 4,565 550 12.0 38 6.9 4,015 97 2.4
Operatives..... T R 4,151 907 21.9 140 15.4 3,24 124 3.8
Service workers incl. private household . 1,824 499 27.4 142 28.5 1,325 140 10.6
Nonfarm 1abOorerS.ccscesssssssssssscsonscsane 937 348 37.1 69 19.8 589 37 6.3
Farmers and farm laborers. . . 156 52 33.3 19 (B) 104 20 19.2
Head unemployed............. .. 512 132 25.8 57 43.2 380 62 16.3
Head not in labor forcel...... eeven . 4,782 1,068 22.3 492 46.1 3,714 875 23.6
White familieS...coceveaenres caeenees 23,936 2,517 10.5 427 17.0 21,419 1,342 6.3
Head employed..essssssesevasanccns 19,401 1,836 9.5 191 10.4 17,565 527 3.0
Professional and managerial workers. 6,513 281 4.3 16 5.7 6,232 125 2.0
Clerical and sales workers..... . 3,056 232 7.6 13 5.6 2,824 84 3.0
Craftsmen and foremen....... . 4,231 392 9.3 19 4.8 3,839 81 2.1
OpeTativesS.cescasesvessecssnsssroncoaseconse 3,491 539 15.4 55 10.2 2,952 91 3.1
Service workers mcl. private household. cees 1,335 199 14.9 49 24.6 1,136 105 9.2
Nonfarm 18borers...csesseses [N . 636 149 23.4 21 14.1 487 22 4.5
Farmers and farm laborers... 139 44 31.7 18 (B) 95 19 20.0
Head unemployed...se-cozueesss . 399 55 13.8 18 (B) 344 43 12.5
Head not in labor forcel...... veresaneena ceens 4,136 626 15.1 218 34.8 3,510 772 22.0
Nonwhite families..... PR s 3,156 1,752 55.5 588 33.6 1,404 242 17.2
Head employed..ceeeceeocseasoncnase vee 2,397 1,233 51.4 275 22.3 1,164 120 10.3
Professional and mamgerial workers. . 306 76 24.8 10 13.2 230 11 4.8
Clerical and sales WOTKETS..secveooes 290 124 42.8 19 15.3 166 9 5.4
Craftemen and foremen..... . . 334 158 47.3 19 12.0 176 16 9.1
OPETALIVES s ervessssesssrenasorsnsanse . 660 368 55.8 85 23.1 292 33 11.3
Service workers incl. private household. . 489 300 61.3 93 31.0 189 35 18.5
Nonfarm laborersess.... eenececeranane . 301 199 66.1 48 24.1 102 15 14.7
Farmers and farm laborers... en 17 8 (B) 1 (B) 9 1 (B)
Head unemployed..... seeses . 113 77 68.1 39 50.6 36 19 (B)
Head not in labor forcel........ veeeenenee caee 646 442 68.4 274 62.0 204 103 50.5

B Base less than 75,000,
1includes families with head in Armed Forces.
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‘uble 2.-—FAMILIES BELOW AND ABOVE THE POVERTY LEVEL, BY POVERTY AREA STATUS AND COLOR, FOR STANDARD HETROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS
OF 250,000 OR MORE: 1967

(Numbers in thousands. Poverty level based on incame in 1966)

Incame below poverty level Incame above poverty level
Total White Norwhite Total White Nonwhite
Subject Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
residing residing regiding residing residing residing
Number in Number in Number in Number in Number in Number in
poverty poverty poverty poverty poverty poverty
areas areas areas areas areas aregas .
TYPE OF FAMILY
A1l familieSesoevveeenns 2,599 39.1 1,769 24,1 830 70.8]| 24,493 13.31] 22,167 9.4 2,326 50.0
Male head.cceeevennas cerernaaas 1,604 35.2 1,196 23.9 408 68.1| 22,304 12.6|| 20,327 9.0 1,977 48.9
Married, wife present..... . 1,516 34.8 1,133 23.8 383 67.4( 21,679 12.3|| 19,809 8.9 1,870 48.4
Wife in paid lebor force....... 262 39.7 145 23.4 117 59.8 7,811 13.4 6,846 8.9 965 45.8
Wife not in paid labor force... 1,254 33.8 988 23.9 266 .70.3[ 13,868 11.71| 12,963 8.9 905 51.2
Other marital status...... ceanene 88, 40.9 63 (B) 25 (B) 625 22.4 518 15.3 107 57.0
Female head....eeveeovencenss eraeen 995 45.3 573 24.7 422 73.5 2,189 20.5 1, 840! 13.6 349 56.7
AGE OF HEAD
A1l families.. 2,599 39.1 1,769 4.1 830 70.8| 24,493 13.3|| 22,167 9.4 2,326 50.0
14 to 24 years...... . 252 39.7 164 26.2 88 64.8 1,397 16.2 1,238 11.6 159 51.6
25 to 34 years. . 555 48.8 304 31.9 251 69.3 4,808 13.1 4,249 9.2 559 42.6
35 to 44 years. . 516 46.7 319 27.9 197 77.2 5,875 11.1 5,284 7.6 591 43.1
45 to 54 years..... . 364 36.5 248 25.4 116 60.3 5,691 12.9 5,162 8.8 529 52.7
55 to 64 years...... . 274 38.0 195 24.1 79 72.2 3,883 15.2 3,558 10.7 325 64.9
65 years and OVeTs.sesscsososesesss 638 26.0 539 16.3 99 78.8 2,839 14.8 2,676 12.0 163 60.7
SIZE OF FAMILY
All familieS.eevesencasennnne 2,599 39.1 1,769 24.1 830 70.8] 24,493 13.3|| 22,167 9.4 2,326 50.0
2 PErSONS.csssesseenssans cereseneen 1,011 27.8 836 18.7 175 71.4 8,015 14.6 7,243 10.3 772 54.8
3 persons... 376 39.1 254 24.0 122 70.5 5,220 13.3 4,758 9.9 462 | 48.7
..... . 345 42.6 221 25.8 124 72.6 5,049 11.8 4,617 8.8 432 43.5
D 297 42.8 183 29.5 114 62.3 3,199 10.8 2,943 8.1 256 42.2
21 54.0 11 36.9 100 73.0 1,649 11.8 1,476 7.9 173 45.1
359 55.7 164 35.4 195 72.8 1,361 18.9 1,130{ _ 10.2 231 61.5
4.0 (X) 3.5 (X) 5.0 (x) 3.6 (X) 3.6 (x) 3.9 (X)
NUMBER OF RELATED CHILDREN.
A1l families.. aes 2,599 39.1 1,769 24.1 830 70.8| 24,493 13.3|| 22,167 9.4 2,326 50.0
No children . 928 25.6 787 16.8 41 75.2| 10,374 14.0 9,481 10.4 893 52.7
1 child... . 342 38.0 240 27.5 102 62.7 4,753 13.6 4,262 9.5 491 48.7
2 children... vee 399 44,6 244 2.1 155 69.0 4,393 12.0 4,004 8.7 389 46.8
3 children.. .. 317 43.2 201 30.3 116 65.5 2,670 10.7 2,431 7.8 239 40.1
4 children.. see 241 49.4 136 26.5 105 79.0 1,340 12.3 1,188 7.1 152 53.3
5 children.......... .. 163 56.4 71 36.1 92 71.7 547 11.9 484 8.5 63 38.1
6 children Or more...cvivuees.e 209 58.4 90 40.0 119 72.3 416 26.4 317 12.3 99 71.7
Mean per family with children...... 3.2 (x) 2.9 (x) 3.7 T (X) 2.3 (x) 2.3 ©(X) 2.6 (x)
SOURCE OF INCOME
All femilies...... Cevreness . 2,599 39.1 1,769 24.1 8301 70.8) 24,493 13.3|| 22,167 9.4 2,326 50.0
Eernings only...... v, 832 43.1 503 27.4 329 67.2] 10,493  16.6]| 9,123 1.4 1,370 51.4
Earnings and incame other than .
€ArNiNgS.reireececarennnsceananns . 687| 40.0 452 23.0 235 72.8| 12,832 10.2{f 11,934 7.4 898 47.0
Income other than earnings only<or . 14.7
NO InCome. .. ..iveeiirenenennnnnnas 1,080 . 35.3 814 22.7 266 73.7 1,168 17.1 1,110 14,7 58 65,5
EMPLOYMENT STATUS AND
OCCUPATION
A1l familieS......... veranans 2,599 39.1 1,769 24.1 830 70.8] 24,493 13.3|| 22,167 9.4 2,326 50.0
Head employed.seeesveeerennnnssases 1,113 41.9 718 26.6 395 69.6{ 20,685 12.6|; 18,683 8.8 2,002 47.9
. Professional and managerial
Workers...eoeus.. teserereaeana ., 162 16.0 141 11.3 21 (B) 6,657 5.0 6,372 4.2 285 23.2
Clerical and sales workers. . 125 25.6 97 13.4 28 (B) 3,221 10.1 2,959 7.4 262 40.1
Craftsmen and foremen... . 135 28.1 100 19.0 35 (B) 4,430 11.6 4,131 9.1 299 46.3
Operatives...veeeeeeesas 264 53.0 146 37.7 118] 72.0 3,887 19.7 3,345 14.5 542 52.2
Service workers incl. private
household..cvorvenanne teserananes 282 50.4 154 31.8 128 72.7 1,542 23.2 1,181 12.7 361 57.3
Nonfarm 18bOrers.es.seessesvesess 106 65.1}, 43 (B) 63 (B) 831 33.6 593 21.6 238 63.4
Farmers and farm laborers .. 39 48.7 37 (B) 2 (B) 117 28.2 102 25.5 15 (B)
Head unemployed........,.. . 119 47.9 61 (B) 58 (B) 393 19.1 338 10.9 55 (B)
Head not in labor forcel....... cees 1,367 36.0 990 22.0 377, 72.7 3,415 16.9 3,146 13.0 269 62.5
B Base less than 75,000, X Not applicable,

‘ Mncludes families with head in Armed Forces.




16

Table 3.--PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF POOR AND NONPOOR FAMILIES IN 1966, BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS, POVERTY AREA STATUS, AND COLOR,

FOR STANDARD METROPOLITAN STATISTICAL AREAS OF 250,000 OR MORE

(Poverty area status based on residence in 1967)

auhuwunH-

Total White Nonwhite
Poverty areas Nonpoverty areas Poverty areas Nonpoverty areas Poverty areas Nonpoverty areas
Subject
Below Above Below Above Below Above Below Above Below Above Below Above
poverty | poverty | poverty | poverty | poverty | poverty | poverty | poverty | poverty poverty | poverty | poverty
level level level level level level level level level level level level
All familieS..eeeeenennns thousands. . 1,015 3,254 1,584 | 21,239 427 2,090 1,342 20,077 588 1,164 242 1,162
TYPE OF FAMILY
Total...... escesacecesereres . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 [ '100.0 100.0
Male head..e.eeeevoonsosascsancncns 55.6 86.2 65.7 91.8 67.0 88.0 67.8 92.1 47.3 83.0 53.7 87.0
Married, wife present . .. 52.0 81.9 62.4 89.5 63.2 84.2 64.3 89.9 43.9 77.7 51.7 83.2
Other marital status. cee 3.5 4.3 3.3 2.3 3.7 3.8 3.5 2.2 3.4 5.2 2.1 3.8
Female head..ecececeoaccssncnccosas bbby 13.8 34.3 8.3 33.0 12.0 32.1 7.9 52.7 17.0 46.3 13.0
AGE OF HEAD
Total..ccvsaonnnnnons cenesene 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
. 14 to 24 years... “es 9.9 6.9 9.6 5.5 10.1 6.9 " 8.9 5.5 9.7 7.0 13.2 6.5
25 to 34 years. oo 26.7 19.3 17.9 19.7 22.7 18.7 15.4 19.2 2.6 20.4 31.8 27.6
35 to 44 years... 23.7 20.1 17.4 24.6 20.8 19.1 17.1 24.3 25.9 21.9 18.6 28.9
45 to 54 years... e 13.1 22.6 14.6 23.3 14.8 21.8 13.9 23.4 11.%9 24.0 18.6 21.6
55 to 64 years..... .. 10.2 18.2 10.7 15.5 11.0 18.2 11.0 15.8 9.7 18.1 9.1 9.8
65 years and OVer...cccev-. cerecannn 16.4 12.9 29.8 11.4 20.6 15.4 33.6 11.7 13.3 8.5 8.7 5.5
SIZE OF FAMILY
Total...... teesssseccsecancnen 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
2 PETSONS.cscsaressecns eececrenene . 27.7 35.9 46.1 32.2 36.5 35.6 50.7 32.4 2.3 36.3 20.7 30.0 -~
3 persons. 14.5 21.4 14.5 21.3 14.3 22.5 14.4 21.4 14.6 19.3 14.9 20.4
4 persons. 14.5 18.3 12.5 21.0 13.3 19.4 12.2 1.0 15.3 16.2 14.0 21.0
5 persons. 12.4 10.6 10.8 13.4 12.6 11.4 9.6 13.5 12.2 9.3 17.4 12.7
6 PEerSONS.ce-vssss 11.2 6.0 6.1 6.9 9.6 .6 5.2 6.8 12.4 6.7 11.2 8.2
7 DPersons Or more...... easscescsace 19.7 7.9 10.0 5.2 13.6 5 7.9 5.1 24.1 12.2 21.9 7.7
. NUMBER OF RELATED CHILDREN '
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
No'children 23.4 44,7 43.6 42.0 30.9 47.0 48.8 42.3 18.0 40.5 14.5 36.3
child..... 12.8 19.8 13.4 19.3 15.5 19.4 13.0 19.2 10.9 20.5 15.7 2.7
children.. 17.5 16.3 14.0 18.2 16.6: 16.6 12.9 18.2 18.2 15.6 19.8 17.8
children.. 13.5 8.8 11.4 11.2 14.3 9.1 10.4 11.2 12.9 8.2 16.5 12.3
children.. 11.7 5.0 7.7 5.5 8.4 4.0 7.5 5.5 14.1 7.0 9.1 6.1
children 9.1 2.0 4.5 2.3 6.1 2.0 3.4 2.2 11%2 2.1 10.7 3.4
children or more 12.0 3.4 5.5 1.4 8.4 1.9 4.0 1.4 14.6 6.1 13.6 2.4
Totaleeeeeens. cecsccacans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Earnings only...cveeecercsccecssennse 35.4 53.5 2.9 41.2 32.3 49.7 7.2 40.3 37.6 60.5 44,6 57.3
Eammgs and income other than
@ATTIANES . ¢ s soseenresssasssonnnscss 27.1 40.3 26.0 54.2 24 .4 42.5 25.9 55.0 2.1 36.3 26.4 41.0
Income other than earnings only or !
NO iNCOME..e.veieraccassonecncanns 37.5 6.2 44,1 4.6 43.3 7.8 46.9 4.7 33,3 3.3 28.9 1.7
NUMBER OF EARNERS
TOtBLloesveososoosenranoscnsees 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
No earners.......... .o ceeee 37.6 6.1 44.1 4.6 43.1 7.8 46.8 4.7 33.7 3.1 28.9 1.7
1 €arner....vecearacess 42.1 40.1 38.3 43.2 39.3 41.9 37.0 43.9 44,.0 37.0 45.5 33.8
2 EArNErS....ceeecences . 16.7 40.7 14.2 38.3 15.5 37.5 13.2 37.6 17.5 46.3 19.8 49.7
3 earners or more...,........ . 3.6 13.1 3.5 13.9 2.1 12.8 3.1 13.8 4.8 13.6 5.8 14.8
-
- EMPLOYMENT STATUS AND OCCUPATION '
Totaleeeasoenenas 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Head employed....ceeveccoossccceans 45.9 80.0 40.8 85.1 4.7 78.7 39.3 84.9 46.8 82.3 49.5 89.8
Professional and managerial
OTKETS.veroseaseanesosossonnnsns 2.6 10.2 8.6 2.8 3.7 12.7 9.3 30.4 1.7 5.7 4.5 18.8
Clerical and sales workers....... 3.2 10.0 5.9 13.6 3.0 10.5 6.3 13.6 3.2 9.0 3.7 13.5
Craftsmen and foremen.. ceeasn 3.7 15.7 6.1 18.4 4.4 17.9 6.0 18.7 3.2 11.9 6.6 13.8
Operatlves.f...... .............. 13.8 23.6 7.8 14.7 12.9 23.2 6.8 14.3 14.5 24.3 13.6 22.2
' Service workers incl. prlvate :
household.eecveesencnes vecesvesns 14.0 11.0 8.8 5.6 11.5 .1 7.8 5.1 15.8 17.8 14.5 1.
Nonfarm 1aborerS.....eeeeces 6.8 8.6 2.3 2.6 4.9 .1 1.6 2.3 8.2 13.0 6.2
Farmers and farm laborers... 1.9 1.0 1.3 0.4 4.2 .2 1.4 0.4 0.2 0.6 0.4
Head unemployed..... veasenes 5.6 2.3 3.9 1.5 4.2 .8 3.2 1.5 6.6 3.3 7.9
Head not in labor force........... 48.5 17.7 55.2 13.4 51.1 19.5 57.5 13.6 46.6 14.4 42.6

lIncludes families with head in Armed Forces.
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