P . L L L T A A A

 DOCUMEST BESUME ~ - \ |
ED 179 681 S - oD 019 971
AUTHOR orshansky, Mollies Bretz, Judith S.
TITLE . Born to'Be Poor: Birthplace and Number of Brothers
o and Sisters As Pactors in Adult Poverty. A
INSTITUTION Social Security Administration°(DHEH), Washington,
De Ca
REPORT NO DHEW=-SSA~76-11703
PUB DATE Jan 76
- NOTE 19p.; Not. available in paper copy due to print size ,
' : of original document: Tables may be marginally , '
~ legible | !
JOURNAL CIT Social Security Bulletin; Jan 1976 e o ‘ '
EDRS PRICE MFO1 Plus Postage. PC Not Available frow EDRS.
DESCRIPTORS Educational Backgrounds *Bducational Status

comparison; Elementary Secondary Education; *Family

Background: *Family Income: Higher Education; *Place

of Residence; Public Policy: Siblings; *50¢1oeconom1c

Status . °
IDENTIFIERS *Family Size ' ‘ '

\
ABSTRACT : '

Data from the Social Security Administration's
Retirement History Study and a supplement to the 1968 Current
Population Survey are discusséd in terms of the relationship between
(1) family size and residence, and (2) economic and educational
status. It is shown that household heads who grew up as members of
large families and/or as natives of small towns or rural areas tend
to have less education and are more likely to be pocr than those
coning from small families andsor large cities. Statistics are
rresented for both male- and female-headed househclds and for blacks.
vhites, and the total population. Alsc noted are findings regarding
occupation and findings comparing size of childhood family with
nunber of one's own subsequent children. Implications for public
educational and economic policy are outlined. (Authcr/GC)

kol ook s ke e o e e ofe ok o ok ok 3k ok e s ok ol e el kol ok e ok ok ok ool o sl ook ok ok ok e ok ok dkook 3ok ok ok ol sk ol ok ol eolkook ok ok 3k ok ok

* Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made *

® from the original document. . *
39005 0K 5 3K o 0 o B o o i o ok it ot s o o ke ol ok okt ok ook ksl o o ok ol ook oo ok ok 3k ok ok ok ok ko o o ook ek koK sk ok o ok oK




Ubs DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, -<~.M,,,.-
EDUCATION & WELFARE . /

., NAYIONAL INSTITUYE OF , e
EDUCATION .

.

-t

\() THIS DOCUMENT HAS HBEEN REPRO.
DUCED EXACTLY AS RECEIVED FROM

O\ THE PERSON OR QRGANIZATION ORIGIN®
ATING IT POINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS

N STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE-
SENTOFFICIAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF

T"“" EDUCATION POSITION OR POLICY

Born To Be Poor: Birthplace and
Number of Brothers and Sisters As
Factors in Adult Poverty

by MOLLIE ORSHANSKY and JUDITH S. BRETZ

Reprinted from the Social Security Bulletin, January 1976
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND ‘WELFARE L] Social Security Administration
Y ‘ DHEW Publication No. (§SA), 76-11703

71

DO 18§

R

§E(H\
ANy




ERI!
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Born To Be Poor: Birthplace and Number of

Brothers and Sisters As Factors in Adult Poverty

Household heads who grew up as members of
lurge fumilies and/or as natives of small towns
vrarural areas tend to have less education and are
more likely to be poor than those coming from
smuall families and/or large cities, Data to siwpport
these conelugions have been drawen from tico inde-
pendent sources-——-a gpecial Social Security Admin-
istration supplement to the Aprit 1968 Current
Population Swurvey and findings from the Relire-
ment History Study ronducted by the Soeial Secu-
rity Administration,

/

/
IN OUR SOCIETY, economif well-being is di-
rectly related to earning capacity, and earning
eapacity in turn is highly asseciated with age and
educational attainment. Accordingly; poverty
more common among the aged|whose work time
is lnrgely over and the youngsters whose time has
not yet come (han among pcrsons in their middle
years, In like fashion, men and women without
a high school diploma have a harder time keeping
their families above the poverty line—particu-
larly if the family is large—than persons who
stayed in school long enough to qualify for
higher-paying jobs.

We have long known that childhood in a l‘u'go '

family as opposed to a small one could often be
synonymous with growing up poor, Evidence now
suggests that any such disadvantage persists into
adulthood and even into old age. Unlike the only
child or one with just one brother or sister, a
youngster fmm a family with four or more
hrothers and sisters is apt to leave school early,
have less chance to become a professional, face
rnising a family on an inadequate income, and

« Diviston of Supplemental Security  Studies, Office
of Roxenrel and  Statisties  ‘The authers gratefully
acknowledge the efforts of Glarin 1 Holhes for {he
computer programming that ereated the matehed data
tape and for general computational nssistance and the
work of Barbara L. MeKethan who programmed tabn-
[ntions from the Retireme: History Study, The article
i adapted, with permission, fromn a paper presented
W the Proceedings of the 13th Annual Meeting of the
American Statistienl Association (Atlanta, (fa.), August
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stand a greater chance of a povm\ty-qtricken old
nge. hu(h patterns of fate suggest themselves, in
varying degree, for white and black alike, for
both men and women, and for natives of large
cities us well as those born on farms or in small
towns, '

There will, of course, always be some® Americans
who ave offered less than others, in terms of a
chance at the better life. Yet some at the very
moment of their birth will already have forfeited
some of their claim to equal opportunity by virtue
of their birthplace and the number of their
brothers or sisters. |

Nince 1047 the Census Bureau has published
annual income distributions for families and un-
relnted individuals in the United States, classified
by o variety of economic and demographic char-
acteristics. These distributions celate to money
income hefore taxes as reported in household
interviews with a representative national sample
of the population. The income statistics have been
nsed-—and no doubt abused—in a variety of ways
to assess the relative economic well-being of
diverse population groups. Increasingly in recent
veuars, focus has been on the number and char-
acteristies of the poor with a view to identifying
predisposing factors commonly associated with
low income status and, if possible, to suggest bases
for remedial action, In point of fact, much of the
ongoing work has served to quantify or corrobor-
ate facts already known rather than to discover
new ones, Kven at that, much of what we pre-
sumably “know™ remains, like a Scoteh verdict,
“not proven.” One reason for the moot state of
some sel theorems is that available data for a
family (or individual) refer only to the “recap”
for a given vear. As such, the income data con-
conl fluctuations during the year and reveal noth-
ing about what went before or is likely to come
after. Some longitudinal studies have begun, but
none have vet spanned the entire spectrum from
childhood to old age. 'The annual poverty analyses
share in these limitations,

The poverty definition currently used in official
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Bureau of the Census statistics is a money income

criterion only. It has as its buse a matrix of pre-

sumed income needs or poverty thresholds for
families of different size and composition, first
published by the Social Security Administration

in 1965.' The matrix itself, however, is derived

from normative concepts of outlays for food in
reletion to money income originally enunciated in
July 1963 in an article in the BurLerin entitled
“Children of the Poor.” That discussion included
the following assertion:

There is a growing awnreness that as.the Nation
grows richer, the dollar gap between the average
income and the Income of our poorest’ citizens
widens, . . . When such poverty bhefalls families
rearing children—the citizens of the future—the
social consequences reack far beyond the present
deprivation?®

Obvious enough to seem almost platitude, that
aesertion nevertheless remained largely a hypothe-
sis. A subsequent article, “The Aged Negro and
His Income,” posited further that many aged
poor do not.come newly to their current destitu-
tion but merely continue on a path long evident
as their manifest destiny.® That was but another
enunciation of conventional wisdom, and conven-
tional wisdom, to b sure, is not always wise.

Lacking confirming evidence, the statements
cited may stand as utterances from an “in love
with the sound of one’s own words” department,
for proof comes hard. A preliminary report is
made here on work in progress that iseems to
quantify”in economic terms the thesis that what
happens to the child lingers on in the man. The
evidence, to be sure, remains incomplete and
lirgely circumstantial: An indisputable verdict
must. come only after long longitudinal study,
well-designed and containing all the right ques-
tions, or from-an ingenious well-desighed retro-
spective probe.. The data now undern analysis,
laboriously snipped from this survey 'and that,
can suggest nt most avenues warranting further
inquiry. As an alternative form of outcome analy-
gis, they can indicate only the orders of magni-
tude and direction of differences rather than exact

1 Mollie Orshansky, “Counting the Poor: Another Took
at the Poverty Profile,” Soctal Seeurity Bullettn, January
1966,

* Mollie Orshansky, “Children of the Door,” Soctul
Security Bulletin, July 1063,

* Mollte Orshansky. “The Aged Negro and Iiis Income,”
Soctal Security Bulletin, Februnry 1964
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'11;),571;1,19 1.—Persons with income below poverty level, by age,

[Numbers in millions)

Persons poor !
Ao AN po
persons ;

Number Percent
ANABOS. et iiiiiee e, 200.3 24.2 11.6

Under18.... ... ... ....... 05.8 i0. .
In familles with— 2 8.5
Malo head....... 55.3 4.8 8.7
Female head. _. .. 10,5 5.4 51.6
18-640 ... ... 102,9 8.9 8.7
s T .a-- 19,6 1.8 9.5
65o0rolder...... ... .. 21.1 3.3 18.7
InfamiMes........ ... ... .. .. ! 14.6 1.2 8.5
Unrolated individunls._.__......... 6.5 2.1 31.8
AON e e et LS .4 26.8
Women. .......ooiiiienninninaa. 5.0 1.7 33.2

! Income of family-or unrelated {ndividual below approprinte poverty
threshold for family size and composition, ’

? Includes 327,000 unrelated individuals, famlly heads, or wives under
age 18, of whom 135,000 are poor,

_Source: Bureau of the Census, ''Money Income and Poverty Status of
Families and Persons in the United States, 1074,”" Currenl Population Re-
porls, Serles P-00, No. 99, July 1975.  °

dimensions—not. only because the scope is limited,
but because in an upward mobile and changing
society the intensity of relationships will perforce
change over time. ~

POVERTY STATISTICS FOR 1974

‘The annual poverty series, available for 1959
and subsequent years, continues to point up the
young and the old as more vulnerable to poverty
than persons in the middle years (table 1).* The
numbers continue to show, despite much improve-
ment, that children in large families are two or
three times as likely to be growing up poor as
children in small families; families of a head—
man or woman, white or black—wwith little formal
schooling are subject to n risk of pcverty much
greater than families of & head who has at least
a high school diploma, ,

In 1974, for example, one-third of the families
with five or more children under age 18 had in-
come below the poverty level, compared with one-
tenth of the families with one or two children.
Among families headed by a man, 1 in 5 of the
families with five or more children was poor com-
pared with 1 in 20 of the smaller families; with a
woman s head, three-fourths of the families with
five or more children were poor, compared with
one-third of those with one or two youngsters

Burenu of the Census, Current Population Reports,
Serles -00, No, 90, Tily 1975,
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TasLE 2.—Percent of families with income below poverty

level, by presonce of children and sex of family head, 1974

TanLe 3.—Percent of families with income below poverty
level, by educational attainment of head, 1974

Percont poor ! . Percont poor?
- ) Educatfonal T
Children under age 1§ All With | With attainmont Al With | With
> familles | T8l | female familles | o | fomale
? head head head head
1//
Allfamilies. . oooooniiiiiiiaias 9.2 6.7 3.5 Hoad aged 35 orolder............ 8.8 6.8 - 20.8

No children. .. ......oveeeernnnnnnns 6.1 4.7 8.3 Not high school graduate........... 16. .

Somo childron. ... .o i.oveeeanna. 12.4 6.5 43.8 -Elen?entary sohoo! onley.. o lg!l }gg gg%
S 0.8 4.8 3.8 |, Bome high sohool......... 12.7 6.4]. 43.3
Y 18.9 8.9 85.0 High school graduate.. 4.6 2.8 10.6
SO MOF.. e eeeeennieennenenannnn N 21.3 76.3 o college................ eeeeienan 6.0 3.4 23.0

ANy collego. .o nnenennaanaannnnna . 8.1 2.2 13.1
1 Family income below appropriate poverty threshold for family size and’
composition, ¥ Bee table 2, footnote 1,

Bource: See table 1.

(table-2). All told, in 1974 fewer than 1 in 10 of
all families with children included as many as
five or more, but. youngsters from families this
large accounted for 3 in 10 of all children counted
poor. -

In like ‘fashion, poverty rates for families
classified by educational attainment of the head
ranged from 3 percent for heads completing at
least. 1 year of college to 17 percent for those who
had at most gone through elementary school. To
put it more bluntly, in our credential society, a
high school diploma is almost a prerequisite to
any decent-paying job.® In 1974, families with a
head with no such diploma were thiree times as
likely to be poor as families of a head with a
diploma (table 3). And finally, familiar to any
student of family income statistics is the fact
of the lower income prevailing among families
residing in rural areas and small towns than

‘among those in large cities or their suburbs.

NEW QUESTIONS FROM APRIL 1968 CPS

What connection might one make between these

too—or surmised—that persons with higher edu-
cation seem more successful in keeping the s'ze
of their family within the limits they prefer, And,
ns the early Social Security Administration analy-
ses of poverty statistics suggested, children of the
poor were likely to leave the parental home at
an earlier age and with less education than child-

o ot et b b et

s geo Morels Cobern, Clande Salem, and Selma Mush-
kin, Indicators of Educational Outcome, Fall 1972,
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Natfonal
Center for Bducational Statistics, 1073,
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sets of facts? Education of the parent is known -
¢ to influence that of the children. It has been noted

Bource: See table 1.

ren in more fortunate circumstances.® It seems
reasonable to postulate that the larger the family,
the less likely it is that children will get to
college or perhaps even to finish high school. It
seems plausible, too, that childrgn born in areas
where families tend to be relatively large and

“income small—as in small towns or rural areas—

might. get less opportunity for an education than
children more selective in their choice of a paren-
tal home ! ' o _

To investigate such a possibility, the Social
Security Administration arranged to add two
questions on the April 1968 Current Population
Survey : Household heads (who by definition must
either hend a primary family or be living as a
primary unrelated individual) were asked how
many brothers and sisters they had when they
were growing up and where they were borr, as
to both geography and degree of urbanization.
Other items such as current residence, occupation,
education, and the like were already being ascer-
tained as a matter of course.

It has taken a long time—too long—for tne
information to be coded; and the analysis is still
not completed. Moreover, in order to associate

1967 family income with the new questions, only ——

heads also interviewed in March 1968 could be
studied. The number of sample households was
thus reduced to three-fourths the iiumber in a

“normal C'PS, and there were problems of appro-

priate weights for the households matched.” Then
there are the exclusions: Most men normally be-

°

¢ Mollte Orshansky, “Reconnting the Poor: A Five-Year
Review," Soctal Security Bulletin, April 1006,

T¥or this preliminary report, the assigned welght for
ench honsehold matched in the March-April 1008 tapes
represents the March (P8 welght expanded hy 1.83.
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come- head of a household or a family—by
Census Bureaw’s rather old-fashioned mechanical
definition—and remain so throughout most of
their adult lives. On the other hand, many women
are listed as wives rather than heads, so that-data
for women in this study are incomplete, In March
1974, for example, the designativii “household
head” would so identify 5 out of 6 of all men
aged 18 or older—two-thirds of thoss under age
35, and 95 percent of those aged 85 or older. By
contrast, the same designation includes only about
1 in 4 of all women aged 18 or older, ranging
from only 1 in 6 for those 18-34 to about 4 in 5
of -those 55 or older.

From hindsight (inspired “even more by see-
ing the results) it is clear, too, that the classifica-
tion of urbanization may be imprecise. The inter-
pretation of the categories will necessarily change

with the passage of time. The respondent was
asked :

Was . born in—
a suburb near a large city ’
a large city (250,000 or more)
« middle or small-size city ($0,000-250,000)
a small city (under $50,000)
the open country but not on a farm ,
on 4 farm

3

One need not be bothered by the fact that few
persons will know the “true® population at the
time of their birth—the answers serve only as a
crude sorting device. There are, however, other
difficulties with the answers to the questions. The
“standard metropolitan statistical area” concept
of inner city and suburb is new. Many adults—
in particular, the older ones—reporting birth-
place as in “a suburb near a large city,” obviously
were referring to the neavest city they could
think of to identify what may well have been the
- outskirts of a small town. Others really’ do' mean
the suburb surrounding a large city. Moreover,
the resources and opportunities in our largest
cities today may not bear the same relationship
to smaller places that they once had.

SIZE OF CHILDHOOD FAMILY AND
ADULT POVERTY

Households Headed by Men

Despite such limitations, the study results still
_ghine through. Data from other special surveys

24

and the Decennial Census of 1970 are also being
studied to test some of the findings but cannot
all be detailed here. This is a report of work
still in progress. Starting first with the men: Ten
percent of all male primary individuals and
family heads were poor in 1967, under the official
income criteria that take account of family size
and composition.® Classified by place of birth and
number of brothers and sisters in the childhood
home, the proportion of male household heads in
poverty ranged from 4 percent for those born in
a large cnty, and with no brothers or sisters or
only one in the childhpod family, to 20 percent
for men born on a farm and growing up with at
least six brothers and sisters, as the illustrative
figures from table 4 below indicate:

Percent poor among male household heads,
by number of siblings
Place of birth
0-1 2-3 4-5 6 or more
Allages.............. 7 8 1 14
I}m (V13 2 4 ] 7 7
dlp-s zeclty..-...... 5 5 8 9
............... [i] [ 8 10
Suburb nenr large city... 8 [ 5 9
Open country........... 10 . 10 16 15
Farm_ ... ivveeieo.... 16 15 18 20

Some of these differences obviously are not in
themselves statistically significant, but the fact
that the pattern holds more or less for family: -
heads and unrelated individuals separately and
for the three broad age groups used for summari-

zation—namely, under age 35, aged 35-54, and

aged 55 and older—is significant. Even more re-
vealing is the fact ‘hat the incidence of poverty
in each subgroup tended to rise as the reported
number of brothers and sisters rose (tables 5
and 7). '

Households Headed by Women

A similar pattern holds, too, with just enough
exceptions to make it look good, for women as
well“as men, young as well as old, even though

* Data on poverty status for 1967 as reported here do
not replicate statisties previously published—as in Cengus
Report P-6(, No. 8. T'he present analysis is limited only
to hends of primary families and primary individuals
in the Current Population Survey saumple for both March
and April 1948, Moreover, the March 1968 tape itself has
bheen corrected by 8SA to remove some observed errors
In income codes,

SMCIAL SECURITY
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TanLp 4—Poverty among male household heads, March 1968: Percentage distribution and percent poor in 1967, by place of

birth, educational attainment, and number of siblings

T
Male household heads, by urbanization of place of birth ?
Educational attainment ! and ) .
number of siblings Middle- or y Suburb near
0 Total Large city small-size Small eity largo Open country Farm
) ‘ elty > olty ,
— —' Al .
All male household heads
Total number (In thousands)...................... 43,375 8,608 4,940 14,206 2,539 ] " 3,819 9,765
Educational attalnment, total percent. ... _...... 06 | , 100 - 100 100 100 100 100
Elementary sehool only . . 20 16 17 24 28 43 49
Some high sehool........ . .. 17 17 17 18 17 19 18
High school graduate. . .. - 30 32 35 32 29 25 24
Anyeolloge. .. o it eaeanes % 35 a1 26 28 13 11
_ Number of siblings, total percent.................. 100 100 100 100 100 . 100 100
[ 23 33 29 23 39 16 12
b TP 30 ' 34 34 32 .20 24
5. ... . 21 18 c 20 2] 17 25 23
BOPINOLG. ... etniiaeiien cceeevenanaeenceannnnnnnan 26 15 17 % 16 33 41
Percent poor in 1967 ¢ -

All householdS.  .c.ceeeeriiciaecicaeeeraeanan 10 5 [} ‘ 8 7 13 18

Educational attalnmet:
Elementary school only 21 16 17 17 16 22 7
Some high school.... 8 5 5 7 8 11 13
High school graduate 5 3 3 4 4 4 9
Any college 4 3 4 'y 2 3 4

Number of siblings:
B o DN 7 4 b a 8 10 16
b TP 8 5 b 6 ¢ [} 10 15
L T I 11 7 8 8 [} 18 o 18
B OF INOTO. . e e eieeeeaaeeeceeanenaacaecnanane 14 7 9 10 9 15 20
1

! Defined as highest grade completed: Elemontary, 8 years of schooling or
less; some high school, 8-11 years; high school graduate, 12 years; any college,
1 or more years,

the data for women are incomplete, excluding as
they do all married women with the husband
present, '

Presumably, young women who are family
heads—and in Census parlance this means women
with no husband present in a family of two or
more persons—by that fact alone already form
an adversely selected group. It is likely that young
women left to bring up children without a father
—these days not usually a- reference to young

-~ widowed mothers—may have been unfortunate or. ...

unwise in their choice of a life partner. As a re-
sult, perhaps statistics for the young women must
be overlooked or at least looked over with skepti-
cism, The findings for older women as household
heads cannot be so readily dismissed. For women
in later life to be minus a husband finally through
death, if not alrendy for other reasons, must be
taken almost as an anticipated stage in the life
cycle. The large number of elderly women living
alone in poverty—and they constitute today just
about half of the elderly poor—have long been one
of our major policy concerns, To them must now

BULLETIN, JANUARY 1976
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! Population in large city, 250,000 or more; middle- or small-slzo city,
50;000—250,000; and 8mall city, less than 50,000 persons. )
See table 2, footnote 1. ‘

be ndded the growing problem of the young
family with children but with no father in the
home. Increasingly, women of all ages, whether
by choice or necessity, now assume major respon-
sibility for themselves and their famnilies. What-
ever the resultant satisfactions or disappoint-
ments to the women themselves or their children,
there is no doubt that the generally inferior in-
come status of a woman’s household poses a
challenge for public policy, the more so because
-their-number. is increasing, :

Between March 1960 and March 1975, house-
holds consisting of families headed by a woman,
or a woman living as an individual, increased in
number from 1 in every § American households to
1 in every 4, Fven more important, households
likely to be poor showed the greatest rise: Women
living by themselves represented 15 percent of all
households in 1975 but only 10 percent in 1960.
One out of 6 of all families with children in 1975
had a woman for a head, as did 1 out of 5 of
families with 5 or more children—roughly twice
the proportions prevailing in 1960.




TapLE 5.—Place of birth and number of siblings: Percentage distribution of household heads,.by age and sox, March 1068

Age of head and number
ofsiblings .

Household heads, by urbanization of plaelo of hirth

Total

Middle-or
small-size

Largo city s

Small city

‘Huburb near
large
oy

Open country|

Farm

- Nm{xber of aiblings:

Total number, 36-84 (in thougands)................

Total percont.......

Number of siblings:
0-1

Male head

10,874

2,881

3,742

1,561

Female head
1,083 487 281 821 134 07 192
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 ,
30 36 32 28 87 20 14
a3 3 30 33 28 33 20
17 12 16 21 7 2 24
19 16 .18, 21 7 13 42
109 760 340 1,041 190 264 615
100 100 100 100 100 a 100 100
25 a6 26 23 4 10 14
28 31 a3 30 17 20 21
21 17 23 22 17 17 22

As a consequence, both the number and charac-
teristics of the poverty population underwent
change in this period. On the basis of 1974 income,
a total of nearly 10 million families and unrelated
individuals were counted poor. If, however, all
household types had increased in number at the
same rate since 1960—with nothing else chang-
ing—there might have been a million fewer poor
households in 1974. More important is the fact
that the “extra” poor households were all headed
by a woman. Accordingly, of the households ac-

26

¥

tually poor in 1974, 5.6 million were headed by
a woman, a third more than the 4.2 million that
might have been. The total number of persons
counted poor in 1974 included half a million more
aged poor women than there might have been,
except for the growing tendency among women
of all ages to move out on their own.

The data in table 6 illustrate in summary
fashion the actual number of poor households in
1974, compared with the number expected if the
distribrtion of families and individuals by sex,

SOCIAL SECURITY
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age of head, and number of children under age
18 could be standardized. The distributions were
assumed to be unchanged from that prevailing
15 years earlier but subject to the poverty rates
by family type actually prevailing in 1974. It is
worth Tecalling here that, by the numbers, a
woman, whatever her age and family status, has
a higher risk of poverty tlmn a man in a similar
situation.

In the unliberated days of yesteryear, the in-
come position of an older woman reflected in
large measure how well her husband had been able
to prqvide for her as a wife during his lifetime
or as a widow after his death. In some measure,
it may still do-so. That fact, early on, led to
the postulation that, a woman, unlike a man, had

‘two chances at poverty-—she could marry into it

or just make it on her own. There appears to be
a third way that works for women as well as men.
Like a man, a woman, eatly in her life, can settle
her economic status in old age by choosing the
right number of brothers and sisters and the place
of residence to which the stork will deliver her,
as the figures below illustrate.

4.

Percent poor among femule household heads,
Age and by number of siblings
pluce of birth
0-1 2-3 4-5 6 or mnore

Family head:

Under 1 41 48 57 59

[ Y 25 24 31 42
Unrelnwd individuals

ssorolder........... 43 48 82 61

Place of birth:

Largo city............. 38 40 39 40

Bmall eity.. 43 40 51 A8

Farm or opon eountry 1 87 60 60

Size of Childhood Family and Educational
Attainment

Although. time and space preclude detailing
all the findings here, it should be evident that vae
relationship between prevalence of poverty among
adults and the number of brothers and sisters in
their childhood family is neither fortuitous nor
obscure. A search for explana ry variables seems
in order and at least one does present itself. It is
educational attainment itself correlated with
income and povexty risk, that provides the link
between the size of the (‘ln]dhood family and the
adulthood income. Among men aged 55 or older
who were houseliold heads in 1968, for example,
half had not gone beyond elementary school and

BULLETIN, JANUARY 1976

TaBLE 6.—~Trends in living arra lgement.s and poverty: Aotual
and theoretical profile in 19741 for distribution by type of
household standardized as of 1859

——ORNG PANE NOANIED Ommal o

Number (in millions) | Percentage distribution
Type of household and
age of head .
Actual |[Theoretical] Actual |Theoretical
Households poor in 1974
Total*__.............. 9.9 8.7 100.0 100
Male hoad................. 4.4 4.8 4.0\ 81,
Under86.......ccn..... 3.4 3.5 33.9 40.
Unrelatod individual.. 1.2 .8 12.8 9.
Family head.......... 2.2 2.7 21.8 31.
Number of children:
ON@auececacnnnnnn .8 .6 5.8 8.
I N 1 6.9 8.
................ .6 .8 80| o 9.
5ormore.......... .3 .8 2.0 8.
65orolder........._..... 10 1.0 10.1 1n,
Unrelated individusl.. 4 4 3.9 4.
Family head.......... .6 .6 8.2 7.
Fomale head.............. 5.5 4.2 5.0 48.
nder 65, ............. 3.7 2.9 3.7 a3,
Unrelated individual .. 1.8 1.4 1.8 18,
Family head.......... 2.2 1.8 - 22,2 17.
Number of children: '
[1] 11 TN .1 1 1.3 1.
o SN 1,2 .1 11.8 8.
e o T, N} ] 6.6 5.
50or more.......... .3 .2 2.8 2.
65orolder............... 1.8 1.3 18.8 18.
Unrelated individual .. 1.7 1.1 16.9 13.
Familyhead _._....... 1 .2 1.4 - 2
Persons in poor households in 1974 ?
Total, allages......... 24.3 28.1 100.0 100.0
In male households........ 12,5 14,7 5.8 63.6
In female households....... 11.8 10.4 N 41.4
Ur.der 18 10.2 11.1 42.0 “.3
In male fanlies. 4.8 7.2 19.8 28.9
n female families . 5.4 3.8 22.2 15.4
18- ¢ .. 10.8 11.0 4.3 4.0
850rolder......coeenn..... 3.3 2.9 13.6 1.7
Infamilles ............... 1.2 1.4 8.1 5.6
Unrelnted individuals.. 2.1 1.8 8.5 8.1
................... 4 4 1.6 1.8
Wonwn heceeenenaanan 1.7 1.1 6.9 4.6

14 Actual” poor represents number deslgnawd poor in the March 1976
Current Populstlon Survey; ‘‘theoretical’ poor regrosenta number thet
would be so designated with the distribution by housshold tyPo standardized :
a8 of 1859 but with the proverty rates by type prevalling in 1974,

1 Sep table 1, footnote 1.

L4 Roprosents familles and unrelated individuals,

4 Includes persons under age 18 living as an unrelated individual, family
head, or wife of a head.

only 1 in 7 went to college. But the percentages
change dramatically with family size: With no
more than one brother or sister in the childhood
faniily, 37 percent of the heads had gone no
farther than the eighth grade and 1 in 4 had been
to college. Of those older men growing up with
six or more brothers or sisters, 2 out of 3 failed
to get past grade school and only 1 in 12 got to
college.

These are, to be sure, older men and things are
better now, aren’t they? They may he, but the
same pattern persists except that all groups have
more education than used to be the case, as the
following summary figures for household heads
suggest.
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Percent of male household heads,
not high school graduates, by age
Number of siblings
Under .J 35-54 | ssorolder

LN T PR 27 41 07
{1 PRI 14 25 52
b R 21 33 58
o T e teeaam e 34 : 49 70
BOT INOTB.eeeeienenne coerrancmaznns . 52 62 80

Another indicator of how size of family affects
educational opportunity is the fact that, all told,
nearly half the household heads under age 35
wit" fewer than two brothers or sisters had
attended college, compared with only a tenth of
those with six or meore siblings (table 7). Ad-
mittedly, sone of the younger men, particularly
those not yet family heads, will go on to get more
schooling than they now have, but it is unlikely
that the differentials already evident will dis-
appear altogether.

When the men who are household heads are

classified further as heads of ‘families rnd un-
related individuals, the pattern of *the more
brothers and sisters the less education” repeats
sometimes even more sharply. 1t is evident for
women household heads in each category as well.
And for each subgroup the corresponding poverty
rates behave as oune would expect—the more
brothers and sisters in childhood, the less educa-

tion, and, accordingly, the greater the likelihood

of low income in adult life (tables 8 and 9).

No standard errors of estimate nor tests of
statistical significance have yet been computed,
but statistical patterns replicated over time, space,

and age must be considered presumptive evidence -

of association ns good as gny tests. Statistical
_ continuity is no accident.

PLACE OF BIRTH AND RESIDENCE

The data so far tabulated suggested, too, that
being born in a small town is an added high-risk
factor as far as educational attainment is con-
cerned and carries an accompanying greater risk
of adult poverty. The extent of relationship is
somewhat constrained by the particular urbani-
zation classes used in the questionnaire. Changing
residence patterns may now impose greater
hazards on youngsters born in a ghetto area in
the central city of a metropolitan area than on

those born in its suburbs, Children born in very
large cities may no longer have the edge on
natives of middle-sized cities. In addition, enough
moving about by families nceurs today so that
perhaps questions on place of birth need supple-
mentation with place of residence during school

" nge. We must acknowledge probable differences in

the quality of education offered from place to
place that may affect both motivation to continue
schooling and ~.sntual economic performtmce.
One can hope that such considerations may be
taken into account in future research.

For now, it seems safe to -afirm that, despite
the limitations noted, persons born in rural areas
and siall towns continue by and large to receive
less formal schooling—age for age, sex for sex,

‘family. size for family size—than persons born

in large cities. This difference can be illustrated
for men. under age 35 who are family heads—
the “best” group in the current sample with re-
spect to completeness and representativeness and
the group one might expect to have benefited most
from the general upward mobility in the greening
of Amerien. With no brothers or sisters or only
one, more than half of those born in a large city
had attenc'ed college, compared with less than a
third of the young men born in open country
or on a farm. By contrast, with as many as six
brothers or sisters, only a fifth of the young male
family heads from large cities attended college
and only 6 percent of those born in a rural place.,
The figures below are for men under age 35 who
headed a primary family in March~April 1968.

Male (nmlly heads under nge 35,
by numter of siblings

Place of hirth Percent not high school Percont with any
graduntes col'~ v :
. Fjbor| o . . gor
0-1 '1‘3 ‘74 5 1 more| @ 1] 231 45 mora
rgecity............ 10 18 30 U 53 42 43} 18
. dlo -glze city. . 13 18 28 48 53 32 35 12
Smull elty... P T 22 30 52 48 35 22 10
Suburb near lnrgc
ity 24 17 M| o 36 47 21
Open country or
farm. . ._......... 22 32 44 59 27 21 18 [}

1 Rase too small to calculate percon tages.

EDUCATION AND RACE

Clearly, race must be considered in any analy-
sis innsmuch as it continues even today to affect
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Tasre 7. —Urbanigation of birthplace 6educutlonul attainment, and number of siblings: Percentage dxstnbutwn of male house-

hold heads and percent poor in 1967, by age, March 1968 ”
Age of male head, by number of siblings
Place of birth ! and Under 85 85-54 85 or older
educatlonal attainment
’ o1 |- 28 | 48 | 8Ot 0 | 29 | 48 | 2| 0t | 23 | 45 | 800
. '
All male household heads
. All places, totalpercent... ... .. ... ......... 100.0 | 100,0) 100.0| 100.0| 100.0 | 00,0} 100.0 | 100.0| 100.0] 100.0| 100.0 100.0
Elomentary aohool (111} 2 e 471 67| 13.2( 240 107| 182} 23] 30.1| 39| 41.9] s.e] 681
Bome high 80ho0). .o oo el 9.7 14.6 2.3 28.1 14.1 16.9 218 22.8 18.8 16.8 18.8 14.¢
High school mduut& ................................. 37.9 42.7 43.0 38.4 36.3 35.4 32.7 26.4 23.8 2.4 17.5 12.0
ANY 00UOZO . .. oo e e iiiiicmeieaaaeiaataaaan 47.6 36.0 23.8 9.5 30.9 31.6 18.8 1.9 4.3 10.2 12.3 8.5
Lm‘ge olty, tutal pe!’(’mnt ........... P, 100.0 100.6 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0} 100.0| 100.0| 100.0| 100.0| 100.0} 100.0 100.0
Elementary 80h00]l ONY. oo eiaaee 2.3 3.2 8.6].. 1185 5.4 9.5 14.7 23.5 Nn.7 81.7 4.5 48.5
Some highschool. ... ... ... 8.1 14,1 2.7 21.7 11.2 16.4 21.8 26.6 17.0 17.5 21.1 21.7
- Hlgh Lohool graduate. ... ..o 36.0 40, 42.3 48.¢ 33.0 33.3 37.9 33.8 7.3 2.9 17.2 15.9
ANy oolloR0. .. oo i ceaeas 53.5 42.2 26.3 | -18.1 50.4 40.8 25.8 16.2 28.0 2.9 17.2 18.0
Mlddle- or small-size ofty, totel percent.......... 100.0 | 100.0| 100.0| 100.0| 100.0| 100,01 100.0| 100.0| 100.0| 100.0| 100.0| 100.0
Elementary only..-.-. ................................ 4.4 2.7 9.7 17.4 6.2 7.6| 14.8| 30.3| 268] 32.7] 8.2 51.8
Bome hlghsshool.... ... ... ... ... 8.8 14.8 17,2 28.9 12.3 16.6 4.6 26.6 4.9 17.7 19.7 21.6 i
High 80hool graduste......cccoeeecmvicancecrnnanncns - 33.3 45| 336 40.7| 383 37.8| 390.3| 20.4 25.9 2. 2.9 172
ANYCOMeRe. ... e caiticeac v e ananaaaan 83.6| 38.3 34.561 1201 43.2| 38.0 21.3 13.6 32.4 20.7 17.2 9.4
Small ofty, total percent.... .._._..__. STRRRLRIE 100.0| 100,0} 100.0| 100.0°| 100.0] 100.0§ 100.0{ 100.0| 100.0} 100.0] 100.0 100.0
Elemontary 8chool only. ........ccc....... s a2 72| 127] 2.6 88} 2| 25.0] ar7| 29| 31| 3| &9
Bomc highgchool. ..o iieiaceeceenanas 9.9 14.0 17.1 81.7 14.9 16.4 21.3 23.91° 17.4] 0.6 16.3 16.5
High school graduate. ... ... .c.civemecaeaancaaaa- 38.2 42.3 47.4 37.8| 3b5.6 3s.0 34.2 28.8 2.8 24.4 21.8 14.8 o
ARy oolloge........cueiicec e aa 47.7 36.5 22.8 10.0 40.6 31.4 19.4 15.5 28.0 2.9 15.6 1L.1
Suburb near large clty, total pereent............_. 100.0 | 100.0| 100.0| 100.0| 100.0{ 100.0| 100.0 IOQ.O 100.0 | 100.0 | 100. 100.0
Elemantary school only. 9.8 4.7 8.7 22.1 1.7 17.8 23.9 32.0 48.4 41.9 52.1 84.8
Some high school........ 13.8 11.7 25.0 33.5 17.9 17.2 19.7 23.8 11.1 18.2 14.9 15,9 -
Hlgh school graduate . 36.3 34.6 30.8 30.9| 35.8 20.6 33.9 30.1 19.8 18,2 18.8 4.1
Any colloge. .....cueevnee it ceieiaaaaaaaaas 40.1 49.1 8.4 4.4 34.7 38.7 22,6 14.4 20.9 28.7 14.2 8.2
Open country, total pereont... .. ... .ccooolne. 100.0 | 100.0| 100.0 | 100.0| 1¢0.0| '100.0 | 100.0| 100.0| 100.0 | 100.0| 100.0 100.0
Elementary school (1311 S 12.8 14.3 18.0 34.2 21.2 7.3 4.3 486, 48.8 51.1 64.8 75.
Bome highachool. ... ... .. .. ... ... 16.9 21.8 35.1 | 28.1 19.8 21.1 17.4 24, 15.4 20,3 10.0 11.0
High school RrAQUAtO. o e e eeeienieint ceaenenaaaa 43.3 48.9 28.8 32.6 31.4 33.0 25.1 23. 15.7 17.8 16.4 8.7
ANy college. ..o iiiiiiiicitiiiceeaacaean 27.2 16.3 18.1 7.0 21.7 18.6 13.1 8.5 20,1 10.8 9.0 4.8
Farm, total pereont. .. ... .o il 100,0{ 107.0| 100.0 | 100.0| 100.0| 100.0 ) 100.0 166’.0 100.0 100.0 { 100.0 100.0
Elementary school only. 7.9 13.8 21.8 32.6 20.3 31.1 40.4 52.7 51.9 56.7 68.8 74.3 °
Some high school. ... .. 9.6 16.2 16.7 28,2 16.3 17.2 | 221 18.3 14.1 13.4 13.6 10.6
High school graduate.. . 63.1 46.3| 47.11 35.0| a8.83| 34.4|  26.1 21.2| 20.7 19.0 1.7 9.3
Any college...... e amaiimaaaeaasaaanae Ceeaeena 20,6 24,0 14.5 5.3 16.1 17.3 11.4 7.8 13.3 10.9 8.2 5.8
) - Percent poor in 10671
5.8 8.6 0.4 13.8 3.0 5.1 7.3 8.9 18.5 13.8 16.5 2.0
6.4 4.2 7.9 8.5 2.1 4.1 3.8 4.3 8.2 9.1 11.4 11.1
4.7 3.3 591 ,10.1 1.3 2.9 5.3 6.8 15.4 12.3 8.9 13.8
6.0 8.3 8.7 ‘11.9 3.9 4.4 5.6 7.3 13.1 11.3 12,0 13 0
3.7 7.2 5.0 14.1 4.2 1.9 1.8 4.8 15.9 13.6 | 10.9 10.5
8.4 10.0 9.6 17,2 8.0 7.6 10.2 11.0 14.3 18.5 25.9 2.0
5.9 13.6 16.4 | 18, 10.2 0.6 13.7] 12,4 2.1 20.8 23, 28,5

' Seo tn'ble 4, footiote 2.

¥ Ses table 2, footnota 1.
1 Bee table 4, footnote 1. .

’

do confirm what one would anticipate a priori:

educatlonal opportunty. Race is also associated ]
Age for nge,.blacks received less education than

with place of birth and size of family, factors
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that in themselves can influence the years of
schooling a youngster is likely to attain. In the
present investigation, analyses are still under way,
and the relatively small numbers of household
heads other than white impede some of the com-
parisons by age, size of childhood family, and
place o1 birth, These quaiifications aside, the data
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white persons (tables 10 and 11). In addition, the
adverse effect of being born into a large family in
a small town on chances for children to attain
higher education is apparent for blacks as well
as for whites. Among men under age 35 who were
household heads in March 1968, for example, 1 in
6 of the black men had completed at least 1 year




P ' ,

TanLE 8,~Urbanizztion of birth%ace, number:qdf giblings, and educational attainment: Percentage distribution of female house-
hold heads and percent poor in 1967, by age, March 1968 :

yil
Female head
Number of 8iblings Urbanization of place of birth ?
Age and educational attaiument ! : i
6 Middle- Suburb
Total n-1 2-3 4-5 or Large | orgmal) | BMall | orarge | OPEN | marm
more oty | gigaeity | ©ItY city | country |
- Al female household heads _

Under 36, total peroent............. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Elementary sohool only........occ...... 11.0 4.7 6.1 14.3 26" 6.0 7.2 16.7 341 13,0 2.2
8ome highschool. .. .. ... .............. 23.0 17:8 19.3 4.6 36.2 L 2.8 23.6 20.2 18.6 36.4 7.2
High school graduate................... 37.7 39.5 40.0 40.3 2.8 36.6 Hu.b 88.8 39.0 42.1 39.3
Any COllORO. . u e et ©28.2 37.9 34.6 2.8 8.3 34.8 34.7 5.3 39.0 8.6 12.3

a6-54, total pereont........coeenn... 100.0 100.0 100.0 160.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 100.0
Elementary school only................. 2.8 13.8 17.9 32.3 40.6 12.5 20. 5 24.1 14.2 8.6 46.1
Some high school..... ... ............. 21.3 20.5. 20. 4 18.7 25.2 23.4 18.2 20,1 24,2 26.2 19.9

. High school graduate................... 31.6 37.2 30.2 |- 3.7 24.8 42.7 39.9 38.6 3774 27.8 22,0
Any ¢olloge . oun oo eeiieaaaaaaaaan 18.3] * 286 .8 1.3 9.4 21.4 21.4 20.3. 24,2 7.4 120 |

85 or older, total percent............ 100.0 100.0 100.0 '100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 100.0 19,0 100.0 100.0
Bleraentary school only................. 80.7 37.2 42.5 52.1 83.3 42.6 4.9 43.3 42.0 62,2 62.6
Some high 8¢hool. .. ..vocemmniiinanan 15.1 13.3 16.8 16.6 13.7| ¥ 16.6 16.5 16.1 12.8 16.3 13.1
High achool graduate. .....c.eeeeo.... 19.3 5.0 23.6 19.2 13.0 24.8 20.8 23.0 2.3 10.0 13.2
ANy OI8O, e iceeeinceaeiianans 14.9 24.5 17.0 12.1 10,0 16.1 17.8 17.6 16.8 1.6 11.2

Percent poor in 1047 4
40.9 31,2 38.5 49.0 53.0 33.7 47.2 41.3 35.9 30.9 81,
28.3 22.8 23.1 27.2 39.9 19.5 25.4 25.4 27.8 38.7 41.4
4.0 3.5 41.0 42.v 51.0 33.3 36.3 41.6 42,4 47.1
-1 8ee table 4, footnote 1. § 8ee table 2. footnote 1.
1 8eo table 4, fontnote 2
TaBLE 9.—Poverty among primary ‘amilies and individuals, by age and sex of head and number of siblings, 1867
Percont poor in 1967 !
Age.of head and number'qf siblings Male head Female head
Total Famil Unrelated Femily | Unrelated
amily nrelate amily nrelal
Total hesd | individual | Tot! head’ | individual
B 17 Y PN 16.2 10.1 8.8 25.8 39.2 32.3 4.3
Number of siblings:
(1 eaaeaas 12.0 7.3 7.9 18.3 3l.4 27.7 3.9
b . 13.3 7.9 8.7 23.2 35.6 20.8 39.6
SO 17.0 11.1 10.0 26: 1 38.9 30.6 45.4
(i Xe] 35111 ] 4 T 22.2 14.2 12.6 35.7 48.6 30.3 85.9

Under 36, oo et 12.6 8.2 7.8 10.7 40.9 50.3 19.1
Number of 8iblings:

Umber of sibling 9.4 5.8 5.3 6.3 " 81,2 8 12.5
2-3.. }21 8.2 . 8.2 13.0 3&.8 ;;:;I 17.6
-5 ... . . . 49.

8 of more. . 193 13.8 13.7 } 13.4 83.0 80.6 } .4

KT U 9.4 6.2 5.8 13.6 28.3 30.6 23.0
Number of siblings '

o SN e, 6.7 3.9 38|~ 1.7 2.8 .7 19.7
b, S PPN 7.6 5.1 4.8 10.6 23.1 24.4 2.6
[ T I 10.¢ 7.3 6.9 16.6 27.2 30.7 2.3
[ 20T 8 1111 ] ¢ P 13.6 8.9 8.5 17.6 3.9 41.6 32.9
LY XY 1) 1 1) P 25.6 16.8 13.9 38.1 43.9 24.2 519
Number of siblings
(1 TR 2.5 15.5 12.8 33.0 37.5 20.0 9.7
D N 2.7 13.8 10.9 36 4 41.0 23.8 47.6
.................................................. 24.5 16.6 14.1 34.6 42.0 19.9 5.9
Sormore......... ettt ——— s 30.4 200 16.7 46.0 61.0 2.6 0.7
1 Boo table i, footnote 1.
0 SOCIAL SECURIYY
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Tasts 10~ o uber of aihlings, snd educational attatoment of hoad Percentage distribution of houaehold heads and

peroent poor in 1067, by sex
. Male household head, by number of siblings Eemle household head, by number of siblings
Educativnal attainmont ! > . .
s Total 01 .1 23 &8 |[oor mqnl Total 0-1 -3 &5 |6 or more
All heads
All races, total number (in thopsands).......| 4,878 | 10,181 | 18,000 0088] 1,008 1,60} 340) 3| 40| 33
TOLal POTOONE...ceeeereerererreeeeersssnnens 100.0{ 1000] 1000 1000| 1000|  1000| 12000 1000} 100.0| 1000
Elemohtary 8000l only..u.eeeererereenneencenes . x*L.9 18.2 20.5 .1 46.9 38.0 22.9 2.2 2.3 84,2
Bomo ligh 80h00).. .. e e veneneeneenmeens —— il mll el w1 @z 1801 des] 184} 184 18.7
h school graduate. -...... 0 I Il 2l 20| 332 o]l 4] 27| 22| 9| 08| 226 17.4
ADY 00lOGO...c. ceaemiieiiieiiieeeernenerrsssnnes ol wws| e 78] 01| 78] 6| 2a7] 139
© White, total aumaber (In thousands)......... L] sa610| o8] 12240 s8002| o083| o0d| 308] 26| 308| 374
100.0| 1000f 1000| 1000} 1000{ 1000| 1000} 1000] 10| 1000
9711 18.8| 100! 9 47| 0] 26| 23] 408 2.0
160 124| 80| 100 4| 104| 33) 1.0] 178 17.8
08! a58| 4| 04| 5| 29| i 03 -8 18.7
22| 48| 08| 176| 04| 107{ 88| 284 a4] 108
sam| 0 08 e8| 12| 17000 368 48] Mo o2
10| 1000| 1000f 1000| 100| 1000) 1000| 1000} 1000] 1000
02] 7| 42| 6| s3] wel 31| 1] w@el o8
rerenn, 4| 220 181) 28| 198] 21| . N8) .6 3| n3
1gh school mdum ............ TIUNUNITIY o8| wma| 29 104 161 161 C 174  203] 179 1.7
ADY COUOEO.cegeeineennorerrenemaeressssassenesens) 9.9 170 0.8 8.6 6.8 7.3 87 111 8.2 8.2
Percent poor in 10679 '
Al rnoes, total........ 5. snessdei s aciiiin| M - L e T | T 113 R 0 Ol
Elementary school onl 21.3 22.9 20.2 21.4 2.3 80.5 8.4 .9 8.6 .8
Bt Bigh MOOLr G A 68l 18 8.6 0.5] 402 80 0] 400 “e
High soliool graduste. ... I W 487 - 43 8.1 68 268] 20| W4 261 09
ADY COIIOED.....eevesieeesiaarnaemeranessnene ] - 3.8 8.7 8.7 8.7 64| 28l 107 22010) 204].. WE
White, total. ...eceeeercecrerssiceiesersnnneee| 8.8 6.2 e8] o6l 1ol s8] ore| 28] .33 "
Elementary goh00] 0Nl . e veeenessunmmsaneeeneenns 186 9.8 14|  184| 10| 28| 04| sL1] - a0ls 88.4
L 7.0 6.3 6.2 7.8 7.6] 36| 208F 7l R 2.5
150 sohoo! BTOUATS. ... oloieens i A4 e1f- 40| -a8| szl ;9| 7| n4l BY 2.3
ADY OB, .. cevreeiaannmenneeesssssessanneesnns 3.7 3.4 8.7 38| ~ 48| 20| 00| 28] 16| .21
BIBOK, 808l ceccaceenccecenecncrmneneene| 20| 20.8|  268| 30.5) 3.8| 6| 8s0) " 826| €4 1Y
. Elementary sohool Onl¥. .eepeeemnuveracueannnnnen 41.3 87.6 8.2 45, 41.6 €9.2 06| e8| .87 7.5
Gome A : w9| sl  me| .. el @yl acf ss| w2l 6
High sl B[} ma| o2l m2e| ne { &8I} e tel wo| w1
1800 tablo 4, bootuote 1. ' * fiee tablo2, footuote 1. '

s

of college—-onlyfhalf the proportion améng the - SIZE OF CHI[DHOOD.. FAMILY AND OCCUPA‘!‘ION
corresponding group of white men (table 12). -

- Further classification by number of brothers and Wlth such pronounced differences 1 m amount of
sisters and by urbanization of blrthplace yields  formal schooling received by household heads,
results illustrated below. " -depending on the size of the place and the famlly

into which they were born, one would logically
expect large differences in occupational patterns
associated with these characteristics, and indeed

. Malo housohold hends under age 35, by place of birth

Numbot of Percont not bigh school | - porcent with any college they do appear. From the March 1968 CPS ques-
and roéo — ~  tionnaire it is possible to classify household heads
Do Lame | smal oty | Laree Bl oSpen  by-.occupation of longest job held in 1967 for
o ojortarm | O | T |orfam  those: who worked any time during the yedr. To

081 , avoid overstating or misstating the case some
Black...f 2 i u a % B information was not used : Only men under age 56

v 4org:’or.e.- - ® o1 16 1 s were included in this portion of the ahalysis
‘White....| -l 0 o o 7 I pecauss substantially ‘all would still be in the
BULLETIN, JANUARY 1976 : S |
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TAnLE 11.--Poverty among primary families, by sex and

: . race of head and number of aiblings, 1087

&

o

Peroent poonnlN?'
Age and number of siblings Male head ' Fomalo head
White | Black | White | Black
7.4 26.7 24.7 57.5
TN 1
8.0 30.5 2.V 603
BOr MC.”eeenennnenccnancanceen 10,5 20.3 a.0 61.2
UnderdB....iencenncioennnen 6.6 21.2 41.1 67.0
ofsiblings: . 7
= et st co40| 1241 201 60.8
----------------- L8Ry e
ooiiﬁ&'réiiIZIZ:ZZZIIIZZZIZIZIZ 1.2 25.8 AT 2.3
A5-B4ecncenencnocnocaoanionan 4.7 21.8 21.9 5.6
of siblings . -

Numbe.r ......... g ............... 2.6 16.5 17.5 48.0
............................ 3.8 24.2 15.6 59.5
............................ 60 23| 228 } 61.2

GOrMOMO. .vcecencncnvcaccecnen . 6.9 23.2 82.7 :
ssorolder... .cc.cuiieruaen.e 11.9 39.2 20.8 4.2

Number of sib ' . .
mm‘w .............. 0.5 24] 100 38.4
............................. 0. 371 20.8 (/. S
.............. o] 12,2 470 BN g

BOrmore.sic...iien il 4.8 3.5] 2.0

* 18ea table 1, footnote 1.

labor force. The presentation is further restricted
only to white men because, as is well known, a
pattern of diserimination mdependent of educa-
tion may still operate to limit access of black
, men, to some preferred jobs. Women, black or.
whlte, are excluded altogether inasmuch 48 the
missing occupational data mix for wives might
differ from that of women heading their own
household in the absence of a husband.

Among white men”who were household heads
"under age 85 and working any time during 1987,
the proportion classed. ns professional workers
or managers ranges from 44 percent of those

,born in o large city, with no more than one
brother or sister, to only 12 percent of those born
on o farm and having six or more brothers and
sisters. Even within the economically more fa-
vored group frori small families, those born in

the largest cities“were more likely to end up in -

& white-collar job' than those coming from rural

. areas. Working on a farm was, in the main, re-
stricted to persons born on one. Farim ownership,

was more 'likely to be the lot of an only child, or
a man having only one sibling, than a member
of a larger family. Obviously an only child has
a better chance to inherit the family farm—and

1

'52 ' . I

>

A A

not have to invest the large amount of capital
it takes to buy one, Table 13 illustrates the influ-
ence of a man's birthplace and the size of his
childhood family on “what he would be when he
grew up.”

Obviously, not every man can or should enter
the professions or the other so-called white-collar
jobs: Some may be limited by aptitude and others
by their desire. All the world’s work must be
done and it all merits doing! What is difficult
to accept. is that, almost automatically by circum-

stance of birth, some are selected as our doctors -

or lawyers while others are predestined as solely

“hewers of wood and drawers of water.,”” A cher-

ished goal of our society is the element of choice

of one’s lifework with all the monetary and -

psychic rewards -such choige may entail.

SIZE OF CHILDHOOD FAMILY AND NUMBER |

‘OF-OWN CHILDREN "~

R

Qnu additional finding warrants mention in :
this quick rundown. How good a level of living is .

posmble with: & given amount of income depends

in part on how many persons the income must

support The poverty income thresholds. officially
used as rough indexes of adequa 5 take account
of family size and composition. " n young fami-
lies, the number of dependent chi dren is a critical
factor associnted with poverty status, As dis-

cussed here, the focus has been on the size of the

family in which the household head grew up.
Information was not obtained on how many chil-
dren these heads tliemselves have hady nor how
many more were yet to come before their families
were complete. Only the numbbr of “own” chil-
dren (of the head or wife) under age 18 and still
at home is known. -

In young famllles, namely those with & head
under age 35, it is reasonable to assume that the
children still there are representative of the num-
ber ever born, Few children will already have left
home except through death or divorce. Few are
likely to have already gone off as young adults to
take a job or set up households of their own. From
the number of “own” ¢ iildren still present in the
families of men under age 85, one must conclude
that it is the young men who are themselves from
large families who tend to‘have fathered the most
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children. It could be that some young men from
smaller families, having spent a longer period
at school, merely have delayed starting their
family and will eventually catch up, but that is
not likely to reverse the group finding.?

Even more striking and more dismaying is the
finding for young women. Wo.men under age 35,
listed as head of a family and thus with no hus-
band present, have more children than men of
the same age whose marriage is still intact, as
the distributions of the number of “own” children
in relation to size of childhood family suggest.

Famlly heads under age 35, by number of siblings
White Black
Number of own
children present
Meon Women Moen Women
4or 4or ! 4or 4or
03 I more| %3 |more| 3 | more| 9-3 more
... Tatal percent....] . 100.|..100 1100 ]--100-}--100-}-100-] - 100-]- ~100--
None.................] 28] 18 9 71 28 15 4 7
1 s &4 53 a5 62 47 49| 45 al
B i 20 25 20 20 20 21y @l 36
Borfmore............. 3 [} 5 12 8 15 20 I 23

Such’ findings - replicats those found in an
earlier and imore sophisticated analysis of fer-

_ tilicy. Cumulative fertility rates were one-fourth

greater, for example, among women who were
mothers in 1960 but no longer living with a
husband than among those married and still living
with a husband.’® They impel" reiteration of an
earlier speculation on the relation "between too
little income, too meny children, and the break-up

of o marriage. The figures remain old-fashioned. .

They suggest that, if a woman is to bring up
children, they.will all fare. better with a man to

" - share the financial responsibility, Presumably, in

modern times, he need not be officially designated -

88 husband, so lorg as the relationship is finan-
ciclly meaningful, '

®See, for example, the parallel re'
hood fumily size to number of own u in Thomas
Tissue, Patterng of Aging on Welfare, ( alifornia Human
Relations Agency, July 1972, tables 4-10. .

“John C. Beresford and Alice Rivlin, Characteristics
of Other Familics, paper presented at meeting of the
Population Assoclatlon of Amerlew, April 1063, See also
Patiénce Lauriat, “I'he Effect of Marital Dissolution on
Fertility,” Journal of Marriage and the Femiily, August
1969. :
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aip on child-

RETIREMENT HISTORY STUDY REPLICATION

Now to move on to another data base. Because
the CPS data used are scant and undoubtedly
subject to error, they have been extended from
several other sources. One such source is a longi-
tudinal survey of the Social Security Adminis-
tration—the Retirement History Study.

That survey, begun in 1969 and scheduled for a
10-year run, ascertained at initial interviews the

number of living brothers and sisters of the re-

spondents. The study sample comprised married
men living with their wives and some men and

women without a spouse, all aged 58+68 at the

time of the interview. For such a narrow age
band the fact that some brothers or sisters were
no longer living should not distort relationships.
Respondents from that ¢ .rvey, classified by mari-
tal status, exhibit patterns. strikingly similar to
those already noted between size of childhood
family, educational attainment, and income lato

~~in-life,- Money-income-of-the-respondent-for-1968

has been used in lieu of poverty status. Fcr mar-
ried men, that means no acount is taken of the
wife’s income for the present analysis.,Among

. married men with no living siblings, 28 percent

had less than $5,000 income for the year and 27
percent had $10,000 or more. Of the husbands

with four or more living brothers and sisters, 39.

percent had less than $5,000 income for the year
and only 18 percent, had as much as $10,000.
With ‘no siblings living, or only one, feiver
than a _(hiré of the men had quit school at eighth
grade or before; half had gone at least through
high school. In contrust, with four or more living
brothers-or sisters, more than half had not gone

‘beyond grade school and only a fourth had com-

pleted high school whether or not they had gone
on to college. As table 14 shows, similar results

are reﬁorted by the nonmarried respondents, men .

and women alike. Unfortunately, no information

from the Retirement History Study about the

wives was tabulated. ' ‘
Respondents were not asked where they were

born, but, curiously enough, classification by |

urbanization. of current residence parallels fo

the number of siblings and educational attainment

the CP3 findings by urbanization of place of birth

" For a deseription of the survey, see Lola M. Irelan,

“Retirement History Study: Introduction,” Sovcial Seou- -

rity Bullettn, November 1972,

o
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TasLe 12.—Race and educational attainment: Percentage distribution of male household heads, by place-of birth and number
of siblings, March 1968

- A]
Urbanization of place. of birth 3
A 0
e ¢
Age, number of #iblings, and educatlonal attainment ! All places 3 Large olty. Small eity Open country or farm
White Black White | Black White Black | White | Black
Under 35, 101 PEFOONt. o ee.neeeeeneenvecacrerinsemnnenns 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 100,0 1000 100,0 100.0
Elementary sohool OnlY.c. ..o ieeneiiieiiiciniiedimeanrroaaaaeans 9.7 17,8 4.2 6.9 9.3 16.0 19.4 31.3
B0mo high 80H00]. .. . vnemnoenesosanaencsacassnnesnsansennsan 18.7 27.6 12,7 28.0 16.1 2%.0 19.6 30,9
High 8chool graduate. . . .o o e cercrareaanrnanneaanaan 40.9 88,9 3.3 47.6 4.8 40,0 48,5 3.3
Any college 33.6 16.2 43.8 20,6 33.1 19.4 17.6 6.4
0-381bHIGS, t0Lal POTOON oo eeeeacineccaenacncs 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 1000] 1000
¢ 8.3 12.9 2,6 4, 5.6 13.6 11,2 27.4
11.9 21.8 10,2 21,8 11.9 10.8 15.0 23.8
40.8 4.5 37.6 40.2 40,8 39.8 48, 35.7
2.3 2.1 40.7 25.0 4.8 27,1 2.1 13.1
4 81blings or mMo7e, total Percent..e..eeeeccranacreerasocnne- 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0
Elmentagy 80h00L ONIY. e, e e cnrrecaenniananas eeeene 18,8 20,6 10.1 0.7 18.8 17,6 2.0 33.1
Home DG BOR00). . o v e e oeeeemeo e e ceaeananecenannnenans 2.3 32,2 21.4 28.2 2.0 27.1 2.9 34.8
High 80ho0] BrAAUBLE . - - oo e s em oo eneiaaeecaaeeanesnnananaras 4.8 31.0 46.0 46.0 42,0 41,2 3.6 2.3
ANY O0MOBO. . eeeeerenanrmnoasacncmmsmsoceseeroaesmarnnsaranns 16.9 10,2 23.5 36.1 16.6 14.1 10.5 3.3
3884, tOtal POIONY. ..eeeemeennemnnnrareaeeanacnsencnonnns 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 1000 100.0
Elomentary seh00l only .. ... oeveenenrereniiecaannmnanennas 20.9 48.3 10.2 26.7 17.9 42.3 31.6 8.5
M0 high 80M00). o .. e vneeenneemamecaacanaeasnsnnsanananaanans 18.1 2.3 16,8 2.3 8.2 20.2 19.2 19.0
Hirk 801001 ZIBAUBLE. - - voonneeenanaanemneerosnmsacessanens . 3.7 18.2 25.7 38.4 20,8 2,7 8.9
ety 00110Q8. .- eeonnannn SO SO 21.3 9.2 88.9 24.3 28.6 7.7 13.8 3.5
T T GG aiblings, total BArent. Lo ceencenenns gereeeeenes T100.0 [ T100.0 100.0 1000] 1000 1000{ 1000 100,0
Elementary school only...........c.... teereentaneneaeneanaans 12.0 40,9 6.6 2.8 10.7 31.0 25,0 68.1
- 80me PG BOH00]. e e eenenvnrnrneaenaaanreraccalonaans teeneanean 16.0. 2.3 12.4 10.4 14.9 80.4 17.8 17.8
High school graduate. . . . i i i iiiarnannaraeanas - 3.1 2.8], 3.8 27.1 37.4 2.2 31,2 1.4
ANY O0UBEO. o -enonnsoscnrnsemnsonamnnsnaneeemacasogsedannanns 38.8 11.3 46,8 28.7]  31.0 8.8 19.4 27
4 slblings or more, total percent........0.....co.. s [ 1000|1000 100.0 1000 |. 1000 “100.0 100,0 100.0
. 321  os2f 183 26,9 27.1 50.7| . 481 8.8
21.9 24,2 23.4 31.2 22.8 28.3 20.0 19.6
80.7 1.1 38.8 28.7 32.8 14.2 25.0 7.7
18.4 7.6 . 218 18,3 17.8 6.8{. 08 4,0 |
"300.0 |-. 1000| 1000 - 100.0] 1000 100.0| - 1000 1000+ .
Elementary schoolonly........ Gee cadasesnenn 4.0 w4 31.4 88,6 42,6 69.0 62.8 80.3
Somo high dohool.. ... : 1811 . 90 19.2 10.3 17.1 16.7 1.6 8.6
High school graduate. . 1.0 | 8.6 2.0 26.3 2.7 . 6.2 8| 2.8
Any college. .. .. 16,9 8.1 22.3 18,8 18.6 8.1 8.9 2,8 >
0-3 afblings, totel percent.............coeuesees eeeeenanes 1000 1000| 1000| T100.0] 100.0| 1000]| 1000 100,0°
Elonentary achool only....... ccceeenence- el reerannaaaae 87.4 708 20.7 ?) 32.6 68,85 0.7 87.4
Some high'school............. 16.4|- '13.6 114 O 17.2| - 2.1 16.0 8.9
High school graduate. ... ... 3.6 10.8 24.6 (‘; 25.6 10.2 20.6 4,6
Any oollege. . ... ceiieiiaiiiiaaeans 22,6 - 5.8 28.4 (C 24.8 . 10,2 12.8 1.1.
4 8iblings oF more, total POreent. .. ......euuvuerensnaenaneess 1000 100.0 1000 100.0, 100.0 100.0 100,0 '100.0
. Elementary sehooionly............c..oeeeeet ereenieeaaneas N 88.2 84.9 ¢ 61.1 V82,4 .3 0.0
“  Some high tehool........... O Meannann 1.9 6.2 2.6 (¢ 16.9 9.8 12.4 4.9
High school graduate....0.......cccennnen. eean ) 16.4 4.0 16.7 {4 18.3 £.0 Lo 17
ANy 0OMBRO. . oveeneneananicaaanne O S 10.6 4.9 14.7 (¢ 13.6 5.9 6.4 3.4 K
1 800 tablo 4, footnote 1. . . shown separately,
. 1 80b tablg 4: ootnngte 2 . ¢ Base too small to caiculate percontages,

8 Inoludes tesidents of middle-sizé cltles and suburbs near largs clty, not -

“(table 15). Many ‘older people continue to live  is something now planned for investigation from
not. far from where they were born. Obvicusly,  the CPS data already cited. .

patterns of migration differ a¢cording to educa- Conceivably, some of the legendary warmth
tional attainment and occupation, among other  and friendliness characterizing rural areas and
things, and they ms v well be different today from  small towns stems from the fact that more of the
what was common when the survey respondents  members from the large childhood families are
"wete_starting on their careers.” The nature of likely to remain in small towns when they have
geographic mobility—or the lack of it—by age,  set up housekeeping on their own. In any case,
sex, race, size of childhood family, and education,  the fact that rural areas and stnall cities tend
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_/" Seo teb‘l7{4. footnote 2

‘TanLe 18.~Place of birth, number of siblings, and occupatlon Percentage distribution of white male household heads working

in 1047, by age
Age of white malediead, by namber of siblings
Place of bivth ' and tooupation ox; longeat job in 1967 Under 35 / . a-m4
Total 0-1 46 |6ormore pdiat 01 2-8 45 |6ormore
, X .
All places,? total POTOENL...ceoccateeene 100 100 100 100 100 / 100 100 100 100 100 .
White-0011ar Worker. o, i ocuie e menaaens eeceas 43 84 46 35 45 5 51 38 %
Professional, menagerlal. veme 80 -39 32 2 18 a3 45 ?8 N
Clerlcal, sales worker.. © 13 15 14 12 1 12 14 3 1 9
Blue-coliat worker.......... . 49 89 47 87 65 45 38 40 51 87
Bervice OF farm WOrker. . . ....ue e acecncananans 8 7 7 8 11 10 8 9 1 12
00| g0 100 100 100 100 00 100 100 100
54 60 57 39 40 59 68 6 52 87
1 4“ 37 N 2 4“ 52 45 37 b1
17 16 12 17 16 18 17 15 10
40 © 82 3 52 57 38 0
] 8 ¢ 9 3 b 4 5 4 7
100 100 100 100 100 100 10 100 100 100
) 52 46 36 22 47 60 52 38 34
30 40 31 11 36 46 30
12 12 14 11 12 14 13 10 10
51 43 19 57 66 48 33 41 55 5
7 5 6 ] 12 7 7 7 7 T
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 .100] , 100} 100
27 34 88 - A = 20} 29-) ~gp+|-—-—-8¢ F R
18 21 25 4 12 [ 21 23 2 18 19
. 13 ] 0| . 8 8 v 8 7 8 7
gl e PO N { O 1 1 T 1 B O { B
PVICO WOL KOl e oicevuuccccv atrcecnrecccanncaasun . .
Farm worker,. : 16 22 16 15 12 17 21 17 17 [ 16
Manager.. | 12 20| 13 -10 7 15 1., 15 18] 13
Laborer. . . 4 2} 2 b b 7 ® LY 38

1 Includ

2

residents in mlddle-ejze olties, open country. and suburbs near

N .
’ : //A' o, )

to. have adult populations w1th‘ -less formal school-

ihg than residents of large cities means that in- -

comeés in those areas are likely to remain low.
Thus, children born there may continue to lose
out on their own educatlonal opportunity unless
special effort is made to enable them to stay in
school longer '

APPi.ICA'I‘IONS' .o

Just where does this quick statistical ]ourney
lead: us or leave us{ Are there any likely policy
and program implicatiéns? From the technician’s
view, the data may put new snags in unraveling
the problem of scaling or equivalence: How much
does it take for a family to live at the same
standard or equivalent level of satisfaction in one
place compared with another? “Everybody knows

it costs' more” to live in & big city than a small.

city, or in one part of the country compared with
another. Kverybudy, that is, but those of us con-
cerned with the possible-lack in smajl towns and

- rurn] areas of services and institutions that big

city ‘dwellers take for granted. That is one reason
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large clty, not shown separatel
M'gLeseyt'hen 0.08 pereegt ¥

[

our present poverty lines mcorporate no- geo

graphic adjustinent; another is that there is yet,

no satisfactory way to measure the differential

tors and, in particular, fewer medical specialists
and :mci]lary facilities is one obvious disadvan-

- tage that can render living in 4 small town or

out-of-the-way place less of ‘& bargain. It may

* costs, The fact that there are usual]y fewer doc- *

be that lack of equa] educational opportmuty,.

for whatever reason, is another.
Then there are presumed to be economies of

scale that make for leser income needs per per- .

son among larger families. What about them?
We all know ]‘ hat two once were supposed to live
as eheaply s one. What that meant, presumably,
is that once/ a household is established it takes
less additighal expense to add the second person
than the first, the third than the second, etc.
Some stuiidards assuredly can’t be the same for
large families as for small: The number.of ten-
voom mdnsions or apartm.nts for large families
is small at any price. Thus, the American luxury
of & room to oneself may well have to be given
up by children in large fmmhes for the presumed
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'l‘.mw 14.—Educationa) sttainment, income in 1968, and place of reendence in 1969: Percent.a.ge chstribut:on of persons aged

58-63, by number of living eiblings and marital status

v

*

Marrled men, wifo present Nonmatiled men Nonmarried women
Beleoted charaoteristios . ALivlng siblings Living siblings Living slblings
' Total ‘0 Total sor Total sor
; 3
0 01 | 23 | more -1 | 23 | jore -1 | 23 | pore
Total respondents teuvure.iiriiaiocoanannnnnnns 5,000 | 1,480 | 1.660 ] 2,461 980 ‘263 321 306 | 2,480 it 836 035
lncome in 1968

Total Pereont..ue..ccieeicecnuinioianriicennnnnn 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

12 re )| 14 31 31 26 35 41 28 37 48

22 19 0 25 28 20 28 27 36 a a7 84

2617 24 26 26 19 17 2 19 14 16 17 12

%2" 21 10 17 11 9 12 10 3 5 5 5

27 24 18 11 14 12 9 4 [} 4 3

Q
4 ) Educational attainment ?

Tocalperoent..........................’ .......... 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Elementary' school only 4 32 40 54 . B3 41 50 64 42 34 42 50

Some high gehool..!..c.cvveevireriinavannn. 19 19 19 19 17 20 17 16 18 18 18 19

. High schogl gmduabe orany oollege Y 49 |4 27 3 30 34 20 3 48 40 )

, Urbanization of current résidencs, w'm -
Total pereent................ e emenenecaneneanan *¥100 100 100 100 100 100 100 | 1006 100 100 100 100
Perso 8 tpslding In urban areas of= . Y i

ik or g%o,';,_f,f‘_'f ............................ 26| a| 2] =a| e2|. 88| 8| 27| & | | =

260 000-1 mllllon.................‘ .................. 23 26 22 21 24 25 22| 25" 28 28 28 30

Less $FBN 280,000. . cauenennennnennncnnsanananans wean 15 16 16 16+ 14 14 15 14 171 - .16 17 17

Rural residents..........i....... feenecnannaneneeas] * 3B 28 34 43 30 .26 28 _ 34 24 '10 : 21 . 80

"y Exoludas rospondents not reportlng on inconyo, number o( llvlng slbllngq.
of school years eomg
¢ Bee table 4, foot otql N

ay
i AR

joys of playmg WIth one another. But is the op-_
. portunity for a good education and the e¢onomic -
benefits - that go with it all that expendable?,
Though there is some questlon thtese days about
.the dollar-for-dollar return in income of addi-:
'tlonal years of education, in our credential society
the high school daploma-—-—and some schooling
beyond—will still raise you up” from poverty.
even if it won’t make you rich. For those minori- ,
ties of our society who remain espegially vulner-
“able to low- mcome'status, getting across that'
poverty lme is no mean achievement.

/

POTENTIAL POLICY IMPI.ICATIONS

Moving from the technical side to other. impli-

» cations for pollcy, one can foresee the possibility

for added import of this study. The past 15 years
has b:‘ought for all Americans a heightened social
consciousness, rising expectations, and the convic-
tion that everyone has a right to s chance to share
in the land of abundance.

Source: Unpublished data from the Retlrement Hlswry Stud'lot the Social
Security Administration.

N

*
’

e ’ ) L, s . ’
Eqnal access,’equal opportunity, nondiscrimina-
tion for reasons of race, sex, and ethnicity have

-become almost catchwords as various minorities

step fom;ard to .claim their due. We' may now
have c]a1°1ﬁed as worthy of public coficern an-
other minority transcending and overlappmg the

more familiar categorization. -

Many proposals, some worse, @ome better,,

have been-made to ease the plight of those who
do not fare so well,. namely the aged, the large

family of the working poor—and the nonworking
poor—as well. Children’s allowances an® guaran- .

teed incomes have not been popular in this coun-
try and may hot ever be except under some other
name. Time and chang'mg customs gre lowering
American family size but also changing its com-

position. Along with a general reduction in tlie

number of ehildren per family, we are witnessing
a large= and larger proportion of young families
headed only by a woman, with all the attendant
cconomic disadvantage. Wouldn’t it be interesting
if adequate provision for suppotting and edu-
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of the poverty gap among the aged some years
hence ¢

cating today’s poor children could be achieved
on the rationale that it would cut down the size

Tante 15.—Place of residence in 1969, educational attainment, and income in 1968: Percentage distribution of persons aged
58-63, by number of siblings and marital status

Married mnen, wife present Nonmarried men _Nonmarried women
Selected chuructorlstics Living siblings Living siblings ) Living siblings
' Total Total s Total )
oYt . ¢ or ~ ~ or . or
! 0-1 3 more 0-1 23 more 0'_1 23 more
174
B Residing in urban aren of 1 million or more persons, 1669
) |
Allrespoadents . . ... .. iiieieaeeaeedd 1,522 461 543 618 312 04 112 108 | 7,721 269 287 216
1ncome in 1968, total porcont. ... .......o.o.o..... 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Loss than $2,000............oooeeieonen ST 5 5 b 5 2 27 17 24 31 2 32 32
2,000-4,090. . .. iiiiiiiiiiiiecianaan 13 14 13 13 211 22 19 23 39 39 37 40
5,000-7,40Y ... . i ieee i cecerae - 26 24 27 27 26 21 35 22 19 21 19 16
T.600-9,909. .. it iiiieaiccmeaeataea e 23 23 2 24 14 11 18 16 [} 4 (] 8
10,000 or miore.......... bt tmeeeaaearaataaae areeans 32 34 33 30 16 19 12 18 [ 7 8 4
Educational attainmont,? total percent. . .._..:. 100 109 100 100 100 . 100 100 |- 100 100 100 100 100
Elemeéntary school only. U B 38 28 37 46 45 41 37 3] 40 32 42 47
Bome high 8cho0) ... oo oo i, 20 20 18 22 21 22 21 13 20 21 20 21
High school gradunto or any Collego. .. .ooeeeeovenans 42 62 45 32 U 37 i) 24 40 47 34 .32
" Residing in urban aren of 260,000 persons, 1960 - K
332 387 432 513 236 66 72 99 703 108> 230 278 °
Incone in 1968, total poroont . ... . .eiioieaioan 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
8 8 6 9 2 20 24 24, 36 KT CR- 73 37
18 18 16 21 - 33 36 33 <30 41 ' 30 45 38
A S 26° 22 28 27 20 25 14 22 14 14 14 14
. 23 23 2] 24 12 "8 14 ~13 8| 7 4 7
25 29 29 19 12 12 13 10 b [ 6 4
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100_
.
Elemontury school oniy 34 24 28 46, 46 38 40 80 34 28 41 32 e
o Soaie high schoo) 22 20 22 24- 21 24 10 10 20 13 19 |- 26 €
d High school grndunto or any college 44~ 56 50 30 33 38 31 3 48 1) 40 42
» v Restding In urban ares of less than 260,000 persons, 1960 _
N ‘
Allrespondents ... .. ..............io. 90v 218 318 3713 140 a0 47 67 118 117 ' 142 159 .
Income 11 1968, totul_porcent'..............’ ....... 100 100 " 100, 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 '
10 [i] 11 10 | 35 33 25 44 43 39 40 48
22 14 23 23 20 a0 32 28 33 39 27 35
26 26 27 27 16 6 19 21 15 11 20 13 ‘
20 21 18 21 9 11 11 7 [} N ] 3
" 22 29 21 20 10 14 13 b 3 [ 3 1
s Educutiolml'uttnhl‘ment,’ tota: percent. .. ....... “100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Elementary schoolonly............... ' 43 31 42 51 59 3 62 70 46 3 . @7 60
Sqine high school................. ... 16 18 14 18 16 17 8 19 13 16 11 14~
High school gmduutu or any college 41 53 44 31 26 44 30 13 41 47 52 26
-
Rural residents, 1964
Al respondents f._.o... oot 2,037 | 44| 606 | 1,067 ow e|  wo| @] ewe| 134 am 2
Income In 1968, total percent. .. ... ... ......... 100 100 100.] 100 100 100 100 100 100 | 100 100 100
20 16 19| 2 45 16 38 40 59 b8 51 04
30 25 2 34 30 28 33 20 N 28 32 20 vy
24 26 23 24 13 10 14 13 8 8 13 8, )
12 15 15 10 8 ylo 4 7 3 2 20 -8 i
4 18 15 10 [} i 10 2 2 4 2 YRS |
Educutlom\l uttuhnnmt 3 totul perccnt ........... 100 100 100 100. 100 100 7 100 100 §, , 100 100 100 100
Flemenmry sehoolonly .. .. .. e e bt 43 50 63 64 47 89 7 53 44 46 61
Some high school .......... AU 17 10 19 16 12 16 12 10 17 10 18 18
mgh school gruduuto or uny college. 28 8 3 2 24 38 [ L] 13. 30 37 30 24
d hxsludvs rospondcnts not l'OpOlth)b on fncon » mlmbor of llving slb)hms. Sourco anubllshod' ntn from tho llﬂllroment lllswry btudy of the Bocial
ot 5choo) years completo Sucurlty Administratioh.
1 Seo tu[v)lo 4, footnote l )
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