CHILDREN AND INCOME IN URBAN
SINGLE-FAMILY HOUSEHOLDS

BARKEY S. SANDERS *

Ix an EARLIER article on the findings from the
family composition study it was shown that, in
urban families of specified size, household incomse
decreases with an increase in the number of chil-
dren under 16 years of age in the family.! The
analysis of income in urban single-family house-
holds, on the other hand, shows that with increas-
ing family size there is an increase in both the
proportion on relief and the proportion in the
highest income groups.? This variation may be
explained largely by the fact that increased
family size may mean a larger number of children
or a larger number of adults. When the increase
is caused by a large number of children under 186,
it is associated with low income. In families
with a large pumber of adults it is associated
with higher income, partly because there is cus-
tomarily more than one wage earmer in such
families or, if there is only one worker, his earn-
ings are usually sufficient to make it unnecessary
for the other adult members to be in the labor
market.

The object of the present paper is to indicate
the nature of the association between family
income and number of children in urban single-
family households. The term ‘‘child” as used in
this article is limited to children under the age of 16,

While single-family households include 69 per-
cent of all the individuals in the urban sample,
they represent 76 percert of the ehild population.
Consistent with this high relative proportion of
children, & larger percentage (46 percent) of
single-family households reported children as
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compared with all families (36 percent). This
excess, as shown in table 1, is largely attributable
to husband-and-wife families,? which have a
greater representation in single-family households

Table 1.—Proportion of families with children under 16
in all urban families and in single-family households
by family type

[Preliminary dats subject to rovision]

Bingle-family
All families bonseholds
Type of family ¢ P A P ;
Total ereen Total eroen
with with
number? | oiigren | BUMDCE { optiaren
Alltypes ... __ - #31, 266 36.1 | 532,384 45.8
Hushand and wife. ... - 554, 184 EL.O | 415235 54.0
Husband or wifs, husbagd. . 63, 586 10.0 20, 285 13.2
Hushand or wife, wile____. - 170, 825 16.8 67,906 25.1
Nonparent, male...... - 82, 764 8.0 13, 4(4 .6
Nonparent, female_._________._ 73,830 83 15,484 .8

1 For deflnitions of types of famitles, sen footnote 3 in text,
* Excludes 110 familles with unknewn number of children.

and also have a higher proportion of families with
children in single-family households than in all
households. The proportions reporting children
were also relatively higher in one-spouse families
in single-family households but very much lower
in nonparent families. Since this article deals
with more than three-fourths of the urban child
population, and since there is no reason to believe
that the per capita income in families with children
in multi-family households is any larger than for
those in single-family households,* the income
variations noted in this article may be regarded
as typicel of all urban families with children.

* The familics studlod are clussified by § malor types, as follows, accerding
to the relationship of the members to the head: (1) Husband-and-wife families,—
Frmilies with both spouses, with or without unmarried children; (2) Hus-
band-or-wife familles, husband.—Families with only the male spouse, with or
without unmarried children; (3) IHusband-or-tife families, wife. —Famlilies
with only the female spouse, with or without unmarried children; {4) Non-
parent families, male —Fawnilles without elther spouse, with an unmarried
mele as the head, with or without unmarried sisters andfor bretbers; (5
Nonparen! families, female.—Familles without either spouse, with an unmar-
ried female as the head, with or without unmarrled sisters and/or brothers,
The head of the family was determined as follows: In husband-gnd-wife
farnilies, the husband was always designeted as the head; in one-spouss
familles, the spouso; and in nonparent families, the oldest person.

+ Banders, Barkev B., and Kantor, Anne @, ibid.



Income Distribution of Families With Specified
Number of Children

The percentage distribution of families with
specified number of children according to the
income status of the family is shown in table 2.
The percent of families on relief increases pro-
gressively with increasing number of children; for
families without children the percent is only 12,
for those with one child it rises to 15, for those with
two children to 20, and it reaches a maximum ef
59 for famnilies with nine or more children. Fami-
lies were classified as being on relief if any member
was Teported to have received relief at some time
during the preceding 12 months.

The proportions among the nonrelief families
with annual incomes of less than $1,000 show some
decline as the number of children increases. The
decrease is sharpest in passing from families with
no children to those with one child and is barely
perceptible for families with two to five children;
there is, nevertheless, a general downward trend.
This negative associntion holds, with minor
exceptions, for all the nonrehef groups, the rela-
tive rate of decrease being most rapid in the
highest ineome categeries. The table indicates a
consistently negative association between income
status and the number of children in the family.

If nonrelief families nre analyzed independently
of relief families, there is a definite increase in the
proportion of families with a large number of
children in the lowest income groups, while
relatively larger proportions of families with no
children, or with one or two children, are in the
higher income groups.

Income of Families of Specified Size With
Varying Number of Children

Table 3 indicates that when family size is held
constant there is an even more striking negative
association between economic status and number
of children per family, For instance, in families
of three persons without children, only 11 percent
reported relief; in those with one child, 14 percent;
and in those with two children, which invariably
were broken families, i. e., having either or both
parents missing, 50 percent reported relief. In
families of four, 10 percent of those without chil-
dren reported relief; 16 percent of those with one
child reported relief, 18 percent of those with two
children, and 62 percent of those with three.
Table 3 is limited to families of three to seven
persons, but the relationships shown in these
families are repeated in families ef all other sizes.

There is some tendency for the proportion of
famnilies on relief to rise with increasing number
of children as family size increases. For instance,
in families of four, less than 16 percent of those
with one child reported receipt of relief, while in
families of six more than 16 percent of those with
one child reported relief. In four-person families
with two children, less than 18 percent reported
relief, and in six-person families with two children
nearly 24 percent reported relief. This relation-
ship does not always hold true for larger families.
Furthermore, the proportion on relief for four-
person families with three children is much higher
than the proportion for families of five or six per-
wons with three children, The latter apparent
cnomaly is accounted for by the fact that a four-

Table 2.—Number of urban single-family households by number of children under 16, and percentage distribution
by income status
[Preliminary data subject to revision]

Income status of fandly
Number of children per family l}r&f{ﬁg of Nonrelief families
Relief
All famllies ;
fomiltes 1 vnder $1,000-1,499! §1,500-1,99] 52,000-2,099( $3,000-4,99| 35000 and
$1,000 ) A " s i i , ) over
B3 7Y P 516, 801 100.0 16.6 20.1 23.3 159 10.4 3.5 12
No children. .. 270, BED 100. 0 12,4 3.7 22.1 15.6 10.7 4.0 1.5
lehild . 106, 595 100, 0 152 25.0 28.0 17.9 114 3.3 1.0
2c¢hildren. o 70, 708 100. 0 16.9 22,9 25,4 17.3 10. 5 3,1 -8
3 children.__ 33, 517 100.0 8.1 2.7 236 14.5 8.2 2.1 .B
4 children. . 16, 555 100. ¢ 8.2 21.8 21,2 12,1 6.4 1,6 .5
& children. .. 7,458 100.0 43.4 21.4 19.0 9.5 5.2 L2 -3
4 children. .. 3, 692 100. 0 401 10.0 17. 3 8.9 4.0 .7 .4
7 children___ 1,513 100. 0 551 16. 6 143 4.8 4.0 9 .2
Schildren. . 603 100. ¢ 57.1 16.9 13.3 7.8 4.1 B
9 children and over-. ..o 280 100.0 68.9 13.9 12.2 10.7 < 55 .4

1 Excludes 12,683 familles with unknown income andfor number of chlldren.
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person family with three children is a broken
family, while this is not generally the case with a
family of five or more persons. By and large,
broken families have the least favorable economic
status. Among these families also the proportion
reporting relief increases with increasing number
of children; thus, in families of three persons with
only one adult member (i. e., with two children),
about 50 percent reported relief; in those of four
62 percent; in those of five 73 percent; in those of

The contrast in income distribution between
families with maximum number of children for the
family size and those without children becomes
more striking as family size increases. Although
most marked in families with only one adult, the
contrast is fairly pronounced between families
with only two adults and those in which all
members are adults, as indicated in the accom-
panying summary percentages. The inereasing
divergence with increased family size is clear.

six 76 percent; and in those of seven 85 percent.

Families with a large number of children are
concentrated in the relief and lowest nonrelief
mcoms groups, while the relative proportions of
these families in the higher income groups are
almost negligible. For example, in families of

Percent of specified fami-
Hes with glven income
status

Bize of tamily and number of chlldren

Relief and | $3,000 and
under $1,000 aver

8 persans:
three persons with two children, nearly 86 percent i B Ohildpa e i ?
reported relief or an income of less than $1,000, *™¥Gnaren ... 20 18
while less than 1 percent reported INcomes of 7 peeoondfele-ceseccosorireriorsccseneranes B ?
$3,000 or more. The corresponding percentages BT I P 2

for three-person families without children are 34

and 8, respectively. Table 3 reveals a tendency toward bifurcation

Table 3.—Number of urban single-family households by size of family and number of children under 16, and per-

centage distribution by incemae status
[PrelimInary data subjact to ravision]

Ineoma status of family
Elzq of famlily Nau?lhe;s of . Nonrellef familles
Al families | Bellef
U000 | $1.000-1,495| 51,500-1,908] 52,000-2,000 §3,000-4,09p) 35000 and

BPATHODA. .. e ceecemcencecmmameenneance 1118, 015 100.0 13.6 2.3 2. 18.2 1.9 29 11
No children. . , 100.0 10.9 23.3 241 10.4 4,8 5.7 21
lchild....... 72) 858 100.0 13.7 2.1 my 181 107 3.9 8
2children.. A 100.0 49.6 35.9 a.6 39 13 .8 .1
4 persons. ...... 184, 163 100.0 18.2 21. 4 28.2 18. 8 12,8 44 1.4
No children 20, 240 100.0 01 169 22.8 a8 182 7.0 2.8
1child__. 15, 480 100.0 18.8 2.1 24.2 18.0 13.8 4.6 17
2 children.. 62, 04 100.0 17.5 23,1 20.8 18.0 10.6 3.0 N:]
3 childron_ . 1,438 100.0 81,7 2.8 8.5 21 8 .2 1

dehfigren. .. i 00| ® ) ® ® ® o ®
g 148,503 100.0 215 3.9 218 7.1 1.1 41 14
No children.. T, 433 100.0 0.4 146 2.3 28 02 0.9 31
1 child B, 447 100.0 16.0 18. 4 2,7 20,2 13.8 5.0 .8
104 1000 2.9 217 23,8 1.4 0.7 EX: L3
23, 805 100.0 26. 5 23.8 a5.0 14.0 a.1 22 7
67 2000 7.7 1 53 21 -8 3 I
[0 455 o)« U § 26, 313 100.0 a1 20.1 22.0 155 0. 4 37 1.2
No chiidren. 7, 440 1000 o6 10.3 1.4 2.8 21.8 128 53
lehild. ..., 3, 467 100.0 18.3 L5 2.8 21.0 18,3 6.3 1.7
2 children.. . 4528 100.0 2.6 2.0 22,9 178 112 5.8 8
3 children.. 4,005 100.0 30. 2 214 22,3 14.7 B.4 2.1 0
4 chitdren_. 10,678 100.0 2.7 B3 2.4 12.2 &5 L4 3
8 children.. 287 100.0 75.8 16.8 3.7 2.4 10 [ 1) P
7 persons........_._ 013,348 100.0 32.2 19.5 2.1 13,6 0.3 3.2 11
No ehildren.. 783 100.0 8.4 10.8 4.4 20,3 23.1 15.9 7.8
lchild.. ... 1, 208 100.0 15,3 13.4 21.8 07 i7.3 8.8 17
2 children._. -- - 1,969 100.0 23,2 16.0 22.9 17.9 1.8 3.9 L3
d children____ 2, 442 100.0 30,8 18,0 22,9 15,4 8.4 1.8 .7
4 children___ 2,088 100.0 Eriv g 19.8 2.7 12.4 8.5 18 .3
& children __. €769 2000 4.0 2.8 21 8.0 31 R A
8 ehfldren_ ... __..11 1101 108 100.0 85.2 102 87 ) Pt IS S

1 Exctudes 1,284 familiey with unknown Income apd/or oumber of children.
¢t Excludes 661 familles with unkrown Inoome and/or number of ohildren.
¢ Excludes 348 familfes with unknowan ineome snd/or nimber of chiidren,

| Excludes 2,908 familias with unknown Income and/jor number of children.
1 Excludes 2,323 familles with unknown izcome andfor number of children.
¢Not computed, becanse bage 13 less than 25,
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in the economic status of families with one or two
children as family size increases: simulteneous
with increasing proportions on relief there is sn in-
cresse in the relative proportions of these families
in the highest income groups.

Variation of Incorne in Families by Type, Size,
and Number of Children

The variation of income among families of spec-
ified size and with varying number of children, by
family type, is shown in tables 4 and 5. These
tables are limited to families of three to seven
persons, but the relationships and trends found for
these families are typical of families of other sizes.

In husbend-and-wife families of o given size,
there is an increase in the proportion of families
on relief as the number of children increnses. This
is true even among families of three persons, in
which 10 percent of the families without a child
reported relief, while in those with one child 13
percent reported relief. As family size increases,
this rate of increase is accelerated.

Comparison of families by ineome categories in
the nonrelief brackets shows that with increasing

number of children there is, in general, a progres-
sive increase in the proportion of families in the
lowest income groups. With increasing family
size the proportion of familiesin the higher income
groups increases in families with no children, while
the opposite relationship exists among those
families for which increased size means more
children.

Husband-and-wife families without children
show a decreasing relative proportion on relief with
increased family size. In families with children
the reverse tendency is more often prevalent; with
increasing family size the proportion on relief tends
to increase, at least in families of intermediate size.
A similar rise is observed in the relative propor-
tions of families reporting incomes of $3,000 and
over. The increase in the proportion reporting
relief associated with presence of children is rela-
tively most marked in passing fron families with
no children to those with one child, and the rate of
increase with additional number of children de-
creases progressively; however, the absolute dif-

ferences increase progressively.
Among ons-spouse families with the husband as

Table 4 —Number of urban husband-and-wife single-family households by size of family and number of children
under 16, and percentage distribution by income status
[Preliminary data subject to revision]

Tncome status of femily
Size of family and number of children bﬂ:;ﬁfgg"‘ Nonrellef families
Alfamilies | Bollel
ok Under $1,000- $1,500- 2,000~ $3,000- | $5,000 and
$1,000 1,490 1,000 2,090 4,960 over
3 persons 1103, 26% 100.0 12.90 24,0 26.8 10.0 12.3 4,0 1.3
No children - 32,884 100.0 10.2 223 29.9 20. 1 150 8.2 23
lehild..__ - 70, 308 100.0 12.9 25.8 28.1 8.4 110 3.0 .B
4persons_._________ (| 81, a7e 100, 0 14.8 21.1 25.9 0.2 13.1 4.4 1.5
No children.. . 18, 515 100.0 0.8 16.3 22.9 21.8 18.5 81 2.8
lehild ________ - 13,043 100.0 13.7 2.2 24 8 10.6 14.8 5.0 18
2ehildren oo 50,917 100. 0 16.8 2.9 7.2 18.3 10.8 3.1 .2
B PeISODS. - oo e ae s ¥ 44, 65T 108.0 20,1 2L.0 24. 5 17.5 1.3 40 14
Na chitdren. 614 100.0 10.4 4.7 21.4 21.6 10.4 9.3 a2
tehild ___ 7,713 100.0 14.8 7.8 24.8 20,8 14.5 5.3 L0
2 children 7, 488 100. 0 19.6 2.2 24.3 18.3 114 3.8 1.4
3 children. 73, 313 100.0 24,7 23,7 26.3 151 82 2.2 .8
6 persons-...__...___ 123 370 100.0 259 0.1 2.7 15.9 10. 6 a7 11
No chitdren.._.._. 2,028 100.0 0.2 10.4 10.7 21.0 22.3 12.8 4.6
Tehdld .. 3,146 100.0 16.7 15.2 22.0 21.3 18.7 8.5 .7
2 children. 4,169 100.9 21.9 18.7 23.6 18.2 11.8 4.0 N
3 children.___. 3, 662 100,0 28.0 21.1 23,3 15.0 8.8 2.3 .8
dachildren. . ..o 10, 385 100.0 33.0 231 22.7 12,4 B.6 LS .5
7 persons 112, 301 100.0 3.2 18.6 21,6 13.8 9.4 2.3 1.1
No children 837 100. 0 8.2 10.7 12.1 21.8 22.4 16.8 8.2
Tehild. .. 1,081 100. 0 15.2 3.1 21.3 20.7 17.8 0.4 2.7
2 childre: 1,803 100.0 22.2 17.0 24.3 18.1 13.1 4.0 1.3
3 children.__ 2,75 100.0 2.6 16.0 2.8 15.T 0.5 1.0 1
4 children____.__.__ 1,937 100.0 35.8 19.8 22.4 13.0 6.8 19 .4
Sehildren .o 4,648 100.0 40.4 23.8 05 9.1 5.2 -8 .1

t Excludes 2,473 fumilies with unknown income snd/er nutber of children
and Includes 5 families with 2 children.

1Excludes 2,083 familiey with unkrown income and/for number of children
and] Includes 1 family with 3 children,

6

$ Excludes 1,152 families with unknown Income nnd/or number of children.
¢ Excludes 603 families with unknown income and/or bumber of ¢children.
'Excludes 318 families with unknown income andfor vumher of children.
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head, similar variations are observed, except that
the comparative differences between families with-
out children and those with maximum number of
children are much larger than the diferences ob-
served in the husband-and-wife families. For
instance, in families of three without children, 13
percent roported relief, as compared with 30 per-
cent for three-person families with one child and
44 for those with two children. It is also evident
that thereis a concentration of families with o large

number of children in the lowest income proups,
and a relatively low proportion of these families in
the highest income groups. For instance, among
families of three without children, 8 percent re-
ported incomes of $3,000 and over; the corre-
sponding percent for families with two children was
less than 2. In this type of family the decrease,
with increasing size, in the relative proportion of
families reporting relief is frequently observed
both in families with and in those without children.

Table 5.—Number of urban husband-or-wife single-family households by size of family and number of children
under 16, and percentage distribution by income status
[Praliminary data subject to revision)

Income status of tamily
3ize of tamity and number of children o?’;“;ﬂ?;s Noarelief families
A Rellet
All tamilfes familics
AT Under $1,000- $1.600~ $2,000- $3,000- | $5,000 and
21,000 1,480 1,888 2,909 4,990 over
Husband or wife, hushand
BPOISODR. .o oo e e 12,164 100.0 20.1 2.4 227 18.9 10.8 4.7 1.4
Nao children.__ - 1,510 100.0 13.4 23.0 2.1 182 13.4 6,2 1.7
385 100.0 20.9 25,2 2.8 15.8 6.7 1.0 .8
259 100,0 44.0 23.6 18.2 11.6 3.1 1.2 .4
1,108 100.0 218 19.1 21.1 18. 5 13.7 5.7 23
624 100.0 0.9 17.0 20.7 20.0 10.9 8.7 3.8
255 100,0 20.7 10.0 223 13.7 10.8 4.7 .4
178 100.4 8.4 13.8 2.7 12.0 8.7 1.1 11
141 1000 43.6 28.4 18.4 3.5 21 |criiceeae |- JER
3709 100, 0 25.7 18.4 21.4 17.6 11.3
272 100.0 : X1} 12.9 19.5 224 18,7
155 100, 0 2.4 1.5 2456 18,1 12.
139 100. 0 317 22.3 2.0 18.0 3.6
B3 100, 0 42.2 2.4 21.7 8.4 3.6
80 100.0 66.0 10.9 18.3 8.7 1.7
1338 100, 0 32,0 18.6 16.0 15.7 11.B
88 100 0 1L 6 16,8 10.8 16.3 14,3
a4 100,0 23,4 10.8 17.2 2.6 13.8
63 100.0 11.8 14.3 0.5 17.5 11,1
3 childrexn. . 64 100.0 a8 20.3 20.3 12,5 8.3
4 children.. 30 1H.0 60.0 20.9 10,0 a.7 3.3
& children.. - 31 100,0 18. 4 22.8 12.9 9.7 6.4
Hushand or wife, wife
3 DOFSODS . i amaaamaann V11,917 100. 0 20. 4 31.5 10.8 1.9 7.7 2.3 0.8
No children. . 7.217 100. 0 14,6 27.6 251 16.8 11,7 3.4 .0
Lehild_...._. . 2,078 100.0 L1 38.0 15.4 6.4 2.2 .4 .1
2ehildren. oo e s 2,422 100.0 50.2 an1 7.8 3.1 11 .5 .1
4persond_.__._....._.__, e mmm———— 14, 154 100,90 33.0 20.0 18.9 11.3 8.2 2.8 1.0
No children__ 2, 706 100.0 12.8 20.5 3.2 19.5 14,2 5.9 Lo
1child ____ 1,250 100.0 34.9 30.8 19.9 10.9 3.6 T N
2 children 208 100. 0 82.8 32.8% 10.7 3.7 L2 fewe oot .1
3 children_ 1,205 100.0 63.8 28.6 58 1.6 N .2 .1
r30ns..... ..o 13,001 100.0 41.8 21.3 1.5 10.1 7.4 4.2 T
No children.. 910 1000 1.4 15.8 20.8 10.8 17.7 13.1 Lo
1child....... 562 100.0 2.7 29.2 2.8 124 7.1 .1 4
2¢hildren.____ 558 100.0 3.5 27.2 12,7 b. & 27 .2 2
8 children_... 107 100.0 1.8 2.1 5.0 3.0 .7 P A P,
dchildren. . . ... 663 100.0 74.0 19.4 3.9 1.6 P T (O I,
B POTSOBS. .. e i caie s - 11,560 100.0 45.4 0.2 13.1 0,8
Nochlldren.._. 200 100, 0 12.7 1.7 18,0 20.1
lehild. ... 252 100.0 21,4 20.8 23.8 17.56
2 ¢hildren 280 100.0 12.8 23,9 16.9 11.1
3 ¢hildren.. 76 100.0 57. 5 26.2 10.2 4.3
4 c¢hildren_. 178 100.0 .8 4.8 a9 1.1
5 children 290 100.0 78.9 16.2 28 1.8

1 Excludes 8 familiss with unknown income and/or number of children.
¥ Excludes 43 farnilles with unknown Income and/or number of children.
1 Excludes 33 families with unknown [ncome and/or sumber of ehlldren,
1t Bxcludes 18 famllies with unknown {ncome and/or number of children.
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' Excludes 358 familfes with unknown income andfor number of children.
¢ Excludes 187 families with enknowa income andfor number of children.
T Excludes 91 fariHes with unknewn income andfor number of children.
% Excludes 38 famlilies with unknown income and/for number of children.
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Chart I.—Percentage distribution of urban husband-
and-wife single-family households of 4 and 6 persons
with specified age of head and number of children
under 16, by income status
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For one-spouse {amilies with the wife as the
head, the relationships are similar to those ob-
gerved for husband-and-wife families and one-
spouse families with a male head, but the intensity
of the negative association between income and
number of children in the family is more pro-
nounced. Thus, in families of three without
children, 15 percent reported relief, while the cor-
responding percentage for families with one child
was 38, and for those with two children, 50.

No separate tabulations have been shown for
nonparent families, since a negligible proportion
of these families have children.

These analyses of the relative distribution of
famibies in different income categories indicate
that where increasing family size means an increase
in the number of children there is a merked nega-
tive association between income and family size.
This holds true invariably in all family types, the
negative association being relatively most merked
in one-spouse families wiih a femele head.

Income of Families Differentiated by Age of
Family Head and Number of Children

In an earlier article of this series it was demon-
strated that there is & definite association, for
families of specified size, between family income
and the age of the head of the family! It was
assumed that this association was brought about
in part by the relationship between the proportion
of children and adults in fainilies of specified size
with specified age of head. It is therefore of in-
terest to determine whether there is any associa-
tion between income and the age of the family
head for families of specified size and number of
children,

In broad outline, the nature of this relationship
in husband-end-wife families is demonstrated in
chart I. ‘The vertical scale on the chert shows the
percentage of families of specified size, with speci-
fied number of children, in each income bracket.
The horizontal scale shows the age of the family
head. It will be observed that for relief families
the curves nre, on the whole, U-shaped, except
where there are no families with heads under 25
years of age. In the income group of less than
$1,000, the U-shape is still apparent, though not

¥ Banders, Barkev 8., and Kantor, Anne @,, ibld.

Sacial Security



ns pronounced. In the income groups $1,000-
$1,999, the curves take a definite inverted U-shape;
they are relatively horizontal in the income group
$2,000-$2,999 and chow some upward tendency
in the highest income group.

The chart indicates that a relatively large pro-
portion of families with heads under the age of 25
and over age 60, and a low proportion of those
with heads in the intermediate ages, reported
relief. To o lesser extent. this is also true of
families with incomes of less than $1,000. The
inverted U-curves indicate a relatively low pro-
portion of families headed by younger and older
persons in the intermediate income groups, espe~
cially for families with children. The propor-
tions of families in the income group $2,000-$2,999

show a slight decrease with advancing age of head.
Finally, in the highest income group the curve
shows some upward tendency, especially for fami-
lies without children, indicating that at least up
to age 60 the proportion of families in this highest
income group tends to increase with increasing
age of the head of the family, In other words,
families headed by younger and by older persons
are economically lesst favored, and this is espe-
cially true for large families, Those with headsin
the intermediate ages are relatively most favored,
and this relationship holds true generally even
when family size and number of children are held
constant. The pattern of relationship indicated
in chart I depicts, in a measure, the relationship
for other family types also, except that the asso-

Chart II.—~Per capita income by type of family and age of individuals in urban single-family houscholds
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Table 6.—Per capita income by age of individuals in
all urban single-family households of specified type

[Preliminary data subject to revision}

Afe gronps (yenrs)

Type of family o5

All | Under
nges 16 16-24 | 2544 | 45-68 | 80-64 ggg
AL types. .. iiaa.. $431 $287 | $371 | 3486 | $664 | $627 | $601
Huosbaod and wife_______. | 414 201 | 368 | 467 | 541 | 608 550

Husband or wife, husband.| a8 278 | 402 ] 760 750 | E0O 760
Busband or wife, wife. -

Nooparent, male_.._.__.._
Nouoparent, female_________ 844 388 | 617 | 666 ) 923 | 783 761

+ Not estimated, becansa too few Indlviduals,

ciation in relation to age of head tends to be more
marked in one-spouse families with a female head
than in husband-and-wife families. In these
familics there is a more definitive improvement in
the income status of families with older heads as
compared with those with younger heads.

The associations observed in relation to number
of children, age of the family head, and economic
status of the family favor the hypothesis of dif-
ferential marriage and birth rates as an additional
factor in determining the income status of families
with chbildren, the major factor being the smaller
number of income producers usually found in
families of fixed size with increasing number of
children. The latter inference will be substan-
tiated more definitely in subsequent articles deal-
ing with the association between income and
number of supplementary workers in the family.

The net effect of the consistently negative asso-
ciation between presence of children in the family
and income may be shown in terms of per capita
income of children compared with that of adults

- 10

in different age groups. These results are sum-
marized in table 8 and chart II. They indicate
that per capita incomes of children are markedly
lower than those of adults in specified age groups,
and irrespective of family type they constitute less
thon half the per capita incomes received by
persons aged 60 and over,

It is important to observe that the per capita
fizures fail to differentiate families with many
children from those with one or two. If such a
differentiation were made, the per capita income
of a large proportion of children would be in still
sharper contrast to the larger per capita incomes
of older persons. It should be observed that the
per capita income given for children is also the
per capita income of the other individuals in fami-
lies with children, since there was no way of de-
tormining what portion of the family incomo was
used to provide for the needs of children. There-
fore, in these fipures adjusiment cannot be made
for the fact that the cost of living is materially
less for children than for adults, as is generally
assumed in cost-of-living studies, or for the fact
that there is an economy made possibloe in the cost
of living per individual in large families, which
are more likely to have children. Even if some
adjustment were made for these factors, the con-
clusion to be drawn from the present study would
still be that, by and large, children are econom-
ically the least favored group in our population,

® The per capits fncome estimatos were obtaloed by & weighted average
of the estimates of nonrelief and rellef per eaplta income of individusls of
specifed age In familics of specified size. The per caplta estimates for non-
rellef were obtained by constructing Mtoguency curves glving the distribution
of income for individuals of specified ege in families of specified size. This
gave the mean Income, whbich was divided by the size of the famlily to obtain
the per caplia income. For an cxplanation of the per capite eatimates of

individuals from relief families see Banders, Barkov 8., end Kantor, Anne G.,
ibid.
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