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I N AN E A R L I E R article on the findings from the 
family composition study it was shown that, in 
urban families of specified size, household income 
decreases with an increase in the number of chil­
dren under 16 years of age in the family.1 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.2 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 16, 
it is associated with low income. In families 
with a large number of adults it is associated 
with higher income, partly because there is cus­
tomarily more than one wage earner 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 percent of the child population. 
Consistent with this high relative proportion of 
children, a 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,3 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 data subject to revision] 

Type of family 1 

A l l families Single-family 
households 

Type of family 1 

Total 
number 2 

Percent 
w i t h 

children 
Total 

number 
Percent 

w i t h 
children 

A l l types 931,269 36.1 532,384 45.8 

Husband and wife 554,164 51.0 415,235 54.0 
Husband or wife, husband 63,586 10.0 20,295 13.2 
Husband or wife, wife 176,825 19.8 67,906 25.1 
Nonparent, male 62,764 9.0 13,464 .6 
Nonparent, female 73,930 9.3 15,484 .8 

1 For definitions of types of families, see footnote 3 in text. 
2 Excludes 110 families w i t h unknown 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,4 the income 
variations noted in this article may be regarded 
as typical of all urban families with children. 

3 The families studied are classified by 5 major types, as follows, according 
to the relationship of the members to the head: (1) Husband-and-wife families.— 
Families with both spouses, with or without unmarried children; (2) Hus-
band-or-wife families, husband.—Families with only the male spouse, with or 
without unmarried children; (3) Husband-or-wife families, wife.—Families 
with only the female spouse, with or without unmarried children; (4) Non-
parent families, male.—Families without either spouse, with an unmarried 
male as the head, with or without unmarried sisters and/or brothers; (5) 
Nonparent families, female.—Families without either spouse, with an unmar­
ried female as the head, with or without unmarried sisters and/or brothers. 
The head of the family was determined as follows: In husband-and-wife 
families, the husband was always designated as the head; in one-spouse 
families, the spouse; and in nonparent families, the oldest person. 

4Sanders, Barkev S., and Kantor, Anne G., 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 of 
59 for families with nine or more children. Fami­
lies were classified as being on relief if any member 
was reported 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 association holds, with minor 
exceptions, for all the nonrelief groups, the rela­
tive rate of decrease being most rapid in the 
highest income categories. The table indicates a 
consistently negative association between income 
status and the number of children in the family. 

If nonrelief families are 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 of all other sizes. 

There is some tendency for the proportion of 
families 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
sons with three children. The latter apparent 
anomaly 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] 

Number of children per family Number of 
families 1 

Income status of family 

Number of children per family Number of 
families 1 

A l l families Relief 
families 

Nonrelief families Number of children per family Number of 
families 1 

A l l families Relief 
families Under 

$1,000 $1,000-1,499 $1,500-1,999 $2,000-2,999 $3,000-4,999 $5,000 and 
over 

Tota l 519,801 100.0 16.6 29.1 23.3 15.9 10.4 3.5 1.2 

N o children 279,880 100.0 12.4 33.7 22.1 15.6 10.7 4.0 1.5 
1 child 106,595 100.0 15.2 25.0 26.0 17.9 11.4 3.5 1.0 
2 children 70,708 100.0 19.9 22.9 25.4 17.3 10.5 3.1 .9 
3 children 33,517 100.0 28.1 22.7 23.6 l4.5 8.2 2.1 .8 
4 children 15,555 100.0 36.2 21.8 2 l .2 12.1 6.6 1.6 .5 
5 children 7,458 100.0 43.4 21.4 19.0 9.5 5.2 1.2 .3 
6 children 3,692 100.0 49.1 19.0 17.3 8.9 4.6 .7 .4 
7 children 1,513 100.0 55.1 16.6 14.3 8.9 4.0 .9 .2 
8 children 603 100.0 57.1 16.9 13.3 7.8 4.1 .8 
9 children and over 280 100.0 58.9 13.9 12.2 10.7 3.9 .4 

1 Excludes 12,583 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children. 



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 
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 
income groups, while the relative proportions of 
these families in the higher income groups are 
almost negligible. For example, in families of 
three persons with two children, nearly 86 percent 
reported relief or an income of less than $1,000, 
while less than 1 percent reported incomes of 
$3,000 or more. The corresponding percentages 
for three-person families without children are 34 
and 8, respectively. 

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 increasing 
divergence with increased family size is clear. 

Size of family and number of children 

Percent of specified fami­
lies w i t h given income 
status 

Size of family and number of children 

Relief and 
under $1,000 

$3,000 and 
over 

5 persons: 
No children 25 13 

3 children 49 3 
6 persons: 

No children 20 18 
4 children 57 2 

7 persons: 
No children 19 23 
5 children 65 1 

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 income status 
[Preliminary data subject to revision] 

Size of family Number of 
families 

Income status of family 

Size of family Number of 
families 

A l l families Relief 
families 

Nonrelief families Size of family Number of 
families 

A l l families Relief 
families Under 

$1,000 $1,000-1,499 $1,500-1,999 $2,000-2,999 $3,000-4,999 $5,000 and 
over 

3 persons 1 118,615 100.0 13.6 25.3 25.9 18.2 11.9 3.9 1.2 
N o children 42,867 100.0 10.9 23.3 24.1 19.4 14.5 5.7 2.1 
1 child 72,858 100.0 13.7 26.1 27.7 18.1 10.7 2.9 .8 
2 children 2,890 100.0 49.6 35.9 8.6 3.9 1.3 .6 . 1 

4 persons 2 89,163 100.0 16.2 21.4 25.2 18.6 12.8 4.4 1.4 
N o children 20,240 100.0 10.1 16.9 22.8 21.3 18.2 7.9 2.8 
1 child 15,480 100.0 15.6 21.1 24.2 19.0 13.8 4.6 1.7 
2 children 52,004 100.0 17.5 23.1 26.9 18.0 10.6 3.0 .9 
3 children 1,438 100.0 61.7 28.6 6.5 2.1 .8 .2 . 1 
4 children 1 100.0 ( 3 ) (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) (3) 

5 persons 4 48,502 100.0 21.5 21.0 23.8 17.1 11.1 4.1 1.4 
N o children 7,433 100.0 10.4 14.6 21.2 21.6 19.2 9.9 3.1 
1 child 8,447 100.0 16.0 18.4 24.7 20.2 13.9 5.0 1.8 
2 children 8,194 100.0 21.9 21.7 23.5 17.4 10.7 3.5 1.3 
3 children 23,805 100.0 25.5 23.6 25.0 14.9 8.1 2.2 .7 
4 children 623 100.0 72.7 19.1 5.3 2.1 .6 .2 

6 persons 5 25,313 100.0 27.1 20.1 22.0 15.5 10.4 3.7 1.2 
N o children. 2,440 100.0 9.6 10.8 19.4 20.8 21.5 12.6 5.3 
1 child 3,467 100.0 16.3 15.5 22.9 21.0 16.3 6.3 1.7 
2 children 4,526 100.0 23.5 20.0 22.9 17.8 11.2 3.8 .8 
3 children 4,005 100.0 30.2 21.4 22.3 14.7 8.4 2.1 .9 
4 children 10,578 100.0 33.7 23.3 22.4 12.2 6.5 1.4 .5 

5 children 297 100.0 75.8 16.8 3.7 2.4 1.0 .3 

7 persons 6 13,345 100.0 32.2 19.5 21.1 13.6 9.3 3.2 1.1 
N o children 763 100.0 8.4 10.6 14.4 20.3 23.1 15.9 7.3 
1 child 1,206 100.0 15.3 13.4 21.8 20.7 17.3 8.8 2.7 
2 children 1,969 100.0 23.2 16.9 23.9 17.9 12.9 3.9 1.3 
3 children 2,442 100.0 30.8 19.0 22.9 15.4 9.4 1.8 .7 
4 children 2,098 100.0 37.7 19.8 21.7 12.2 6.5 1.8 .3 
5 children 4,759 100.0 41.0 23.8 20.1 9.0 5.1 .9 . 1 
6 children 108 100.0 85.2 10.2 3.7 .9 

1 Excludes 2,996 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children. 
2 Excludes 2,323 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children. 
3 N o t computed, because base is less than 25. 

4 Excludes 1,284 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children. 
5 Excludes 661 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children. 
6 Excludes 349 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children. 



in the economic status of families with one or two 
children as family size increases; simultaneous 
with increasing proportions on relief there is an in­
crease in the relative proportions of these families 
in the highest income groups. 

Variation of Income 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 husband-and-wife families of a given size, 
there is an increase in the proportion of families 
on relief as the number of children increases. 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 income 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 families in 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 from 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 one-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] 

Size of family and number of children Number of 
families 

Income status of family 

Size of family and number of children Number of 
families 

A l l families Relief 
families 

Nonrelief families Size of family and number of children Number of 
families 

A l l families Relief 
families Under 

$1,000 
$1,000-

1,499 
$1,500-

1,999 
$2,000-

2,999 
$3,000-

4,999 
$5,000 and 

over 

3 persons 
1 103,259 100.0 12.0 24.6 26.8 19.0 12.3 4.0 1.3 

No children 32,886 100.0 10.2 22.3 23.9 20.1 15.0 6.2 2.3 
1 child 70,368 100.0 12.9 25.8 28.1 18.4 11.0 3.0 .8 

4 persons 2 81,376 100.0 14.8 21.1 25.9 19.2 13.1 4.4 1.5 
No children 16,515 100.0 9.8 16.3 22.9 21.6 18.5 8.1 2.8 

1 child 13,943 100.0 13.7 20.2 24.6 19.9 14.8 5.0 1.8 
2 children 50,917 100.0 16.8 22.9 27.2 18.3 10.8 3.1 .9 

5 persons 3 44,657 100.0 20.1 21.0 24.5 17.5 11.3 4.0 1.4 
N o children 6,143 100.0 10.4 14.7 21.4 21.6 19.4 9.3 3.2 
1 child 7,713 100.0 14.8 17.9 24.8 20.8 14.5 5.3 1.9 
2 children 7,488 100.0 19.6 21.2 24.3 18.3 11.4 3.8 1.4 
3 children 23,313 100.0 24.7 23.7 25.3 15.1 8.2 2.2 .8 

6 persons 4 23,370 100.0 25.9 20.1 22.7 15.9 10.6 3.7 1.1 
No children 2,028 100.0 9.2 10.4 19.7 21.0 22.3 12.8 4.6 

1 child 3,146 100.0 15.7 15.2 22.9 21.3 16.7 6.5 1.7 
2 children 4,169 100.0 21.9 19.7 23.5 18.2 11.6 4.0 .9 
3 children 3,662 100.0 28.0 21.1 23.3 15.6 8.9 2.3 .8 
4 children 10,365 100.0 33.0 23.3 22.7 12.4 6.6 1.5 .5 

7 persons 5 12,391 100.0 31.2 19.6 21.5 13.9 9.4 3.3 1.1 
N o children 637 100.0 8.2 10.7 12.1 21.8 22.4 16.6 8.2 
1 child 1,091 100.0 15.2 13.1 21.3 20.7 17.6 9.4 2.7 
2 children 1,803 100.0 22.2 17.0 24.3 18.1 13.1 4.0 1.3 
3 children 2,275 100.0 29.6 19.0 23.6 15.7 9.5 1.9 .7 
4 children 1,937 100.0 35.9 19.6 22.4 13.0 6.8 1.9 .4 
5 children 4,648 100.0 40.4 23.8 20.5 9.1 5.2 .9 . 1 

1 Excludes 2,473 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children 
and includes 5 families w i t h 2 children. 

2 Excludes 2,083 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children 
and includes 1 family w i t h 3 children. 

3 Excludes 1,152 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children. 
4 Excludes 603 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children. 
5 Excludes 318 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children. 



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 differences ob­
served in the husband-and-wife families. For 
instance, in families of three without children, 13 
percent reported 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 there is a concentration of families with a large 

number of children in the lowest income groups, 
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 

[Preliminary data subject to revision] 

Size of family and number of children Number 
of families 

Income status of family 

Size of family and number of children Number 
of families 

A l l families Relief 
families 

Nonrelief families Size of family and number of children Number 
of families 

A l l families Relief 
families Under 

$1,000 
$1,000-
1,499 

$1,500-
1,999 

$2,000-
2,999 

$3,000-
4,999 

$5,000 and 
over 

Husband or wife, husband 

3 persons 1 2,154 100.0 20.1 23.4 22.7 16.9 10.8 4.7 1.4 
No children 1,510 100.0 13.4 23.0 24.1 18.2 13.4 6.2 1.7 
1 child 385 100.0 29.9 25.2 21.8 15.6 5.7 1.0 .8 
2 children 259 100.0 44.0 23.5 16.2 11.6 3.1 1.2 .4 

4 persons 2 1,196 100.0 21.6 19.1 21.1 16.5 13.7 5.7 2.3 
No children 624 100.0 9.9 17.0 20.7 20.0 19.9 8.7 3.8 
1 child 255 100.0 26.7 19.6 22.3 15.7 10.6 4.7 .4 
2 children 176 100.0 38.6 18.8 22.7 12.0 5.7 1.1 1.1 
3 children 141 100.0 42.6 28.4 18.4 8.5 2.1 

5 persons 3 709 100.0 25.7 16.4 21.4 17.6 11.3 6.2 1.4 
No children 272 100.0 9.6 12.9 19.5 22.4 18.7 13.2 3.7 
1 child 155 100.0 28.4 13.5 24.5 18.1 12.9 2.6 
2 children 139 100.0 31.7 22.3 23.0 18.0 3.6 1.4 
3 children 83 100.0 42.2 22.9 21.7 8.4 3.6 1.2 
4 children 60 100.0 55.0 16.6 18.3 6.7 1.7 1.7 

6 persons 4 338 100.0 32.0 16.6 16.0 15.7 11.8 4.1 3.8 
No children 86 100.0 11.6 16.3 19.8 16.3 16.3 9.3 10.4 
1 child 64 100.0 23.4 10.9 17.2 23.5 18.8 3.1 3.1 
2 children 63 100.0 41.3 14.3 9.5 17.5 11.1 6.3 
3 children 64 100.0 37.5 20.3 20.3 12.5 6.3 3.1 
4 children 30 100.0 60.0 20.0 10.0 6.7 3.3 
5 children 31 100.0 48.4 22.6 12.9 9.7 6.4 

Husband or wife, wife 

3 persons 5 11,917 100.0 26.4 31.5 19.6 11.9 7.7 2.3 0.6 
No children 7,217 100.0 14.5 27.6 25.1 16.8 11.7 3.4 .9 

1 chi ld 2,078 100.0 37.5 38.0 15.4 6.4 2.2 .4 . 1 
2 children 2,622 100.0 50.2 37.1 7.9 3.1 1.1 .5 . 1 

4 persons 6 6,154 100.0 33.9 26.0 16.9 11.3 8.2 2.8 1.0 
N o children 2,705 100.0 12.8 20.5 23.2 19.5 16.2 5.9 1.9 
1 chi ld 1,256 100.0 34.9 30.5 19.9 10.0 3.6 .7 .5 
2 children 898 100.0 52.8 32.5 10.7 2.7 1.2 . 1 
3 children 1,295 100.0 63.8 28.6 5.3 1.5 .6 .2 . 1 

5 persons 7 3,001 100.0 41.8 21.3 14.5 10.1 7.4 4.2 .7 
N o children 910 100.0 11.4 15.6 20.5 19.8 17.7 13.1 1.9 
1 chi ld 562 100.0 29.7 26.2 23.5 12.4 7.1 .7 .4 
2 children 559 100.0 51.5 27.2 12.7 5.5 2.7 .2 .2 
3 children 407 100.0 67.6 22.1 5.9 3.0 .7 .7 
4 children 563 100.0 74.6 19.4 3.9 1.6 .5 

6 persons 8 1,560 100.0 45.4 20.2 13.1 9.9 6.6 3.3 1.5 
N o children 299 100.0 12.7 11.7 18.0 20.1 18.4 12.4 6.7 
1 child 252 100.0 21.4 20.6 23.8 17.5 11.9 4.0 .8 
2 children 289 100.0 42.6 23.9 16.9 11.1 4.8 .7 
3 children 275 100.0 57.5 26.2 10.2 4.3 .7 .7 .4 
4 children 179 100.0 69.8 24.6 3.9 1.1 .6 
5 children 266 100.0 78.9 16.2 2.6 1.5 .4 .4 

1 Excludes 85 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children. 
2 Excludes 43 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children. 
3 Excludes 33 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children. 
4 Excludes 1 8 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children. 

5 Excludes 358 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children. 
6 Excludes 187 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children. 
7 Excludes 91 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children. 
8 Excludes 38 families w i t h unknown income and/or number of children. 



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 

For one-spouse families with the wife as the 
head, the relationships are similar to those ob­
served 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 
families in different income categories indicate 
that where increasing family size means an increase 
in the number of children there is a marked nega­
tive association between income and family size. 
This holds true invariably in all family types, the 
negative association being relatively most marked 
in one-spouse families with a female 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 a definite association, for 
families of specified size, between family income 
and the age of the head of the family.5 It was 
assumed that this association was brought about 
in part by the relationship between the proportion 
of children and adults in families 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-and-wife families is demonstrated in 
chart I . The vertical scale on the chart 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 are, 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 

5Sanders, Barkev S., and Kantor, Anne G., ibid. 



as 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 show 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 a 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 least favored, and this is espe­
cially true for large families. Those with heads in 
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 households 



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

[Preliminary data subject to revision] 

Type of family 

Age groups (years) 

Type of family 
A l l 
ages 

Under 
16 16-24 25-44 45-59 60-64 

65 
and 
over 

A l l types $431 $287 $371 $486 $564 $627 $601 

Husband and wife 414 291 366 467 541 605 550 
Husband or wife, husband 626 276 402 759 750 800 760 
Husband or wife, wife 434 230 328 481 552 643 655 
Nonparent, male 940 ( 1 ) 677 1,084 937 794 741 
Nonparent, female 868 368 677 965 923 783 751 

1 N o t estimated, because too few individuals. 

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 
families 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 children, 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 

in different age groups.6 These results are sum­
marized in table 6 and chart I I . 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 
than half the per capita incomes received by 
persons aged 60 and over. 

It is important to observe that the per capita 
figures 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
termining what portion of the family income was 
used to provide for the needs of children. There­
fore, in these figures adjustment 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 possible 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. 

6 The per capita income estimates were obtained by a weighted average 
of the estimates of nonrelief and relief per capita income of individuals of 
specified age in families of specified size. The per capita estimates for non-
relief were obtained by constructing frequency curves giving the distribution 
of income for individuals of specified age in families of specified size. This 
gave the mean income, which was divided by the size of the family to obtain 
the per capita income. For an explanation of the per capita estimates of 
individuals from relief families see Sanders, Barkev S., and Kantor, Anne G., 
ibid. 


