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

Household heads who grew up as members of
large families and/or as natwes of small towns
or rural areas tend to have less education and are
more hkely to be poor than thoge coming from
small families and/or large citiea Data to support
these conclugions have been drawn from two snde-
pendent sources—a 8pecial Social Securily Admn-
wstration aupplement to the April 1968 Current
Population Survey and findings from the Retwe-
ment History Study conducted by the Socwal Secu-
rity Admanistration

IN OUR SOCIETY, economic well-bemng 15 di-
rectly related to earning capacity, and earning
capacity 1n turn s highly associated with age and
educational attainment Accordingly, poverty is
more common among the aged whose work time
18 largely over and the youngsters whose time has
not yet come than among persons in their middle
years In hke fashion, men and women without
a high school diploma have a harder time keeping
their families above the poverty line—particu-
larly 1f the family 1s large—than persons who
stayed 1 school long enough to qualify for
higher-paying jobs

‘We have long known that childhood n a large
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 1nto old age Unlike the only
child or one with just one brother or sister, a
youngster from a family with four or more
brothers and sisters 1s apt to leave school early,
have less chance to become a professional, face
raising a family on an madequate mcome, and

)

* Ihvision of Supplemental Security Studies, Office
of Research and Statistles The authors gratefully
acknowledge the efforts of Gloria F Holmes for the
computer programming that created the matched data
tape and for general computational assistance and the
work of Barbarz L. McKethan who programmed tabu-
lationg from the Retirement History Study The article
is adapted, with permission, from a paper presented
in the Proceedings of the 13th Awnual Meeting of the
American Statigtical Association (Atlenta, Ga )}, August
25-28, 1975 .
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stand a greater chance of a poverty-stricken old
age Such patterns of fate suggest themselves, in
varymg degree, for white and black alike, for
both men and women, and for natives of large
cities as well as those born on farms or in small
towns

There will, of course, always be some Americans
who are offered less than others, 1n 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

Since 1947 the Census Bureau has published
annual mcome distributions for families and un-
related individuals in the United States, classified
by a variety of economic and demographic char-
acteristics These distributions relate to money
mecome before taxes as reported i household
interviews with a representative national sample
of the population The income statistics have been
used—and no doubt abused—in a variety of ways
to assess the relative economic well-bemg of
diverse population groups Increasingly in recent
years, focus has been on the number and char-
acteristics of the poor with a view to identifying
predisposing factors commonly associated with
low 1ncome status and, 1f possible, to suggest bases
for remedial action In pomnt of fact, much of the
ongoing work has served to quantify or corrobor-
ate facts already known rather than to discover
new ones Fven at that, much of what we pre-
sumably “know” remains, like a Scotch verdict,
“not, proven ” One reason for the moot state of
some set theorems 1s that available data for a
famuly (or mndividual) refer only to the “recap”
for a given year As such, the income data con-
ceal fluctuations during the year and reveal noth-
ing about what went before or 1s likely to come
after Some longitudinal studies have begun, but
none have yet spanned the entire spectrum from
childhood to old age The annual poverty analyses
share 1n these limitations

The poverty definition currently used n official
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Bureau of the Census statistics 1s a money income
criterion only It has as its base a matrix of pre-
sumed mcome needs or poverty thresholds for
families of different size and composition, first
published by the Social Security Admimstration
m 1965 * The matrix 1itself, however, 15 derived
from normative concepts of outlays for food 1n
relation to money income originally enunciated in
July 1963 m an article 1n the BuLierin entitled
“Chaldren of the Poor ” That discussion included
the following assertion

There 8 a growing awareness that as the Nation
grows richer the dollar gap between the average
income and the income of our poorest citizens
widens . When guch poverty befslls families
rearing children—the citizens of the future—the
soclal consequences reach far beyond the present
deprivation?

Obvious enough to seem almost platitude, that
assertion nevertheless remained largely a hypothe-
s1s A subsequent article, “The Aged Negro and
s 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 therr manifest destiny ® That was but another
enuncation of econventional wisdom, and eonven-
tional wisdom, to be sure, 1s 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 1s
made here on work in progress that seems to
quantify mn economic terms the thesis that what
happens to the child lingers on m the man The
evidence, to be sure, remains incomplete and
largely circumstantial An indisputable verdict
must come only after long longitudinal study,
well-designed and contamnmng all the right ques-
tions, or from an mgemous well-designed retro-
spective probe The data now under analysis,
labortously snipped from this survey and that,
can suggest at most avenues warranting further
mquiry As an alternative form of outcome analy-
s1s, they can mdicate only the orders of magni-
tude and direction of differences rather than exact

1 Mollie Orshansky, “Counting the Poor Another Look
at the Poverty Profile,” Social Security Bulleltn, January
1965

®Mollie Orshansky, “Children of the Poor,” Social
Securtty Bulletin, July 1963

* Mollle Orshansky, “The Aped Negro and His Income,”
Social Security Bulletin, February 1964
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" 'TABLE 1 ~~Persons with income below poverty level, by age,

1974
[Numbers in millions]
Persons poor 1
Age Al
persons
Number Percent
Allages. .. . .. ... .o e .- 209 3 243 116
Under18 . .| _. - e mmaes es 8 102 58
In famiiles with—
Malehead__. . ... .. . 558 43 &7
Fomale head .., - ae va a aem 108 84 5L 5
1s-54% | _ . _ __. _ . — 102 & 89 87
BG~64 [ - e e e e = 19 5 18 95
@sorolder ... __ . ... .. .. .. 211 83 15 7
Infamilies... . .. __. . _ . . 144 25 174
Unrelated individuals . . .. _. 65 21 318
Men_....__ . dmee ar == 18 4 28
WOINBNa = oo & v oan e e ae L.3] 17 832

1 Income of family or unrelated individual below appropriate pove
threshold for tamily #ize and composition PRIoR poverty

1 Includes 327,000 unrelated Individuals, family heads, or wives under
2go 18, of whom 195,000 are poor

Source Bureau of the Cengus, “Money Intome and Poverty Status of
Familles and Persons in the United States, 1974," Curreni Population Re-
ports, Berles P-60, No 99, July 1975

dimensions—not only because the scope 18 limited,
but because m an upward mobile and changing
soclety the mtensity of relationships will perforce
change over time

POVERTY STATISTICS FOR 1974

The annual poverty series, available for 1959
and subsequent years, continues to pomt up the
young and the old as more vulnerable to poverty
than persons 1n the middle years (table 1) ¢ The
numbers continue to show, despite much 1mprove-
ment, that children in large families are two or
three times as likely to be growing up poor as
children 1 small families; families of a head—
man or woman, white or black—with little formal
schooling are subject to a risk of poverty much
greater than families of a head who has at least
a hagh 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 1n 20 of the smaller families, with a
woman as head, three-fourths of the families with
five or more children were poor, compared with
one-third of those with one or two youngsters

‘Bureau of the Census, Curreni Population Reports,
Heries P60, No 99, July 1973
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Taere 2 —Percent of famulies with income helow poverty
level, by presence of children and sex of famuly head, 1974

TasLE 3 —Percent of familes with income below poverty
level, by educational attainment of head, 1974

Percent poor ! Percent poor *
Educational

Children under age 18 Al With Fith sttainment Al with itk

me. male m emala

tamilies head head tamilies B fove)
Allfamilies . . . e e 92 57 828 Head aged 35 or older._ - - B 58 29 8
No ckildren - - - - 51 47 83 Not high school graduate . .. ... . 151 108 401
Bome children —o.. - oo . .o - 12 4 LR] 43 8 Elementary schoolonly . . . 187 129 3748
-2 . .. - e e e = 95 45 36 & Bome high school ... - - 127 44 43 3
3 ... . . - . o 15 9 g9 55 0 High school graduate. . . . . 44 23 196
& or more . e a- - 27 213 %3 ooollege ..., _ ... ... . 60 34 230
Any college. . _ . .. - 31 212 131

! Family income helow appropriate poverty threshold for family size and
composition

Bource Ses table 1

(table 2) All told, in 1974 fewer than 1 in 10 of
all families with children mcluded as many as
five or more, but youngsters from familes this
large accounted for 8 1n 10 of all children counted
poor

In like fashion, poverty rates for families
classified by educational attainment of the head
ranged from 8 percent for heads completing at
least 1 year of college to 17 percent for those who
had at most gone through elementary schoel To
put 1t more bluntly, in our credential society, a
high school! diploma 1s almost a prerequisite to
any decent-paying job® In 1974, families with a
head with no such diploma were three 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 1s the fact
of the lower income prevailing among families
residing 1 rural areas and small towns than
among those in large cities or theiwr suburbs

NEW GQUESTIONS FROM APRIL 1968 CP$S

What connection might one make between these
sets of facts? Education of the parent 1s known
to influence that of the children It has been noted
too—or surmised—that persons with higher edu-
cation seem more successful in keeping the size
of their family within the limits they prefer And,
as 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-

® 8ee Morris Cobern, Claude Salem, and Selma Mush-
kin, Indwotors of Educationel Outcome, Fall 1972,
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, National
Center for Educational Statistles, 1973
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1 See table 2, footnote 1
Source See fablal

ren 1n more fortunate circumstances® It seems
reasonable to postulate that the larger the family,
the Jess likely 1t 1s that children will get to
college or perhaps even to finish high school It
seems plausible, too, that children born in areas
where families tend to be relatively large and
income small—as 1 small towns or rural areas—
might get less opportunity for an education than
children more selective 1n their choice of a paren-
tal home !

To 1mvestigate such a possibility, the Social
Security Adminmistration arranged to add two
questions on the April 1968 Current Population
Survey * Household heads (wheo by definition must
erther head a primary famly or be living as a
primary unrelated individual) were asked how
many brothers and sisters they had when they
were growmg up and where they were born, as
to both geography and degree of urbamization
Other tems such as current residence, occupation,
education, and the hke were already being ascer-
tained as a matter of course

It has taken & long tmme—too long—for the
information to be coded, and the analysis 1s still
not completed Moreover, m order to associate
1967 family income with the new questions, only
heads also mterviewed mn March 1968 could be
studied The number of sample households was
thus reduced to three-fourths the number m a
normal CPS, and there were problems of appro-
priate weights for the households matched ¥ Then
there are the exclusions Most men normally be-

* Mollle Orshansky, “Recounting the Poor A Five-Year
Review,” Socwal Security Bulletin, April 1965

"For this preliminary report, the assigned welght for
each household matched in the March-April 1368 tapes
represents the March CPS weight expanded by 133



come head of a household or a family—by
Census Bureau’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 1n this study are incomplete In March
1974, for example, the designation “household
head” would sgo identify 5 out of 6 of all men
aged 18 or older—two-thirds of those under age
35, and 95 percent of those aged 35 or older By
contrast, the same designation includes only about
1 1 4 of all women aged 18 or older, ranging
from only 1 1n 6 for those 18-34 to about 4 1n §
of those 65 or older

From hindsight (inspired even more by see-
ing the results) it 1s clear, too, that the classifica-
tion of urbanization may be mmprecise The nter-
pretation of the categories will necessarily change

with the passage of time The respondent was
asked.

Was born In—
& suburb near a large city
a large city (250,000 or more)
a middle or small size eity (50,000-250,000)
a small eity (under 50,000)
the open country but not on a farm
on a farm

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
dufficulties with the answers to the questions The
“standard metropolitan statistical area™ concept
of mner city and suburb 1s new Many adults—
mm particular, the older ones—reportmg birth-
place as 1 “a suburb near a large city,” obviously
were referring to the nearest city they could
think of to 1dentify 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 n 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
shine through Data from other special surveys

and the Decennial Census of 1970 are also being
studied to test some of the findings but cannot
all be detalled here This is a report of work
st1ill i progress Starting first with the men. Ten
percent of all male primary individuals and
family heads were poor in 1967, under the official
mcome criteria that take account of family size
and composttion * Classified by place of birth and
number of brothers and sisters in the childhood
home, the proportion of male household heads 1n
poverty ranged from 4 percent for those born in
a large city, and with no brothers or sisters or
only one m the childhood family, to 20 percent
for men born on a farm and growing up with at
least s1x brothers and sisters, as the illustrative
figures from table 4 below indicate*

Percent poor among male household heads,
by number of sbllngs
Place of birth
-1 -3 45 6 or mora
Allages ... . __ . 7 8 n 14
Large eity .. - . 4 5 7 7
Middlesize elty . _. . -] ] L] 9
Small ofty _ — - ] g 8 10
Buburb near large city _ 8 5 & 9
Open eountry..... . . 10 10 18 15
Farm .. .o e e v .. 16 & 18 20

Some of these differences obviously are not in
themselves statistically sigmificant, but the fact
that the pattern holds more or less for family
heads and unrelated mdividuals separately and
for the three broad age groups used for summar-
zation—namely, under age 35, aged 35-54, and
aged 55 and older—is significant Even more re-
vealing 13 the fact that the mncidence of poverty
i each subgroup tended to rise as the reported
number of brothers and sisters rose (table 5),

Households Headed by Women

A smmilar pattern holds, too, with just enough
exceptions to make 1t look good, for women as
well as men, young as well as old, even though

*Data on poverty status for 1987 as reported here do
not replicate statistics previously published—as in Census
Report P-60, No 68 The present analysis iIs limited only
to heads of primary families and primary individuals
in the Current Population Survey sample for both March
and April 1968 Moreover, the March 1968 tape itself has
been corrected by SSA to remove some observed errors
in income codes
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TAsLE 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

Male housshold beads, by urbanfzation of place of birth ?
Educsational attalnment ! and
number of siblings Middle or Suburb near
Total Large city amaill-siza Bmall city l;rtge Open country| ~Farm
cliy ¥
All male housshold heads
Total nzmber (in thousands) . . e em e 43,375 8,608 4,840 14,205 2,539 8,319 9,765
Educational attalnment, total peresnt __ . __ 106 1c0 100 100 100 100 100
Elementary schocl only-a. o oo - an - oo oe 20 18 17 24 26 43 49
Some highschool . .. . . cee wc - - o e 17 17 17 18 17 19 18
High school graduate . . .. .. .c. .. . . 30 32 35 32 20 25 H
Anycollege . | L ciiee ae cn e e oma ea e 24 85 31 26 23 13 11
Number of siblings, total percent . .. . __ .. _ 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
o O 23 33 29 23 1] 18 12
B8t ce e s ee mmmem wem o ma m e wm e 30 34 34 a3z 28 24 24
o wmm Mm = ce ce ah e me me mm o oem ee = 2% 18 20 21 i7 25
GOrmoTe.. oo ce = cc me = - wmw e e oae a 26 15 17 4 16 33 41
Percent poor in 1967 #
Al households. c.oc « ¢ oo oo mae e aee - 10 5 L] B 7 13 18
Fducational attainment
Elementary 8ehool only oacee - oo an mem cw - 21 15 17 17 18 a2
Bome high gcheol .. . . .0 .. .. o0 o0 oo - oo 8 ] 5 7 6 11 13
High school graduate coocc ccc cn en e o coe ee oe 5 8 8 4 4 4 9
Anyecollege - .. cicce . aer en ooe - . 4 3 4 4 2 3 4
Number of siblings
ma® = ma A 4e me mm s = e oma = e= e == = 7 4 5 [i] 8 10 16
cem e = a2 mmmr sean e m = e we me 8 5 5 [:] 5 10 15
b e e smee s b e s e me - 11 7 ] 8 8 18 18
GOrmMOre. _ .. . -r eu a car v ww men as 14 7 9 10 8 15 2

I Defined as highest grade completed Elementary, 8 vears of echooling or
Jess, some high schoel, 9-11 years, high school graduate, 12 years, any collége,
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 famly
heads—and 1n Census parlance this means women
with no husband present 1n a famly 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 1 therwr 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, 1f not already for other reasons, must be
taken almost as an anticipated stage 1n the hife
cycle The large number of elderly women hiving
alone 1 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
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! Population In large eity, 250,000 or more, middle or small-size ¢ity,
50,000-250,000, and small eity, less than #0,000 persons
¥ge0'table 3, footnate 1

.

be added the growmg problem of the young
family with children but with no father m the
home Increasingly, women of all ages, whether
by cholce or necessity, now assume major respon-
stbility for themselves and their families 'What-
ever the resultant satisfactions or disappoint-
ments to the women themselves or their children,
there 1s no doubt that the generally inferior m-
come status of a woman’s household poses a
challenge for public policy, the more so becanse
their number 1s increasing.

Between March 1960 and March 1975, house-
holds consisting of families headed by a woman,
or a woman hving as an mdividual, increased
number from 1 1 every 5 American households to
1 1n every 4 Even more important, households
likely to be poor showed the greatest rise* Women
Living by themselves represented 15 percent of all
households 1 1975 but only 10 percent in 1960
One out of 6 of all famhes with children 1n 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
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TasLr 5 —Place of birth and number of siblings Percentage distnbution of household heads, by age and sex, March 1968

Household heads, by utbanization of place of birth

Age of head and number
of siblings Middle-or Suburb near
- Total Large elty small-size Bmall city largs Open country Farm
city city
7 ) Male head
Total number, under 35 {(in thousands) - 10 B74 2,851 1,582 5,742 835 802 1,561
Total pereent . . . - a e - 190 100 100 100 100 100 100
Numbher of siblings
[ - ee . - - = e e s 29 40 3 28 38 18 15
b T “mee . e = - e e - 35 35 38 a7 a3 30 30
5. . e re s e e p om e 18 L] 16 19 16 23 21
Gormora . - . - e e . . 18 9 14 18 13 28 3
-~ Totsl nurnber, 3554 (in thousands) . . — 18 651 3,855 2,182 8 266 1,134 1323 3,821
Total pereent .. _ - - - — 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
s Numher of siblings
01 .. e e e cea = v a woes .- 28 34 20 24 35 16 12
o — . - - - . . 30 a5 34 31 31 25 23
5 .. . e m = = ome . — o a- 20 17 20 21 17 24 23
6 or more .. . .n .- 25 14 17 24 17 35 40
Total number, 55 or older {in thousands). 13 849 2 201 1,206 4,197 769 1,194 4 282
Total percent . . . .. . 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Number of siblings
-1 ... .. . . e .. 18 2], 20 18 44 15 10
3. . .. . . c e e m e e = 26 32 31 2B 21 23 22
45 .. . .. . . . . m e e - 24 22 25 25 14 20 24
Gormore | _ . .. e e e e e = 32 2 : 23 0 18 35 44
4 Female head
Total number, ander 35 (in thousands} 1 883 457 251 521 134 a7 192
Total percent_... - - 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Number of siblings
1. ... . .- - e e e 0 35 32 25 57 20 14
- - - 33 37 39 33 28 33 20
-6 .. . . P 17 12 18 21 7 28 24
§ or more ...... P 19 18 13 2% i 13 42
“ Total number, 35-54 (in thousands) . . - 199 750 349 1,041 190 254 615
Totalpercent .. . . .. . - 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Number of siblings 5
0-1._.. . - . - - - .- e e 25 35 26 23 47 19 14
3 ... . ce e e - . - .- 8 3L 33 0 17 29 2l
-5 . .. e o m e e PR " 21 17 23 22 17 17 22
4 or more . - . - . f 26 17 13 25 19 35 43
Total humber, 55 or glder {in thousands) . . §,858 1 068 805 2,012 304 509 1 981
Totalpercent .. « . - w -. . . - 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Number of siblings
- m—— - - - - - 18 26 19 17 40 13 L]
—— . . - . - — - - 28 3l a3 29 19 23 21
| TR . . - - - 23 21 22 25 16 27 22
8 or more ——— —— - - . - 33 2 26 29 il 37 492

1 1

Asa consequence, both the number and charac-
teristics of the poverty population underwent
change 1n this period On the basis of 1974 1ncome,
a total of nearly 10 million families and unrelated
individuals were counted poor If, however, all
household types had increased i number at the
same rate since 1960—with nothing else chang-
mg—there might have been a million fewer poor
households 1n 1974 More 1mportant 1s the fact
that the “extra” poor households were all headed
by a woman Accordingly, of the households ac-

tually poor m 1974, 5 6 million were headed by
a woman, a third more than the 42 million that
might have been The total number of persons
counted poor 1 1974 ncluded 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 1f the
distribution of famihes and individuals by sex,

SOCIAL SECURITY



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 prevailng mn 1974 It s
worth recalling here that, by the numbers, a
woman, whatever her age and family status, has
a higher risk of poverty than a man m a similar
situation '

In the unliberated days of yesteryear, the in-
come position of an older woman reflected 1n
large measure how well her husband had been able
to provide for her as a wife during hig Iifetime
or as a widow after his death In some measure,
1t 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 1t on her own There appears to be
a third way that works for women as well as men
Lake a man, a woman, early in her life, can settle
her economic status i 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 1illustrate

* Percent poor among femala household heads,
Age and by number of siblings
place of birth
™ 01 2-3 46 6 or more

Family head

Under3s . _. 41 48 57 59

3554 - . 25 24 a1 42
Unrelated individuals

55 or older, .- 43 48 52 81

Place of birth M

Large city - s 38 40 35 49

8mall clty 43 48 31 58

Farm or open country 45 b7 60 66

Size of Childhood Family and Educational
Attainment

Although time and space’preclude detailing
all the findings here, 1t should be evident that the
relationship between prevalence of poverty among
adults and the number of brothers and sisters 1n
their childhood family 1s neither fortuitous nor
obscure A search for explanatory variables seems
mn order and at least one does present itself It 1s
educational attainment, itself correlated with
mcome and poverty risk, that provides the hink
between the size of the childhood family and the
adulthood mcome Among men aged 55 or older
who were household heads 1n 1968, for example,
half had not gone beyond elementary school and
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Tapre 8 —Trends in hiving arrangements and poverty Aetual
and theoretical profile in 1974! for distnbution by type of
household standardized as of 1959

Number {In millions) | Percentage distributlon
Typs of househald and
age of head
Actual |Theoretical| Actual |Theorotieal
Households poor in 1974 2
Totald.. _ ... .. 99 B 7 100 0 1000
Male head [ 44 45 40 516
Under 65_., - v 34 35 339 401
Unrelated individual 12 8 123 g1
Family head.... . . 22 27 21 8 310
Number of children
Nene... . . . 8 4 68 [N
1-2.... . . T T 89 B¢
e o e e = i) 8 60 97
Sormore ... . 3 8 29 83
85 or older .- 10 10 101 1ns
Unrelated individual 4 4 ae 43
Family head __.. . .. 4 ) 62 72
Female head.... .. . [N 42 860 48 4
Under 65 . - a7 ‘20 Ll 33 2
Unrelated individual . 15 14 155 15 8
Family head.__ _ 22 15 222 17 6
Number of children
None .. .. . 1 1 13 16
12 e o oo ae 12 7 118 82
3-4... .. .. ] 5 a8 52
Bormore ., . . 3 2 28 26
85 or older P 18 13 123 182
Unrelated indlvidual . 17 11 16 9 - 131
Family head ..... . 1 2 14 21
Persons in poor households in 1974 1
Total, a)l ages .. R 243 251 100 0 100 0
In male households _ .. 125 127 Bl 5 586
In female households . _ 118 0 4 48 5 41 4
Under 18, . e e 10 2 11 420 44 3
In male familles 48 T2 19 8 28 ¢
In female familles _ 54 38 22 2 15 4
1364 4 PR 108 1o 44 3 ‘41 0
850rolder. . - 33 29 138 17
In families - 12 14 51 58
Untelated individuals . 21 ., 15 88 61
11 S 4 4 18 185
Women .uua. . 17 11 60 46

14 Actual” poor represents pumber designated poor in the March 1975
Current Population Burvey, *‘theoretical ' poor represents number that
would be so designated with the distribution by household type standardized
a5 of 1959 but with the proverty rates by type prevailing in 1974

3 8ee table 1, footnote 1 !

3 Represents families and nnrelated individusls

™ 4Includes persons under age 18 living as an rorelated indtvidual, family

bead, or wife of a head

i

only 1 m 7 went to college But the percentages
change dramatically with family size With no
more than one brother or sister in the childhood
family, 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
g1x or more brothers or sisters, 2 out of 3 failed
to get past grade school and only 1 1n 12 got to
college . .

These are, to be sure, older men and things are
better now, aren’t they? They may be, 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 35 35-54 55 or older
Allages . | _ . . . 27 41 87
o1 - ... .. - - 14 25 82
23 . . - - . - 21 33 58
45 . - - . 34 49 70
Sormore _ . - . - 62 a2 BO

Another indicator of how size of family affects
educational opportumty 1s the fact that, all told,
nearly half the household heads under age 35
with fewer than two brothers or sisters had
attended college, compared with only a tenth of
those with six or more siblings (table 7) Ad-
mittedly, some of the younger men, particularly
those not yet family heads, will go on to get more
schooling than they now have, but 1t 15 unlikely
that the differentials already evident will dis-
appear altogether

When the men who are household heads are
classified further as heads of families and un-
related ndividuals, the pattern of “the more
brothers and sisters the less education” repeats
sometimes even more sharply. It 1s evident for
women household heads mn each category as well
And for each subgroup the corresponding poverty
rates behave as one would expect—the more
brothers and sisters m childhood, the less educa-
tion, and, accordingly, the greater the lhikelihood
of low mcome m adult hife (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 as good as any tests Statistical
continuity 1s no accident

PLACE OF BIRTH AND RESIDENCE

The data so far tabulated suggested, too, that
being born 1n a small town 1s an added high-risk
factor as far as educational attainment 1s con-
cerned and carries an accompanying greater risk
of adult poverty. The extent of relationship 1s
somewhat constramed by the particular urbam-
zation classes used 1n the questionnaire Changing
residence patterns may now impose greater
hazards on youngsters born in a ghetto area 1n
the central city of a metropolitan area than on

a8

those born m 1ts suburbs Children born in very
large cittes may no longer have the edge on
natives of middle-sized cities In addition, enough
moving about by families occurs today so that
perhaps questions on place of birth need supple-
mentation with place of residence durmng school
age We must acknowledge probable differences 1n
the quality of education offered from place to
place that may affect both motivation to continue
schooling and eventual economic performance
One can hope that such considerations may be
taken into account i fature research

For now, 1t seems safe to affirm that, desp:ite
the limitations noted, persons born in rural areas
and small towns continue by and large to receive
less formal schooling-—age for age, sex for sex,
family size for famly size—than persons born
m large eities This difference can be 1llustrated
for men under age 85 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 mobihty in the greening
of America With no brothers or sisters or only
one, more than half of those born in a large city
had attended college, compared with less than a
third of the young men born i 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 1n a rural place
The figures below are for men under age 35 who
headed a primary family i March-April 1968

Male family heads under age 35,
by number of ajblings
Place of birth Percent not high school Percent with any
graduntes eollege
gdor gor
01 ] 23| 45 more| &1 | 28 | 45 more
10 13 30 84 53 42 28 18
Mm;fdle-size elty .. 13 18 28 48 53 a2 a5 12
Small elty 14 2 30 82 45 a5 22 10
Buburb near large
clty - 24 17 H| o 36 47 24 M
Open tountry or
farm . - 22 32 44 59 27 21 16 €

1 Base too srasll to calenlate percentages

EDUCATION AND RACE

Clearly, race must be considered 1n any analy-
81s 1nasmuch as 1t continues even today to affect

SOCIAL SECURITY



TasLe 7 —Urbamezation of birthplace
hold heads and percent poor 1n 1967, fyy age, March 1968

educational attamment, and number of mblngs Percentage distribution of male house-

Age of male head, by number of siblinga
Place of birth 1 and Under 38 85-54 55 or older
educational attalnment ?
8or gor 8or
b-1 2~3 5 | more 0-1 2-3 5 more | 01 2-3 +5 | mora
All male household heads

All places, total percent.. ... .. e o w--.| 1000] 1000]| 1W000] 2000| 1000 1000 1000 1000| 100 0f 100 0| 1000 100 ¢
Elementary school only 47 i34 13 2 240 107 18 2 273 301 a6 9 419 5 4 851
Some high school _ ... 97 148 203 281 141 14 @ a1 s 25 15 8 185 158 14 4
High school graduate. .. 37 9 427 430 a8 4 35 3 35 4 327 26 4 233 22 4 17 6 1290
Anyeollege .. .. ... 76 360 25 85 399| 38L5 185 119 23 19 2 123 B

Large city, totalpercent .. .. -... ... - .| 1000 1000| 1000] 1000) 1000| 1000 2000} 1000| 1000| 1000 000 10 0
Elpmentary schoolonly .. . . - .. ... - - 23 a2 LR ns 54 9B 147 235 T 317 44 5 [N ]
Bome DIgh 86H60l ..., e & ce oi = vew = an cmm 31 141 27 217 11 2 18 4 21 8 20 6 170 178 211 27
High school graduste ee e me am 4e ew mem == o] BB 0 408 42 3 48 8 330 333 379 338 273 b 17 2 159
Any collsge... .. o wmen e me e mm = mee 53 & 42 2 2 3 181 80 4 40 8 256 16 2 p- ] 2719 17 2 130

Middle- or small-gize city, total percent ... ._. 1000 WOD| 1000) 1000| 1000| 1000] 1W00| WC| WOO| 1600] 1000 100 ¢
Elementary only . {4 27 97 17 4 62 76 14 8 30 3 26 8 327 39 2 518
Bome high school . _ 88 14 6 17 2 288 12 3 16 8 24 8 2 8 14 0 177 19 7 218
High school graduate 333 44 § 33 6 40 7 38 3 a7 8 303 20 4 259 28 9 23 ¢ 172
Anyeolle€e .. .. . . . e cen ce eem mm oam =ee] B35 38 8 348 120| 432) 380 213 1346 324 207 172 04

Bmall city, total percent __ .. ccooe oocoee o= .. | 1000)] 1000| WO0O0| 1000 1W0O0| 1000} 1000 1000| 1000 1000 1000 100 0
Elementary school only . .. oo e ee « o o == 492 72 127 206 88 14 2 250 317 200 371 838 5790
Bome high 8chool . .. . oo s cevecammeccammannn - LR 140 171 817 14 9 16 4 213 23 9 17 4 178 16 8 16 8
High school graduate. - - —. . o - oo = cm s a8 2 42 3 47 4 378 3546 380 34 2 28 8 248 4 21 8 14 5
Anyeollega_ .. _ e o . JR Y A 36 5 28 100 40 8 3l 4 19 4 15 5 280 2009 158 11 1

Buburb near largs city, total percent. .. ....-- -] 1000| 1000] 1000] J00Q| 1000} 1000 100G{ 1060 1000| 1000 1000 100 0
Elementary school only.. .. . ... e na LX) +7 &7 221 117 175 23 0 220 48 4 419 521 54 8
Bome high school. __ - 13 8 117 250 335 179 17 2 197 235 111 13 2 14 ¢ ]
High school graduate . - = . 363 34 @ 398 300 356 6 339 a0l 19 5 182 18 § 41
ANy college ... . _eeee me aeana - 401 491 28 4 £ 4 34 7 857 285 14 4 209 87 14 2 62

Open country, total percent . .. - cen on or - { 1000f 1060} 1000)] 1000| 1000| 1000 1000| J0O O] JOOO) 1000)| 1000 100 0
Elementary school only. 12 8 143 180 34 2 27 2 273 44 3 441 43 8 511 446 75 8
Bome high school . .. 18 & 21 & 351 281 196 211 17 4 40 15 4 203 100 110
High school graduaie veeevenee car —ave 43 3 48 9 88| 3826| 314| 3830 251 23 4 167 178 16 4 87
Anyeceollege.. .. .. . .l oeo.. 27 2 163 181 70 217 18 6 13 1 88 201 10 8 'R} 45

Farm, total percett .ouoon —mvene cocceeans e 1000] 1000 W 0| Wo| 1000 100 0 I000{ 000§ 1000 1000 1000 100 0
Hlementary achool only 79 136 A8 328 283 Bt1 40 4 827 510 87 s 8 743
Bome high school . . L] 15 2 167 28 2 18 3 17 2 21 18 2 141 13 4 13 8 e
High school graduate 531 46 3 471 350] 383 B4 4 28 1 21 2 207 190 17 93
Anycollege... ... . - 288 49 14 5 53 161 78 11 4 78 13 3 09 82 58

Percent poor in 1967 ¢
]

ANDIBCRS .. Crare ccace oo ane meswesmcsacmn- 58 65 94} 138 389 51 78 80| 155| 138 165 20 0
Lmaeenity e mm ee memem e dem u mme e amn 64 42 79 L% 21 41 38 438 82 ot 114 111
Middle- or small gize 0ItY eeee & o e en e u- 47 a2 59 101 13 29 33 65 4 123 39 13 8
Bmall clty. 60 63 87 119 39 44 55 738 131 118 120 130
Buburh near a7 72 50 14 1 42 19 18 48 150 136 100 105
Open country.. . .. 84 100 98 17 2 80 78 102 110 14 3 155 259 200

BT . rre = mmmmnn 5o 138 16 4 187 10 2 08 137 12 4 21 208 234 285

1 8ae table 4, footnote 2
1 8ge table 4, footnote 1

educational opportunty Race 13 also assocrated
with place of birth and size of family, factors
that mn ‘themselves can influence the years of
schooling a youngster 18 litkely to attamn 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 of birth These qualifications aside, the data

BULLETIN, JANUARY 1976

1 See table 2, footnota 1

do confirm what one would anticipate a priori:
Age for age, blacks received less education than
white persons (tables 10 and 11). In addition, the
adverse effect of being born into & Jarge family in
a small town on chances for children to attain
higher education 1s 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
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TansLe 8 —Urbamzation of blrthplaceB number of mblings, and educational attainment Percentage distmbution of female house-

hold heads and percent poor 1n 1967,

vy age, March 1968

Female head
' Number of siblings Urbanization of place of birth 1
Age and educational sttainment !
6 Middle- Buburh
Large Bmall Open
Total n-1 2-3 4+5 or oF small or large Farm
more oty | ize ity | ©UF cit;E country
All fernale household heads
V'

Under 35, total percent.... .. . 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 00 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0
Flementary schoolonly ... ... - 110 47 81 143 2% 6 60 72 157 34 13 ¢ 20 2
Bome high school, o cvveee - e a.. w0 17 8 183 248 36 2 225 236 20 2 18 6 36 4 a7 2
High school graduate ... ... .. . 87 7 39 & 400 403 8 38 6 345 a8 8 a0 21 a9 3
Anycollegd oo oo oo - ol eee mee - 282 379 348 208 83 34 8 47 %3 300 35 123

35-54, total pereent. . ... ..o .en 100 0 100 0 100 0 160 O 00 0 100 0 100 O 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 O
Elgmentary schoolonly . __. ... ... .. 258 138 17 @ 323 40 6 128 20 5 241 142 &4 461
Bome high schoel ... __ [ 213 2058 20 4 187 25 2 23 4 18 2 201 42 26 2 199
High school graduate .. .. . ... .-- 3% 6 a1 2 39 2 a7 24 8 427 399 3558 37 4 278 220
Anycollege. ... .. - _ .. .. . - 183 285 226 13 94 21 ¢ 21 4 203 242 T4 120

&% or older, total percent_ - - 100 0 100 0 100 O 1000 106 0 100 0 W00 100 0 1000 100 0 100 0
Elementary schoolonly . .. .. . . 5 7 37 2 42 5 521 83 3 426 44 9 43 3 420 62 2 628
Bome high school. . 151 18 3 16 8 16 & 137 14 & 18 & 16 1 12 8 16 3 131
High school graduate 192 26 0 228 19 2 130 M8 208 210 23 100 13 2
Any college .. .. .-n .. 149 248 170 121 100 18 1 178 17 6 16 8 116 112

Percent poor in 19673
Under 36 .o .- e e e e s 40 9 312 38 8 49 0 530 837 47 2 413 35 ¢ 30|, &3
8564 _ | . ae en aeeo e e am w 2834, 228 231 72 a0 ¢ 19 & 25 4 20 4 278 387 41 4
Bsorolder . ool - eae o oo oo o 44 0 v 8T8 41 ¢ 420 510 333 36 3 41 6 42 4 47 1 63 8
¥ 8ee table 4, footnote 1 | * Hee table 1, footnote 2
1 Bee table 4 footnote 2
' 4
TasLE 9 —Poverty among primary famihes and individuals, by age and sex of head and number of mbhngs, 1967
Per¢ent poot In 19671
Age of head and number of siblings Male head Female head
' Total ' Famil Unrelated Famil Unrelated
amily nrelats amily nrelate
) Total head individual Total head individual
., Total...... . e ew oem - . en e em 18 2 101 43 258 39 2 32 3 443
Number of siblings - i
1 D, . e e e e ee e e e ea 120 73 79 183 31 4 277 339
o JU - v em = emes R 13 3 79 e 23 2 356 N8 394
4Bl h e e e o e a een .o eee 17 0 1ni 100 26 1 389 a8 454
Gormore. ... . . . . . ... - . . 222 14 2 124 7 48 5 393 850

Underdd . . .. L. ... oo o 125 82 78 ¢AT 400 503 101

Number of siblings

1. R 04 &8 6538 863 a2 40 5 17 8
2-3 _ —— 10 7 68 59 130 L] 47 7 176
[ ST 14 4 04 94} 134{ 490 573} 034
8 or more 193 13 8 13 % 53 0 806

BEBL e o b . i e ee wete s wommm e 94 62 58 136 283 808 250

Number of siblings

lo.. oo oo o em e = mmwm = werea - - 87 390 35 n7z 228 24 7 197
23 e e f cmn e wrm o == w ee = 785 51 48 108 21 24 4 2048
5. .. ek m ok mme ee = = = we v - am e 102 78 69 158 272 30 7 20 3
Gormore . e e mme evem omm mm e v we = 13 6 . 8% 88 - 17 6 3 0 41 8 aze

g5orolder _ .. el sh . 4 ee mee v ew - 25 6 15 8 130 381 43 9 24 2 51 0
Number of siblings :

Bl e ceime o h h m e wm e oee mmem = 25 155 128 330 87 20 0 27
2Ber te s ee merer 4 cesae wn me e e o e me 22 7 13 8 109 85 4 41 0 226 478
8 ol L i it e e e e e smn aw eem = 24 8 18 & 141 44 6 420 19 9 51 9
BOTIOT® .. & oo ¢ ee o L h ce e em omem e em w 30 4 200 167 40 0 510 298 607

1 Beo table 1, footnote 1
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TasLe 10 —Race, number of sblings, and educational attainment of head Percentage distmbution of household heads and
percent poor 1n 1967, by sex

Mals household head, by number of s{blings Female household head, by number of s{blings
Educeational attainment ?
Total 0-1 -3 4-5 [6or more] Total -1 | 2-3 | 4-5 lﬁ OF more
All heads
All races, total number (In thousands) ... .| 43,373 10,181 13,030 8,068 11,085 11,538 2,489 3,189 2,470 3 801
Total percent .. _. .. .. - san m 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 000 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 9
Elementary school only..__. . - . 89 152 205 M1 48 0 880 29 29 2 423 542
Bome high8chool . _ . . L en e s s ae a 71 131 191 191 202 180 14 6 18 3 181 18 7
High schoolgraduate . . . . . - . a0 0 332 340 204 27 26 2 318 a0 8 2 6 17 4
Anycollege. . .. .. .. . . . e omm - - 241 B8 29 4 173 101 17 8 288 27 128 g7
‘White, total number (in thoussnds)_. . .. 39,618 9,394 12 241 8 302 ¢,683 9 604 2,118 2 746 2,096 2,734
Totalpereent . . .. ... .« o oo - - 106 0 10001 « 1000 100 0 100 0 106 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 160 ¢
Elementary schoolonly _’.. e e e em em . 271 (185 190 829 457 860 206 278 405 B3 0
BSome high school . ce e ee mw 16 9 12 4 18 ¢ 190 204 16 4 13 2 170 173 17 5
High school graduate . . . - - - 308 338 34 4 30 4 23 6 279 34 4 322 278 1857
Anycollege . . . _ .. .. . . . 252 40 3 30 8 17 ¢ 10 4 19 7 318 23 4 M4 108
Black, total number (In thousands) .. . . . 3,358 808 703 655 1,302 1 789 350 425 848 842
Totalpercent.. _ _ ... . . .- - 160 0 100 0 106 0 100 0 100 0 100 Q 100 0 100 0 1000 100 0
Elementary achoolonl¥eeee - o ae weew e - 492 BT 46 2 50 8 573 49 8 371 421 526 %08
Bome high'school . e oo m e me s 20 4 229 181 21 6 19 8 271 3 8 26 8 43 23 3
High schoolgraduate _  ___ .. .. ... .. 205 24 4 259 19 4 161 161 17 4 02 179 17
Anycollege. - . . . on .. - - e 99 170 88 88 68 73 87 1ni1 82 82
) Percent poor in 1067 ¥

All races, total . _ . . am .. 101 73 79 111 14 2 302 314 356 589 48 5
Elementary scheol only.... - . - 213 220 202 214 2238 5 6 84 4 53 ¢ 528 586
Some highschool _ . .. .. . .. .. 78 68 75 88 96 40 2 40 40 ¢ 400 44 5
High school graduate., . __ _ . . . en - 435 48 43 51 58 26 3 240 26 4 261 303
Anycollego . - . .. .. .. _ _ . e e - 38 37T 37 87 44 21 8 197 201 204 a s
White, total . .. . ... ... . 868 62 68 948 1 9 358 278 328 85 2 “rT
Elementary schootonly.... . ... .. .. 18 & 198 17 4 18 4 o 523 40 4 8l 1 495 55 4
Bome high school - - - . . . 70 43 42 78 78 36 26 5 857 31 , 80 8
High school graduate . - 44 41 -,_740 8345 '052 23 9 27 24 4 237 26 3
Anyoollege - .. . ... L. .. 37 3534 37 38| UWPyg 22 0 0 208 196 321
Black, total_... . .. .. . . . .. . 280 20 8 26 3 306 a5 8 85 9 528 a2 4 85 6
Elementary schoolonly..... . - - - 41 3 37 6 392 45 5 41 6 69 2 705 64 8 [ (%]
Efirgnhe hl}?h Tcho(él i . - fg g 113 278 13 4 24 4 463 :il 81 57 6 w2 631

school graduate_ e e e e - '
AiEh school graduate. .- 28 14 o2 wel tusfl BIN ae| mes| 40 81

1 8ea table 4, footnote 1

of college—only half the proportion among the
corresponding group of white men (table 12)
Further classification by number of brothers and
sisters and by urbanization of birthplace yelds
results 1llustrated below

Male household heads under age 35, by place of birth

Number of Pemntgg(:itul;{ge}; school Percent with any college
elblings
and race
Open Open
Large 8mall Large Small
gotintry country
city city or farm c}ty city or fartn
-8
Black, __ 26 33 81 25 27 13
‘White __ 13 18 26 50 42 25
4 o1 more
lack . 38 45 87 18 14 3
White _ 81 40 51 24 17 1
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1 Bee table 2, footnote 1

SIZE OF CHILDHOOD FAMILY AND OCCUPATION

With such pronounced differences i amount of
formal schooling received by household heads,
depending on the size of the place and the family
mto which they were born, one would logically
expect large differences 1mn occupational patterns
associated with these characteristics, and mmdeed
they do appear From the March 1968 CPS ques-
tionnaire 1t 15 possible to classify household heads
by occupation of longest job held in 1967 for
those who worked any time during the year, To
avoid overstating or musstating the case some
mformation was not used. Only men under age 55
were wcluded in this portion of the analysis
because substantially all would still be in the



TasLe 11 —Poverty among prnumary fambies, by sex and
race of head, and number of mblings, 1967

Percent poor in 1067 1
Age and number of siblings Male head Female head
Whita Black ‘White Black
All ages. - . T4 26 7 247 8 8
Number of sibl
-1 . . -_mff- - 51 g7 19 ¢ 55
2-3... . . . . 58 258 26 512
e = - e e = 86 308 27 80 3
8 or more .. . - e 105 3 310 81 2
Under 35 .. _ - 68 212 41 67 0
Nuunber of sibl
-1 _ero- hlfs_- - - - 49 12 4 21 60 8
- SR - 53 17 4 48 2
L= T .. e 26 1 46 2 723
8 or more - - 12 25 8 47 4
8554 .. . - - 47 N5 219 576
Number of siblings
|1 P --?------ 286 18 17 8 48 0
23 ... e e . 38 24 2 15 8 [ ]
45 . . . .. - 80 2138 225} 81 2
6 or more _ —— as 68 232 327
Bsorolder . .. . . e 392 208 2
Number of siblings
o-1.___. . . - . 108 2 168 38 4
b SR - . Deé a1 208
2 J S 12 2 47 9 14 4 46 8
6 ormore .. _— - = - 14 3 s 280

! Bee table 1, footnote 1

labor force The presentation 18 further restricted
only to white men because, as 15 well known, a
pattern of discrimmation independent of educa-
tien may still operate to limit access of black
men to some preferred jobs Women, black or
white, are excluded altogether inasmuch as the
missing occupational data mix for wives might
differ from that of women heading their own
household 1n the absence of a hushand

Among white men who were household heads
under age 35 and working any time during 1967,
the proportion classed as professional workers
or managers ranges from 44 percent of those
born in a large city, with no more than one
brother or sister, to only 12 percent of those born
on a farm and having six or more brothers and
sisters Even within the economically more fa-
vored group from small famles, those born m
the largest cities were more likely to end up 1n
a wlhite-collar job than those coming from rural
areas Working on a farm was, in the mamn, re-
stricted to persons born on one Farm 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
& better chance to mherit the farmly farm—and

32

not have to mvest the large amount of capital
it takes to buy one Table 13 1llustrates the influ-
ence of a man's birthplace and the size of his
chuldhood family on “what he would be when he
grew up "

Obwviously, not every man can or should enter
the professions or the other so-called white-collar
jobs Some may be himted 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 1s 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-
1shed goal of our society 1s the element of choice
of one's lifework with all the monetary and
psychic rewards such choice may entail

SIZE OF CHILDHOOD FAMILY AND NUMBER
OF OWN CHILDREN

One additional finding warrants mention m
this quick rundown How good a level of Living is
possible with a given amount of mcome depends
m part on how many persons the income must
support The poverty income thresholds officially
used as rough indexes of adequacy take account
of family size and composition In young fami-
lies, the number of dependent children is a critical
factor associated with poverty status As dis-
cussed here, the focus has been on the size of the
family m which the household head grew up
Information was not obtained on how many chil-
dren these heads themselves have had, nor how
many more were yet to come before their famlies
were complete Only the number of “own” chil-
dren (of the head or wife) under age 18 and still
at home 1s known

In young families, namely those with a head
under age 33, 1t 1s 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” children still present 1n the
famihes of men under age 85, one must conclude
that 1t 1s the young men who are themselves from
large families who tend to have fathered the most

SOCIAL SECURITY



children. It could be that some young men from
smaller famihes, having spent a Jonger period
at school, merely have delayed starting their
family and will eventually catch up, but that 1s
not likely to reverse the group finding®
Even more striking and more dismaymg 1s the
 finding for young women Women under age 35,
‘hsted as head of a family and thus with no hus-
band present, have more children than men of
the same age whose marriage 1s still intact, as
the distributions of the number of “own” children
1n relation to size of childhood family suggest

Family heads nnder age 36, by number of siblings

White Black
Number of own

children present

Men ‘Women Men Women

o-3 |4or 0-3 40r 0-3 401 03| tor

more more more more

Total percent _ 100 100| 100 ( 100 | 100 ( 100| 100 100
None.. - - 23 18 ] 7| 25 15 4 7
2. . .. .- 54 B3 85 52 47 49 45 35
o 20 25 20 28 20 21 31 a5
Sormore ., .. _ . 3 8 .3 12 8 15 20 23

Such findings replicate those found in an
earher and more sophisticated analysis of fer-
tility Cumulative fertility rates were one-fourth
greater, for example, among women who were
mothers 1mm 1960 but no longer living with a
husband than among those married and still hiving
with a husband ** They mmpel reiteration of an
earher speculation on the relation between too
Little income, too many children, and the break-up
of a marriage The figures remain old-fashroned
They suggest that, 1f & woman 1s to bring up
children, they will all fare better with a man to
share the financial responsibility Presumably, m
modern times, he need not be officially designated
as husband, so long as the relationship 1s finan-
crally meaningful

* Bee, for example, the parallel relatlonship on child-
hood family size to number of own children In Thomas
Tiasue, Patterns of Aging on Welfare, California Human
Relations Agency, July 1972, tables 4-10

® John ¢ Beresford and Alice Rivlin, Charactersstics
of Other Famalies, paper presented at meeting of the
Population Association of Amerlca, April 1963 See also
Patience Lauriat, “The Effect of Marital Dissolution on
Fertility,” Journal of Marriage and the Family, August
1969
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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 1s a longi-
tudinal survey of the Social Security Admims-
tration—the Retirement History Study.?

That survey, begun in 1969 and scheduled for a
10-year rumn, ascertained at inmitial interviews the
number of living brothers and sisters of the re-
spondents The study sample comprised married
men hiving with their wives and some men and
women without a spouse, all aged 58-83 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 survey, classified by mari-
tal status, exhibit patterns strikingly similar to
those already noted between size of childhood
family, educational attainment, and income late
m hfe Money income of the respondent for 1968
has been used in lieu of poverty status For mar-
ried men, that means no acount 1s 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 husbhands
with four or more living brothers and sisters, 89
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, fewer
than a third of the men had quit school at eighth
grade or before, half had gone at least through
high school In contrast, wath 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, stmilar results
are reported by the nonmarried respondents, men
and women alike Unfortunately, no imnformation
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 for
the number of siblings and educational attainment
the CPS findings by urbanzation of place of birth

“¥or a description of the survey, see Lola M Trelan,
“Retirement History Study Introduction,” Social Secu-
rity Bulletin, November 1972



TaBLE 12 —Race and educational attanment Percentage distnbution of male household heads, by place of birth and number

of sblings, March 1968

Urbanization of place of birth #
Age, number of siblings, and educational sttalnment ! All places 3 Large city 8mall city Open country or farm
/ . White Black White Black ‘White Black White Black

Under 38, total pereent____. e e omm oem a e e - o 100 0 100 ¢ 100 0 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0 100 ¢ 160 0
Elementary schoolonly.. .. . . . . .0 . ceec 4 an e 97 173 42 89 [ 140 19 4 313
Bome highschool_._. .. .. . . _.. R 15 7 27 6 127 250 161 40 196 309
High school graduate... .. e e e e meem wme 40 9 a8 9 35 3 47 6 41 5 40 6 43 & 313
Anyeollege. . . . - L e ee e e e o omes = me s 33 8 16 2 43 8 206 331 104 178 64
0-38iblings, total PeTeent ... . oo oo oo oo e o ee e 100 0 100 0 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0
Elementary schoolonly .. - .. . o0 & cch uc - & - s 53 12 ¢ 25 40 56 13 6 11 2 274
Some high scheol .. . . . - - - “n mmnme we = am 119 21 & 10 2 218 11 9 195 150 23 8
High school graduate .. - .. ocaes . e e - mee 40 5 4 8 3ar 6 49 2 448 38 45 7 a6 7
Anyeollege __ . .. . ai il iccei i e e e s e - 42 3 241 497 250 418 271 251 131
4 siblings or more, tofal percent .. . .. . . __ .. .. 100 100 0 100 0 100 0 1000 00 0 1000 100 0
Elementary 500001001y « vo eoce oo 2 ee e n e 183 208 101 97 16 5 1786 270 331
Bome highschool... ... .. _ L. -.en o . .. 23 3 322 21 4 28 2 24 0 271 239 343
High schoolgraduste.... . . - ... - cc e = 418 370 450 46 0 429 41 2 388 293
Any en]lqge . an e - . e “ mm 4 wm e me mm e e 16 ¢ 102 235 161 16 6 141 105 33
35-54, total percent .. . .. .. ... ... e v e 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0
Elementary schoolonly . o - ve = & 4 we = as e e 209 48 3 10 2 257 179 43 378 68 §
Bome highschool... .. . ... e e re e = e e 181 %3 18 5 %3 18 2 2 2 19 2 19 0
High school graduate._ ... e e mm e = e e e = cis mam 337 18 2 343 26 7 354 208 2 7 89
Any college .. ... e e eme e e e - - - 273 92 38 0 24 3 28 6 77 136 38
0-3 sjblings, total percent .. .. ... ... ... .. 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 ¢ 100 ¢ 000
Elementary school only.. __ . - - 120 40 9 68 24 8 107 3l 6 26 & 68 1
Home high school __ - 150 24 3 134 19 4 14 9 30 4 17 8 178
High school graduate .- a6 1 23 8 335 271 37 4 29 2 372 14
Any college . . .. _ PR PR 308 113 46 5 287 hirl 88 19 4 27
4 siblings or more, total percent __ .. . . 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0 100 O 100 0
Elementary schoolonly.. .. . . . .. _. e e e e e w ‘321 B4 2 18 3 26 0 271 807 451 68 8
Bome highschool .. _ .. . .. . . ... . — - 218 24 2 23 4 a1 2 223 28 3 20 ¢ 158
High schoo!l graduate. ... ... .. . mmme = = = omem == 307 141 36 8 237 azs 14 2 250 77
ADYCOLBEE. . _ .. . . i meee he e oo m e ems e e 15 4 75 218 18 3 17 8 68 98 40
56 and over total, pereent. .. . __ . . e e e e 100 0 100 9 100 0 100 0 1000 100 0 100 0 100 0
Elementary schoolonly. .« an & v v oo ve v ve = me we = 45 0 79 4 37 4 388 26 [ 62 8 89 3
Bome high sehool... . ... . . _._ - - a1 990 19 2 193 171 16 7 13 6 65
High schoolgraduate .. . . .. . .. .. - - - - 190 648 210 26 3 217 62 148 25
Anyoollege .. .. L eem b . . oam o . e e . - 15 9 51 22 3 158 18 6 81 89 28
0-3 siblings, total percent... .. e emm omm oee = mmm wem 100 ¢ 100 ¢ 100 0 1000 100 0 100 6 100 0 100 ¢
Elementary school onlFee caee & we rv v cn = we .- 37 4 3 29 7 (! 38 50 8 40 7 B7 4
Bome high8chool .. _. oo o s s @ se « v wm - - - 16 4 136 17 4 (o] 17 2 231 18 0 69
High schoolgraduate .. . o . o0 - o coe = me =o  « == 2386 10 8 %45 { 25 8 10 2 20 6 40
Anycollege .. . ... .. - e ee - - 286 53 28 4 ) 244 10 2 13 8 11
4 siblings or more, total percent.. . . .. = ... - 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0
Flementary schoolonly- ... - . .. - - . . 58 2 8o 471 { 511 82 4 6% 3 60 0
Some high school._.. - m—— e - . - . 158 82 215 (] 16 9 98 12 4 40
High school gradusate... . . .. o caeas —_—— - 154 40 16 7 4 18 3 20 119 17
Any college. ... .. . . . . - - - e e 106 48 14 7 1 138 59 44 34

1 fee table 4, footnote 1
¥ Bee table 4, footnote 2
% Includes residents of middle-size cities and suburhs near large city, not

(table 15) Many older people contmnue to hve
not far from where they were born Obviously,
patterns of mugration differ according to educa-
tional attainment and occupation, among other
things, and they may well be different today from
what was common when the survey respondents
were starting on their careers The nature of
geographic mobihity—or the lack of it—by age,
sex, race, size of childhood fam:ly, and education,

3

shown separately
+ Base too small to calenlate percentages

1 ¢ '

1s something now planned for investigation from
the CPS data already cited .
Conceivably, some of the legendary warmth
and friendliness characterizing rural areas and
small towns stems from the fact that more of the
members from the large childhood families are
likely to remamn 1n small towns when they have
set up housekeeping on their own In any case,
the fact that rural areas and small cities tend

SOCIAL SECURITY



Tasre 13 —Place of birth, number of stblings, and occupation Percentage distribution of white male household heads working

mm 1967, by age

Aga of white male head, by number of siblings

Place of birth ? and secupation on longest job in 1087 Under 36 38-54

. Total 6-1 5 8ormore | Total 0-1 2-3 45 6 or more
All places ! total pereent.. . - . ... . . 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
‘White-collar worker... - cemcmnman o un 43 54 48 35 24 45 59 Bl 38 31
Professional, managerial _. .... . 30 39 32 23 13 33 46 38 27 22
Clerical, saled worker | . . . - 13 15 14 12 11 12 14 13 11 ]
Blue-collar worker __ .. ... .. oo o- - o 40 39 47 57 a8 45 a3 40 81 57
Bervice or farm WOrker ... coceee cn oo ww 8 7 7 3 11 10 8 ) 11 12
Large city, totel pereent _. ... . .. ... 100 100 100 100 100 0 100 10 100 100
White-collar worker.. .  __ ... oo oo e am . 54 80 57 39 40 59 68 82 52 87

Professional, managerfal ... . .. cceeee oo .. a7 L 37 27 23 44 52 45 a7
Clerieal, sales ce e ame mmmme = = 17 16 i 17 15 16 17 15 10
Blue-collar worker _ _ .. -oo. - - 40 32 i) 52 57 36 27 33 44 58
Bervice or farm worker.... .. . e aas 4 8 4 9 5 5 5 4 7
Bmall city, total percent .. .. wo oo oo 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Whitecollar worker L _._____.___ .. . - . .. 42 52 45 35 72 47 80 52 38 34
Professional, managerial ... ... - - - - 30 40 31 25 11 a5 46 30 24
Clerical, soles ... .. . ... J 12 12 14 9 11 12 14 13 10 10
Blue-collar worker ... oo coevcccn cemcn - 51 43 40 57 66 44 83 41 55 59
Bervice or farm worker__. 7 & 6 8 12 7 7 7 7 7
Farm, total percent __..o_.o. .ae cuees sccames 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 190 100
White-collar Worker_ ... .. o, covvee oo coe o o 27 34 33 2} 20 20 31 34 il 26
Professional, managerial . .....e-o- [ 18 21 25 14 12 21 23 27 18 19
Clerical, sales ccue. . oo .. 9 13 8 19 8 8 8 7 B 7
Btue-cotlar worker. 54 3e 50 58 a4 50 45 44 52 54
Bervice worker... 3 13 3 4 4 & 4
Farm worker.. - - 18 2 13 15 12 17 21 17 17 16
Manager ... . e e e e e e 12 20 13 10 7 15 21 15 15 13
LAbBOTaT. . cce cacn cn sn e oo wmmes mm mmmmees 4 2 2 5 § 2 Q] 2 8

1 Ses table 4, footnots 2
3 Ineludes residents in middle-size cities, open country, and suburbs near

to have adult populations with less formal school-
ing than residents of large cities means that 1n-
comes 1n those areas are hikely to remain low
Thus, children born there may continue to lose
out on therr own educational opportunity unless
special effort 1s made to enable them to stay m
school longer

APPLICATIONS

Just where does this quick statistical journey
lead us or leave us? Are there any likely policy
and program impheations? From the technician’s
view, the data may put new snags in unraveling
the problem of scaling or equivalence How much
does 1t take for a family to live at the same
standard or equivalent level of satisfaction 1n one
place compared with another{ “Everybody knows
1t costs more” to live 1n a big city than a small
city, or 1n one part of the country compared with
another Fverybody, that 1s, but those of us con-
cerned with the possible lack in small towns and
rural areas of services and mstitutions that big
city dwellers take for granted That 18 one reason

BULLETIN, JANUARY 1976

large city, not shown separately
¥ Jess than 0.05 percent

our present poverty lines incorporate no geo-
graphic adjustment, another 1s that there 1s yet
no satisfactory way to measure the differentral
costs The fact that there are usually fewer doc-
tors and, in particular, fewer medical speciahists
and ancillary facilities 1s one obvious disadvan-
tage that can render living 1n a small town or
out-of-the-way place less of a bargamm It may
be that lack of equal educational opportunity,
for whatever reason, 1s another

Then there are presumed to be economies of
scale that make for lesser mcome needs per per-
son among larger families What about themt
We all know that two once were supposed to live
as cheaply as one What that meant, presumably,
18 that once a household 1s established 1t takes
less additional expense to add the second person
than the first, the third than the second, etc
Some standards assuredly can’t be the same for
large families as for small The number of ten-
room manstons or apartments for large families
18 small at any price Thus, the American luxury
of a room to oneself may well have to be given
up by children 1n large families for the presumed



Tapre 14 —Edueational attainment, income 1 1968, and place of remdence 1n 1969 Percentage distribution of persons aged

5863, by number of living sblings and marital status

Marrled men, wife present Nonmarried men Nonmarried women
Selected characteristics Living stblings Living siblings Living siblings
Total s Total . Total .
or or or
0-1 23 mora 1 23 | more 1 2-3 more
Totalrespondents!__.. .. .. .. . 5,800 | 1,480 | 1,980 | 2,461 980 263 jiva 396 | 2,480 s 836 938
Incomse in 1958

Total percent._. .. . . cop e . . - 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1006 100 100 100
Less than $2,000 .. . . ... .. .. . -- 12 g 11 14 31 a1 26 35 41 38 a7 40
2000-4 999 . . ___ .. . ... e - aa 22 14 20 28 28 2 25 27 36 37 a7 i
B000-7,499 | .. __ ool el . Lu e - - 26 24 26 26 19 17 22 19 14 15 17 12
T,000-8,899 . | . L L i ool e - 19 21 19 17 11 8 12 10 5 5 B B
10,000 or more. - um s ommm o= ee = . e 2 27 24 18 1 14 12 ] 4 8 4 3

A Educational attainment ¥
)

Total percent_.. _ - . e an 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Elemeniary school only. . - - - 44 32 40 54 83 41 50 B4 42 34 42 50
Bomse high school, . . . . - P 19 19 19 19 17 20 17 14 18 18 18 19
High school graduate or any college .. . . - 37 49 41 27 30 39 34 20 39 48 40 31

Urbanization of current residence, 1969

Totalpercent . . . ... - .. - 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Porsons residing in urban areas of—
1 million or more. . . _ - . - - -a 26 a1 28 21 32 38 35 27 L 37 H 23
260 000-1 million .. .. . - - - 23 26 22 2 P 25 22 25 28 28 28 30
Less than 250,000.. . e em e - - 15 15 15 15 14 it 15 14 17 16 17 17
Ruralresidente. .. .. .. . R 36 28 34 43 30 26 28 84 4 19 21 30

1 Excludes respondents not reporting on Income, number of living siblings,
oT 8Chool gaars completed
 Boo table 4, footnote 1

j0¥s of playing with one another But 1s the op-
portunity for a good education and the economic
benefits that go with 1t all that expendable?
Though there 15 some question these days about
the dollar-for-dollar return in mcome of addi-
tional years of education, 1n our credential society
the high school diploma—and some schooling
beyond—will still raise you up from poverty
even if 1t won’t make you rich For those minor:-
ties of our society who remain especially vulner-
able to low-income status, getting across that
poverty lme 1s no mean achievement

POTENTIAL POLICY IMPLICATIONS

Moving from the technical side to other impl-
cations for policy, one can foresee the possihihity
for added 1mport of this study The past 15 years
has brought for all Americans a heightened social
consclousness, rising expectations, and the convie-
tion that everyone has a right to a chance to share
m the land of abundance

3

Bource Unpublished data from the Retirement History 8tudy of the Soclal
Becurity Administration

Fqual access, equal opportunity, nondiserimina-
tion for reasons of race, sex, and ethmeity have
become almost catchwords as various minorities
step forward to claim their due We may now
have clanfied as worthy of public concern an-
other minority transcending and overlapping the
more familiar categorization

Many proposals, some worse, some Dbetter,
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 and guaran-
teed mcomes have not been popular m this coun-
try and may not ever be except under some other
name Time and changing customs are lowering
American family size but also changing its com-
position Along with a general reduction i the
number of children per family, we are witnessing
& larger and larger proportion of young families
headed only by a woman, with all the attendant
economic disadvantage Wouldn't 1t be mteresting
1f adequate provision for supporting and edu-

SOCIAL SECURITY



cating today’s poor children could be achieved
on the rationale that 1t would cut down the size

of the poverty gap among the sged some years
hence?

TaBLE 15 —Place of residence in 1969, educational attainment, and income 1n 1968 Percentage distnnbution of persons aged
58-63, by number of mblings and martial status

Married men, wife present Nonmarried men Nonmarried women
Belected characteristics Living siblings Living siblings Living siblings
Total J Total 4 Total '
: or or or
-1 2-3 mote 01 23 more 0-1 2-3 more
Residing in urban area of 1 million or mere persons, 1969
Allrespondental . __ _ .. . . - 1 822 461 543 518 212 94 112 108 | 7,7 269 |7 218
Income in 1068, total pereent_ .. . . . 100 100 100 100 100 100 160 100 100 100 100 100
Less than $2,000 . _ i e o e e e e es 5 5 5 & 22 27 17 A 2 29 32 2
2 L9099 . . .. - o e e am e = 13 14 13 13 211 22 19 23 3 39 37 40
8,000-7,499 e e . aa 26 24 27 27 28 21 a5 22 19 21 19 18
7.500-6 993 _ - e ee mm e e o 23 23 22 24 14 11 18 15 [} 4 ] :
10 000 or more __ . = - 32 a4 33 30 16 19 12 18 [} 7 a8
Educational attainment,? total percent _ .. .. 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Elementary schoolonly. .. e e e e e = 38 28 a7 46 45 41 37 58 40 32 42 47
Some high school . __ - - - 20 20 18 22 21 22 21 18 20 2 20 2
High school graduste or any Bollege._- - - 42 52 48 32 34 37 42 24 40 47 38 a2z
Residing in urban area of 250,000 persons, 1869
All respondentsl __ _ _ . . 332 as? 432 513 238 85 72 ] 703 198 230 278
Income in 1968, total percent ___ _. e ee e e 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Less than $2,000 e e e e . . . 8 8 ] 9 3 20 24 24 35 a6 32 87
2,000-4 99 _ . L L L e e e e - 18 18 18 21 33 a3 33 30 41 39 5 38
5,000-7, 499 - - - - ce e e ea 20 22 28 27 20 25 14 22 14 i4 4 14
7 ,999 . - - - . e e- = 23 23 21 24 12 8 14 13 -] ri d 7
10,000 or more e ee - 4. e e s 25 29 29 19 12 12 18 10 5 & ] 4
Educationsl attainment,? total pereent . . . 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Elementary school only . . e e am ema 84 24 28 48 48 38 49 50 a4 28 41 82
Bome high school . R 2 20 22 4 Fi 24 19 19 20 13 19 26
High school graduate or any college_ . e e a = 4 ] &0 ] 33 38 a1 81 46 59 40 42
Restding in urban area of less than 250,000 persons, 1069
All respondents 1. .- - . PR - 009 218 318 373 140 a8 47 87 418 17 142 15
Income in 1968, total peresnt.. .. . ... . - 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Jessthan §2 000 ue. © ne - ci 4 ¢ ae e ee mem 10 8 n 10 35 33 25 4 43 39 40 48
2,000-4,000 T e e e e - 22 19 3 25 29 38 32 23 33 a9 27 a5
5 000-7,499 - - - e e m am e - 26 25 27 a7 16 [:] 19 21 15 11 20 13
7, 5000 999 . e e m em s - P, 20 21 18 21 4 11 11 7 [} -] ] 3
10,000 0TMOTB. o« o = s = am ce me  aa = 22 23 21 20 10 14 13 5 3 5 3 1
Educationsl attalnment * total percent __ . ... 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Elementary schoolonly. . . . 43 31 42 Bl 59 89 82 0 46 a7 37 60
Some high school. . e - 18 14 14 18 15 17 8 19 13 18 11 14
High school graduate or any Collego nr . m - . 4l 53 i 31 26 ) 0 1u 41 47 82 Foil
Rural residents, 1860
Allrespondents! |, . . . .. . . . 2,137 414 868 | 1,057 202 a3 90 134 596 134 177 85
Incoms in 1968, total pereent. . .. ... .. 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Less than $2 000 .. — e e = e 20 15 19 22 45 46 a8 49 59 58 81 84
2,000-4 999_ . - . me e ome = 20 25 28 H 80 28 a3 20 28 28 32 2
5 000—7 408 L e e e ma tmm ema % 26 23 b2 13 10 i 13 8 8 13 [}
7 500-9,099 - e - e e o 12 15 15 10 é 9 4 7 3 2 2 3
10 000 or more e e = e e = em ea asm 4 18 15 10 7 10 2 2 4 2 1
Educational attainment,? total percent. . - 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Elementary school only - em wmme [ 55 43 80 63 64 47 ] 7 4] 44 46 81
Some high acheol - - - 17 19 19 16 12 15 12 10 17 19 18 15
High school graduate or any coll.ege ........ e e 28 38 3 21 24 38 29 13 30 37 a6 24

1 Excludes respondaents not reporting on income, number of living siblings,

or Sthool years completed
£ Bes table 4, footnote T
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Source Unpublished’data from the Retirement History Btudy of the Boclal
Becurlty Administration
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