ECONOMIC STATUS OF THE AGED IN URBAN
HOUSEHOLDS

BARKEV S. SANDERS*

Tur rcoNnoMmic vrnigur of the aged has beon a
sourco of public concorn in recent years. Becauso
of this public interest it is instructive to explore the
comparative cconomic status of households with
aged persons and of other houscholds. Such an
exploration does not afford a preciso knowledgo
of the status of the agad, since in someo instances
the income of the household in which aged persons
livo inay not bo an oxact roflection of the income of
the aged porsons.!  Nevertheloss, a comparison of
tho economic status of households in which there
are ono or moroe poersons agaed 65 or over and that of
other houscholds is significant economically and
sociologically.  The results, if not conclusive, aro
at least suggostive of the comparative economic
insocurity of aged persons and other groups in the
population.

The focusing of public attention on the nceds
of the aged is likely to give rise to the danger of
underemphasis on other segments of the popula-
tion unless the comparative economie status of
these other groups also reeeives consideration.  In
prior analyses of data from the study of family
composition in the United States, it has become
apparent repeatedly that children—rather than
the nged —-are most frequently found in families
with lowest incomes, and that children-—and not
the aged --constitute the age group which is least
fuvored ecconomically.?  Although large numbers
of nged persons may be without means, as a group
the nged may not be any more insecure, and may
even have greater sccurity, than some other
groups in our population whose needs have not
received as much public attention.

Duata from the study of family composition in
the United States provide a basis for comparing
the relative cconomie security of various elements
of the urban population. The distribution by

*Burcau of Research and Statisties, Divislon of Health and Disability
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income of houscholds 3 in which the head of the
household is aged 65 and over and those in which
he is under 65 is shown in percentage form in table
1 and in chart 1.

For all houscholds without respect to size, the
proportion of houscholds on relief * is approxi-
mately the same whether the head of the house-
hold is 65 or over, or whether he is younger.
Houscholds headed by aged persons have a rela-
tively higher percentage in the income group of
less than $1,000 and the income group of $3,000
and over. The relatively greater concentration of
the aged in the lowest income group does not
refleet the true economic position of houscholds
with aged heads, because of the smaller average
size of houscholds with aged heads, as indicated
in table 1.

In houscholds with one, two, and three members
there is o somewhat greater concentration of those
with aged heads than others in the income cate-
gories of relief and under $1,000, and lower pro-
portions in houscholds with incomes of $1,000-
2,999; in the income groups of $3,000 and over,
the proportion of houscholds with aged heads is
relatively large. In houscholds with four or more
members, fewer houscholds with aged heads are
found in the group on relief and generally more
among those reporting incomes of $2,000 or more;
the differences in the proportions are greater
with increasing houschold size.  If houschold size
is considered in relation to income, it is apparoent
that in the smaller houscholds—one to three
members-—those headed by aged persons have an
cconomic status more favorable than that of
househiolds of four or more with heads under the
agoe of 65, About 78 percent of the houscholds
with heads aged 65 or over are small house-
holds of one, two, or three persons, where the
incomo is shared by fewer persons. The corre-

3 Tho houschold may includoe one or more “families,” as defined in the
family composition study (seo footnote 9). In single-famlly houscholds, it
may be assumed that In gencral the lucomo 18 shared equally by all moembors,
but in multi-family hiouscholds, such as those conslsting of married children
and their aged parents, the incomne may less frequently roflect the incomeo of
the aged parent,

4 A family was considored on relief whon any momber reported the receipt of
rellof at any time during the 12-month perlod prior to the dato of the canvass,
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sponding proportion of houscholds with heads aged

16-59 is only 56 percent.

It may be assumed with some measure of accu-
racy that in the larger households members other
than the aged head are more likely to be the
income-producers; however, previous analysis has
led to the belief that it is in cconomically secure
houscholds that adult children continue to live
with the parents, at least until marriage.
does the somewhat less favorable status of house-
holds with aged heads, as observed in those with
one, two, and three members, prove uncquivocally
the less favorable status of such houscholds, except
in those consisting of onc person only, which
account for 20 percent of the houscholds with aged
Even in this group the real differences may
be less marked than the statisties would indicate.
The higher proportion on relief may not be an

heads,

accurate yardstick of relative economic need, sinco
the public attitude is much more favorable toward
granting aid to the aged than to young men or
to men of intermediate ages, even though objee-
tively they may be equally in need.

In houscholds with two and three members,
especially in two-person houscholds in which the
head is less than 60, we are dealing in largo part
with households without children—a group which
has a more favorable economic status.  Tho higher
proportion of smaller houscholds with aged heads
in the highest income eategory, the decidedly more
favorable income distribution of houscholds with
aged heads in those with four or more members,
the public attitude in granting relief, and the rela-
tion between income and the absence of children
in houscholds with younger heads would minimize
the inference that households with aged heads are

Nor

Chart I.—Percentage distribution of urban households by income status, Sor houscholds of specified aise with

specified age of head
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cconomically less secure than those with younger
heads.

In assessing tho relative economice position of
houscholds with aged heads as compared with other
houscholds, an clement to be considered is the fact
that the incomes reported in table 1 are limited to
cash income, excluding such cconomic assets as
homo ownership,® savings, and investments, in
which the houscholds with aged heads would make
a more favorable showing than those with younger
heads.  Morcover, estate-tax  returns in  the

Taphe Study of Consumer Purchases shows the following relatlonship
between the age of household heads and home ownership among native-born
white husband-and-wife tamilles in Chieago (U, 8. Bureau of Labor Statistics,
Family Income and IZrpenditure in Chicago, 1035-36: Vol. 1, Family Income,
Bulletin No, 642, April 1038, p. &0.)

Age of head Proportion of

(years) home owners
Under2s... . . 0 Ll 1.1
2544 . . Coee 13. 5
4509 ... ... 36.0
60-64. ... e 46,2
Gsandover. 0 e 30.1

United States for 1923-25, tho latest yoars for
which an age distribution is available, show that
the proportion of taxed cstates of decedents
aged 25 to 59 ycars was only 40 percent of that for
decedents aged 60 and over.! When the clement
of property ownership and savings is considered,
it would be diflicult to deduee, from the relation-
ships shown in table 1 and chart I, that houscholds
with aged heads are, in general, ceconomically less
favored than those with younger heads.

The discussion up to this point has been in
terms of the head of the houschold and has shown
that the income distribution for houscholds in
which the head is 65 years or older is more favor-
able than that for houscholds headed by persons

under age 65.

Shifting the analysis to consider
members rather than heads of houscholds broadens
the scope of the comparison to take in all aged

1923, pp. 48-00; and 1024, pp. 80-91.

r:-}vc u. S-.'ﬁurvml of Internal Revenue, Statistice of Income, 1922, pp. 70-72;

Table 1.—Nwumber of urban houscholds by size of houschold and age of head of household, and percentage distribu-
tion by income status
[Preliminary data, subject to revision)

I’ercent of houscholds with specified fncome status
Number of T
Size of household and age of head \l\';'l';:;?l‘l‘(;l‘:‘l;‘l Nonrellel
fncome Relet |77 7 Ty T
Al Under $1,000- 1,600~ $2,000- $3,000
$1,000 1,409 , 2,000 {andover
All shres:
Unider 65 years o0, 279 16. 5 R3. 5 20.9 2.1 1.6 11.2 58
65 years and over . 77,048 10.9 84.1 8.1 18.3 1.8 8.5 0.4
1 person:
P her 65 yonrs 52, 000 1.4 85.0 2.6 1.5 8.8 4.5 2.3
65 years and over 15,078 22,2 77.8 0.2 10.3 4.4 2.3 2.0
2 persons:
! Under 65 years 140, 429 11.9 88.1 3.9 24.2 10. 4 10.0 5.0
65 vears und over. 30, 400 16.3 8.7 43.2 19.8 10.0 6.2 4.4
3 persons
! l\!';nh-r 65 years 139, 347 13.6 804 25.3 25,1 18.0 12,2 5.8
65 years and over 14,078 14.1 85.0 2.0 23.0 16.0 1.1 7.3
4 persons:
! l:'lztll‘r 65 years. . 114,032 15.7 84.3 21.1 2.1 18.0 13.3 7.2
65 years and over R, 169 13.0 80,1 21.5 21,3 17.4 14.9 1.0
5 persons:
! U‘ll('l‘l’ 065 yenrs 68, 764 20.0 50.0 10.9 22.8 17.0 12.6 7.2
65 years and over 4, 303 11.8 85.2 17.9 2.7 17. 4 16.7 12,6
6 persons:
! Under 85 years . 37,321 2.1 4.9 18. 0 21,1 10.3 1.9 6.7
65 years nnd over 2,217 17.4 §2.0 14,6 16.8 17.4 18.3 15.6
7 persons:
P er 05 years 19,950 2.8 70.2 18.0 2.4 14.0 10.9 6.3
65 yoenrs mud over 1,123 2.7 0.3 13.9 16.5 16.5 17.1 16.3
8 persons:
! Under 65 yenrs 11,200 3.9 65.1 17,2 18.7 13.8 9.8 5.6
85 years and over 537 21.4 78.0 13.0 14.0 15.6 17.0 18.1
0 persons:
! Under A5 years 5,125 30.6 ™. 4 16.2 10.7 12,7 0.6 6.2
10 65 years and over 238 0.4 0.0 12.2 17.2 12.2 12.2 16.8
ersons:
! Under 65 years 2,700 41.3 58,7 14.7 17.0 1.8 8.0 0.3
1" 85 years and over . .. 106 34.0 G6.0 0.4 10.0 10.4 12.3 17.9
persons:
Under 65 years. ... .. .. .. ... .. ... 1,322 43.0 57.0 13.5 10.1 1.6 10.3 5.5
12 6h years and over ... .ooiooo. .o o ol b7 351 04.9 53 24,6 8.8 17.6 8.8
persons:
Under 65 years. ... ... . . 615 41.4 68,0 14.6 15.0 11.8 10,4 6.9
65 years nnd over. ... .. 2 42,9 07,1 7.1 2.4 (... 17.9 10.7
" Mnder }"},";“3,"‘,‘_\; T 435 45.7 54.3 10.1 12,7 14.7 0.4 7.4
05 years and over. . 15 m Q) m Q] ) m (0]
! Not computed, beosuse base s less than 25,
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Table 2.—Number of persons in urban households by size of household and age of person, and percentag

{Preliminary data, subject to revision]

ge distribution by income status

Percent of persons in households with specified income

Percent of persons in households with specified income

status status
Number of Number of
. persons in persons in
Size of household and age | households Norrelief Size of household and age | households Nonrelief
of person with | of person with
known § known
income al $1,000- | $1.500- | income $1,000- | 81,500~ | $2,000- | 3,000
1,499 | 1,999 ( 1,499 | 1,99 | 2,999 | 20
over

Al si_zes .................... 2 324,382 80.9 3.8 22 16.5 .6 6. Spersons.......... 94, 669 31.3 .7 18.6 13.9 10.1 6.1

Under 16 years. 627, 593 73.5 21 2.3 15.0 .5 4. Under 16 )enrs 43, 422 39.9 .1 18.2 12.1 7.4 35

16-59 years._. .. 1,491, 614 83.5 134 22.9 17.5 . 6 7. 16-59 years. . 18, 400 29.9 .1 19.0 15.3 12,1 8.1

6064 years...._._ 75,013 85.3 n.9 20.5 15.5 .9 b 60-64 years._ . 1,133 23.2 8 15.9 17.2 15.7 14.4

65 years and over 130, 162 83.6 33.8 19.2 13.3 L1 7. 65 years and over 1,714 23.6 . 4 18.4 15.4 16.3 13.6
1person......ooo.o......... 68, 599 83.8 53.8 15.8 7.8 .0 2.4/ 9persons _...._. ... 47, 538 39.4 . 6 16.7 12.6 9.5 6.7

Lnder 16 years. 12 D) Q) ) ¢) ) Under 16 years . 23460 | 45.3 .7 16.3 | 111 7.3 3.8

16-59 years__._. 16, 577 86.2 521 18.1 9.2 N 2.2 16-59 years ... .. 22,905 3.9 . 1 17.2 14.0 11.6 4.2

60-6tyears.__ ... __. 6, 327 SL.O 55.8 125 5.7 .9 3.1 60-64 years B 423 30.5 . 5 13.7 13.5 14.0 15.2

65 years and over. . 15, 683 .8 58,2 10.3 1.4 .3 2.6 65 years and over. T 2.6 . 4 19.2 14.1 12.8 142
.persons......... 353, 941 26 N7 4 3.9 3.3 15. 4 .9 4.9} 10persons._.... .. - S, 167 411 .9 .5 16.9 11.8 9.0 6.7

Under 16 years. 6, V08 3.9 66. 1 16. 4 11.9 4.2 21 1.5 Under 16 years . 14, 526 6.0 .0 .8 16.4 10.7 6.8 4.3

16-59 years. _ 277,831 11. 4 88.6 316 245 16.7 .8 5.0 16-59 years. . .. 13, 021 35.9 .1 .3 17.6 12.9 1.3 9.0

60-64 years. . 25, 468 13.6 86. 4 .0 218 13.4 .5 57 60-64 years.. ... . 247 36. 4 13 6 . 9 13.0 12.5 15.0 14.2

65 years and over....... 44, 634 16.8 83.2 L4 18. 4 10.1 .9 4.4 65 years and over ... 373 .1 54. 9 .3 16. 4 11.3 13.4 125
3persons............... ... 162,977 13.6 .4 .6 9 17.8 2.1 . 0 Ilporxons R . 15,177 .8 .2 3.0 16.5 11. 4 10.7 5.6

Under 16 years. ... .. 33, 899 16.6 3. 4 .3 4 16. 5 i} .2 Under 16 unu's 7,917 H 2.6 .1 15.7 10. 4 8.5 3.9

16-59 years 329,985 12.9 .1 .0 0 18.3 2.6 .2 16-59 years. . 5,941 8.0 52,0 .9 17.3 12.6 12.8 7.4

60-64 years 6, 891 126 T4 . 6 1 17.8 2.3 .4 60-64 years. ... . . % 5.0 .0 .2 14.8 12,5 18.2 19.3

65 years and over._. ... X, 202 13.6 . 4 S. 6 2 15.9 .4 .3 65 years and over. . 181 2.6 57, 4 22 18.2 11.6 18.2 7.2
{persons...._.......... .. 483, 901 15.6 .4 .1 4.0 N5 . 4 .4 7, 956 ) .5 .2 15.2 11.3 10.7 7.1

Under 16 years. ... _. 148, 590 18.5 31,5 .9 248 2 .1 55 4, VY6 .2 . 8 5. 4 15. 4 11.2 9.3 4.5

16-59 years. ... .. .. 311, 369 14.5 5. 5 . 4 PR .1 .2 8.0 3, 722 8. 5 il 5 2.8 15.3 11.6 12,1 9.7

60-64 years.. . . . 11,111 13.1 35, 4 9.3 2.2 L1 5. 1 1.2 ) 5 .3 . 6 .5 3.8 8.8 12.3 17.5

65 years and over . . .. 17,831 128 7.2 Xy 217 . D KN 10. 8 (; 65 years and over sl .7 .3 .4 JER 4.9 12.3 9.9
5 persons . 365, 841 .7 .3 N n7 .5 271 7.5 |1 13 persons . . : 3,393 . 6 . 4 9.6 12.2 15.3 9.2 8.1

Under 16 )ca.rs 130, 120 .7 .3 T BB B 5.8 .1 2 Under 16 years. . ! 1,789 .3 . 7 9.5 12.1 14.8 7.9 5.4

16-59 years 216, 785 .8 32,2 3 ¥ N4 .5 3.9 LRGN 16-59 years. ... .. | 1, H7 .9 .1 9.9 12.5 16.4 10.4 10.9

6064 years. T us 5.1 v 9 .1 19.5 .2 .5 126 6004 years. . ! 25 2.0 . 0 4.0 8.0 (... .. 20.0 16.0

w)ears and over. 11,820 .4 5.6 5.2 0 21 4.0 .2 121 63 years und over ! 32 .0 Xi} 15.6 6.3 15.6 12,5
6 persons... ... . 237,823 e 5.3 208 16.3 23 T 14 persons .. .1 13. 4 19.3 7.9 | 5.5

Under 16 \wu\ 94, 118 L5 5 214 ; 14.5 L2 1. Under 16 years . § 5.3 13.6 16.9 ! .2 4.6

16-595931\ 133,245 LN N2 0.7 174 L0 N, 16-59 years . 3.0 3.1 17,6 8.5 6.5

60-64 years. 3,981 .3 191° 17N 4 13. 6064 years | it .9 1380 241 13.8 3.5

65 years and over. 0,479 5.3 .5 1901 192 “3 13. 65 years and over 0 ! R S SR SO R
Tpersons.....___. 147,621 .3 .7 M2, 147 L2 hN ‘ :

Under 16 yam 63, 711 T h3. 3 .40 126 4 3.9 i

16~59 years. . N, 412 ) .4 0.1 151 o NN !

60-64 years. . : 2,116 XU L1 173, 191 15.3

65 years and over ! 3,382 ¢ 4 N6 184 15.9 13.3 ’;

A

* Not computed, because base is less than 25,



persons in the houscholds studied. In terms of the
income distribution of houscholds according to the
ages of the members (table 2), the same relative
relationships hold between income and age as wero
found when the analysis was in terms of age of
the head of the houschold.

Children have the greatest concentration in the
low-income groups in houscholds of cach size.
When persons aged 65 and over are compared with
those in ages 16-59, a higher proportion of the
aged in houscholds with one, two, or three mem-
bers 18 found in the income categories of relief or
less than $1,000, and fewer of them are in the in-
come categories of $1,000-$1,999 but not in the
group $3,000 and over. In larger houscholds-—
those with four or more members - -the relative
proportion of aged in houscholds an relief, and
very often in those with incomes of less than
$1,000, is smaller.  Conversely, the proportion of
aged in houscholds with high incomes is greater,
Approximately two-thirds of the aged are in house-
holds with one to three members, while less than
45 pereent of persons in ages 16--59 are in thege
small houscholds (table 3).

With inereased houschold  size

the relative

Tablo 3.—~Number of persons of specified age in urban
households and cumulative percentage distribution
by size of household

{P’roliminary data, subjoct to rovision}

Ago group (years)
8lzo of housohold
Undor | 10-50 60-04 | 656 and
10 over

Total number of persons. ... . (127, 603 [1,491,014 | 75,013 | 130, 102
Less than 2 persons .. ... .. AP 0.0 3.1 8.4 12.0
Less than 3 persons. . ... . ____ 1.0 21.7 42.4 40.3
Less than 4 persons . _ . 15.1 43.9 04.9 07,2
Less than b persons . . 38.8 04.7 70.7 80.9
Less than @ persons . . o b 70.3 80, 2 90. ¢
Less than 7 persons . 74.5 8%, 2 04.6 95.0
Less than 8 persons. . 84,7 3.5 07.3 07.0
Less than 9 persons. . 91.6 0.7 08.8 08.9
Less than 10 persons . 05.3 08.2 9.4 90.5
Lessthan 1l persons_ ... ... ... __ 07.7 09. 1 00.7 9.8
Lessthan 12 persons. ... ... ... ... .. 08.9 00.6 90.9 9.0
Less than 13 persons. f reeeeaeao] 90.0 9.8 9.0 100.0
}3 or more persons. _....... e 100. 0 100.0 100.0 100.0

cconomic status of houscholds with adults aged
16-59 becomes less favorable than that of house-
holds with aged members; more than half the
adults in ages 16-59 are in houscholds with four or
more members, with an economie status distinctly
less favorable than that of houscholds of aged
persons, regardless of houschold size. This rela-
tive disadvantage is emphasized whon per capita
income of these houscholds is considered.

Table .—Number of persons of specified age in urban houscholds of specified size, and percent with specified
minimum per capita income

[Preliminary data, subject to rovision]

|
Percent with min- l Percont with min-
Number of , jmum per eapitn f Number of | Iimum por capita
Sizo of household and age of person “,1""‘lr§',’)'(')fm u,‘.,l,flim_"t of | Kize of houschold and age of person wl{’;fﬁ""'('&," Incomo of
per eapita ! por eapita
income ’3\25(){ 350 | $500 income |[2$260 $350 | $500

All slzog: 1 | 0 persons:

Under 16 years . . 624,078 | 30.0 | 20.4 | 11,1 Under 16years.....o........oo...... e 03,046 { 28.1 | 11.9 4.3

16-59 years . AU COLATHLORS [ 60,2 1 45.8 1 20.0 16-59 years. ... .. 132,036 | 40.1 | 19.8 8.8

60-61 yoars I oo THEI0 | 67.4 1 54,21 38.0 60-04 years. . ..., 3,810 | 48,6 [ 22.8 | 13.1

685 years and over 120,405 | 64.4 | 5.4 | 310 65 yearsandover ... . ... ... 0,388 | 40.9 | 20.0 17.1
1 person: 7 persons:

Under 16 years [ )0 S B . Under 18 years. ... .. _..._...... 63,577 | 17.1 6.7 2.4

16-59 yoars . . 48,484 | BO.0 | 75.4 | 058 16-50 years s 28.6 | 13.9 0.5

60-0f years . 6, 253 4.2 69.0 ) 60.4 00-64 years 1,087 | 38.3 | 21.2 1.8

85 years and over 15,653 | 70.8 | 65.8 | 60.0 65 yearsandover_ ... .. ... 3,343 | 26.9 | 10.8 10.1
2 persons: 8 persons:

Under 16 years . . ... 5007 | 40.1 | 38.5 | 188 Under 16 yoarS . .. ..o, 43,376 | 10.2 | 4.3 .9

16-50 years 277,831 1 70.9 | 60.56 | 67.0 16-50 yonrs........... .. 48,140 | 10.9 9.7 4.1

60-G1 yonrs 25,408 | 72.7 | 63.0 | 49.4 004 years. ... ... S 077 | 30.5 | 10.2 7.8

65 yoars and over 44,634 | 66.8 | 50.3 | 38.7 G5 yearsandover. ... ... ... 1,031 | 20.3 | 15.1 8.0
3 persons: @ persons:

Under 16 yoars R8,787 | 66.3 | 53.5 | 30.7 Under 16 years ... ... ........ 22,687 | 8.1 3.4 1.3

W50 years. .. 0 .. 320,085 | 7.5 | 50.8 | 37.2 1I0-580 years ... ... . ..., eo- 22,040 | 10.0 LX) 5.1

0)-64 yoars 10,801 { 70.2 [ 68,8 | 48,7 604 yonrs. ........_..... O 3721 21.2 |1 10.4 7.8

635 years and over 21,202 | 68.4 | 55.6 | 34.0 6syrarsand over. ... ... ... 650 | 22.8 | 13.8 0.2
4 persons: 10 persons:

Under 16 yeary 148,452 | 58.6 | 37.0 | 15.8 Under I8 years. .. ... .. ... ..... 14,014 0.3 2.9 .8

16-50 years . 311,360 | 65.2 | 46.2 | 22.2 16-89 yenrs.. ..oooooo. .. 12,628 | 13.4 7.0 3.4

60-61 years 10,808 [ 67.6 | 50.0 | 27.1 6064 years. . ... .. 162 | 21,7 0.0 4.0

65 years and over 17,712 | G0.6 | 49.8 | 20.4 65 yearsandover..._ ... ... ... 307 ) 16.0 | 8.1 3.0
5 persons:

Under 16 years. . . 120,030 | 42.8 | 21.68 8.7

10-50 years ... ... ... ... ..., 200,508 | 51.8 | 20.9 | 12,7

606t yenrs. .. . .. . e 7,016 1 9.6} 38.5 | 10.3

65 yearsandover ... .. ... 11,600 | 69.3 | 47.56 | 18. 8

! Includes housoholds with 11 or moro persous.

! Porsons in rolief housoholds wero assigned per capita incomes of less than $250 a year.
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The per capita incomes given below for porsons Chart IL.—Percentage distribution of persons in urban
in speciﬁod Qg0 groups wore obtained by (lividing households by age and per capita income groups

: 1 7 . AGE GROUP PERCENT
.tho household income l?y the nurpbm of members £ Showe 2 a
in the household sharing the income and by i
averaging together the income of persons in speci- UNDER 16
fiod ages from differont households with varying 6 — 24
por capita incomes. The estimates of per capita
income thus obtained are as follows: 25 — a4
Allages . _____ ... .. ... . _. -- 5439
45 — 59
Under 18 years___ .. __________.___.__ 301
1624 years__ .. _____ .. ___._ . __._._. 371 60 — 64
26-4d years__ . ___ . __...._. 486
45-b9 years__ .. ____________ .. _. 561 65 8 OVER
60-64 years_____________ . ________.__ 608
65 years and over. ... ____. 577 PER GAPITA INCOME GROUP
TFFor the successive age groups thero is a rise in BB vrocr s 250 ncivomc neuicr) 3350 — 499
average per capita income to a maximum for tho B s2s0 — a0 [777] e300 o oven

ago group 60-64. The per capita incomo for
porsons aged 65 and over lS_lllll}OSt twice that for  sons, especinlly persons under 16 years of age,
porsons under 16 years and is higher than the por  Since average per capita expenditures for various

capita incomnes of groups in the ages 16-59. items in the houschold budget may be lower in

From this comparison it appears that house- large houscholds, beeause of such obvious econo-
holds with aged members have a higher average mies as can be achieved in shelter, fuel, and light,
per capita income than those with younger per- the average per capita income of $577 for persons

in ages 65 and over may not be much more favor-

7 For the method of determining the income of relief houscholds, see the " . .
able than the average of $486 for persons in ages

Bulletin, September 1939, p. 27.

Table 5.—Number of persons of specified age in urban houscholds of specified size, headed by a widowed, divorced,
or separated woman, and percent with specified minimum per capita income
[Preliminary data, subject to revision}

Number of | Percent with mlnl-:! Number of | Percent with mini.
persons mum per eapita i ’ persons muin per (‘npllu
Bize of houschold and age of person km::»!glper _ “Kif”jl(io,r.,‘_, " $izo of household and age of person ’ km}‘w‘::’“,r D Income of-- ]
capita I capita |
incoine 1 M'A) $350 I $500 ' b income 1§20 [ S350 1 AN
e s e e a e —— e —— e — - N — ‘ 1 . .
i I o
Allslzes. ... ... ) L. .. 2R, 104 | 40.6 0 37.6 ¢+ 23.6 4| 5 persons ... ... 4,082 1 35.4 | 2104 ! 0.5
Under 10 yenrs_ . .. 54,308 | 229,127} 511 Under 16 years . . i 10, 142 1 17.3{ KA 2.6
10-69 years. .. e e L35 | 534 40.5 | 251 i 16-59 years . . KX 4.7 | 25.7 1.6
60-64 yenrs____. e 13,215 | 67.8 bas7 |05 6064 years .. - KO | A6 7 an sl 2.1
65 ycarsandover... . ... . ... _ .. 32,170 | 66. 1 | 558 | 39.0 65 years and over LO673 | 5o ] 3.7 17.0
Tperson.............. ... ... .. . 28,107 | 74.0 | 60.3 | 50.7 || G persons_..... ... L o8, 225 | 973 | 1.4 6.4
Under 18years..... ... ... ... ... . 0 N . Under 16 years . . | 7792 137 6O 20
18-50 yenrs__... _... . _ el . 15,640 | 75.6 | 60.0 | 60. 4 | 6-59 years_ ... . - ‘ 14,138 | 83 8] 17,0 K. 2
60-B4years....... ... .. . ... . .. 3,406 | 76.7 1 70.8 | 61.5 60-64 years_ . . . . . | 430 | 47.8 | 0.2 13.6
85 years and over. . ... . . . 0,161 | 73.0 | 67.7 | 57. & | 65 years and over. i "H 340 | 20,7 13.4
2persons.._.._..... . e 60,103 | 64.5 | 54.4 | 37.2 | 7 persons. A ‘ 13,3006 1 19.7 | 10.7 53
Under 18 years. ... . A . 5,313 { 48.0 { 37.1 { 17. 4 Under 16 ¥ oars. . ' 4,067 | 1L0 ]| 4.9 2.0
10-80yenrs_ ... ....... . . ... . 40,139 | 650 1 509 | 37.8 ! -89 years. ... .. . T8 1 240 ) 18,7 7.0
60-64 years. . ___ . e 4,00 [ 70.1 ] 60.0 | 44.6 ; GO-64 years. ... . ! Wy | 302 105 10.0
65 years and over . .. . .. . . 10, 661 | & L8| 4L ! 65 years and over. . STy [ 22 2001 1.5
1
dpersons_ . _ ... ... ... ... ... .. 63, 103 233 ' 8 persons_ ... . i 7030 1 144 K2 N
Under 16 ycnrs ....... e 10, 964 7.6 Under 16 years . | A8 K0 4.4 1.9
16-50 years. _ el 43, 303 25.5 | 16-50 years .. | 4,606 1 18.5 1 10.5 54
60-64 years_ ... . S - 2,720 334 60-64 years. ... | oy 1 ..
85 years and over.. ... . 6,017 313 1 65 years and over | 177 | 26.0 | 16,9 R
4 persons. e 50,162 | 449012011 13.3 | |
Under 16" yeurs 12,027 | 2.7 | 10.9 | 3.5
10-50 years. ...l 33,347 | 500 | 340 | 157 l
60-64years_ ... ... ... . 1L,Lo30 [ 61.7 | 36.3 ) 20.9 !
65 yearsandover... ... ... ... 3,210 | 00.6 ] 13.3 ] 22.2 i i

1 Persons in relief households were assigned per capita incomes of less than $250 a yenr.
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95-44, who are more often members of larger fami-
lies. Anothor offsetting factor is tho fact that
porsons in ages 16-59 aro more ofton in houscholds
with children, for whom par capita exponditures
may bo lower.

In terms of dollar amounts, however, house-
holds with aged members have more than their
proportionate share of income, even when allow-
ance is made for the relatively higher concentra-
tion of nged persons in the higher income eategor-
jes.  This fact is demonstrated in table 4, which
shows the proportion of persons of specified ages
living in houscholds with per capita incomes of at
least $250, $350, or $500. In all houscholds, irre-
speetive of size, the income distribution of aged
persons is more favorable than that of persons in
ages below 60, and especially of persons under the
age of 16, For instance, more than 64 pereent of
persons aged 65 and over are in houscholds with
per capita incomes of $250 or moroe; the corre-
sponding percontagoe for children under 16 is 40
and for those in ages 1659 it 1s 60 (chart I1).
No offsetting allowance is made here for the fact
that a larger proportion of persons in youngor
ages are in larger houscholds, with resulting
economies in the cost of living,

When variations in per capita income are re-
lated to houschold size, the relationships in tables
I and 2 are confirmed.  In one and two-person
houscholds, and to a slight extent in those with
three members, the proportion of persons aged 65
and over, for each per eapita income group, is less
than the proportion of persons in ages 16-59. In
houscholds of four or more persons, the proportions
of aged are higher than the proportions for persons
in ages 16-659.  In each size of houschold, ehildren
have the lowest average incomes, and the relative
disparity in favor of aged persons becomes greater
for larger houscholds.  For instanee, in three-
person houscholds 66 pereent of the children and
68 pereent of the aged are in houscholds with
minimum per capita incomes of $250. The cor-
responding pereentages for houscholds of seven
persons are 17 and 37 percent.  The per capita
income of thoe aged in houscholds of one, two, and
three, though less favorable than that of persons
aged 16--59 in houscholds of these sizes, is muceh
more favorable than that of persons aged 16-59
in households with four or more members.

Despito  their limitations, these analyses of
houscholds in terms of per capita income of dif-

Bulletin, October 1940

Chart 111.—Percent of persons with specified per capita
income in urban households of specified sise, for
persons aged 65 and over and for all persons in broken
houscholds headed by a widowed, divorced, or sepa-
rated woman

PERCENT

1 PERSON O 20 40 €o. 80 '
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BROKEN HOUSEHOLDS

WA
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6 PERSONS | | I |
AGED PERSONS < N,
BROKEN HOUSEHOLDS

7 PERSONS | I l
AGED PERSONS -
BROKEN HOUSEHOLDS
8 PERSONS | | ‘
AGED PERSONS i SR
BROKEN HOUSEHOLDS st
SRR TN U T 1

PER CAPITA INCOME GROUP

B ssco—- a0
’////// $300 & OVER

- UNDER 3250 (INCLUDING RELIEF)

B 3230 — 349

ferent ago groups do not support the viow that
aged persons as a group are economically the least
secure in our population. If anything, available
data would suggest that the aged have perhaps a
larger relative proportion who are cconomically
most favored than do persons in other age groups.

As a group, the aged may spend as much from
their own resources for the support of younger
persons as is spent, in the aggregate, by younger
persons toward tho support of the aged. The
plausibility of this inference may be tested by an
analysis of the employment status of aged per-
sons and others in houscholds with one or more
members aged 65 and over and by an examination
of home ownership for houscholds with aged mem-
bers as compared with other houscholds.  Such
an analysis will be presented in a subscquent
paper.

From the tabulations examined thus far, it
appears that on the averago the income available
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Table 6.—Comparison of percentages of persons in urban single-family households with specified minimum per
capita income, for heads of houscholds who are under age 65 and disabled and for aged persons, in households

of specified size

[Preliminary datn, subject to rovision)

Percent with minfmum per capita income of—

Number ? i e e e e
4 $250 £350 i $500

Size of houschold — - S e I -

Disabled Disabled Disabled o Disabled

houschold Axged |y onsehold Aged 1y onsehold Ared g nsehold Aged
heads ? persons heads ? persons heads ? \ persons hends 2 persons?

Ali sizes : 6.220 67,062 30.5 67.0 ) 2.1 | 56,2 | 10,0 39.1
L POrSON. oo 766 12,001 385 68,6 15,5 63.3 20.0 3.1
2 persons. _. 1, 680 31,074 41. 8 66. 3 M5 557 17. 4 37.9
3 persons. .. 1,006 11, 485 0.1 69. 8 23.0 5.7 10.3 3.0
4 persons. .. 018 4, 650 240 68,2 12,8 NI 2.6 2.2
8 persons. .. 6nl 1, 808 17. 4 0. 2 0.0 40.3 3.3 20.0
0 persons. _. 495 a76 0.3 68,38 3.0 38,0 .4 2.7
7 persons. .. 286 273 8.5 42.56 2.4 24.2 .8 14.3
8 persons. ... . 179 133 .8 0.8 Ny U800 17.3
FU R TL] 470 o 102 69 1.5 30. 4 1.0 17.4 N 14.3

t Excludes disabled household heads and aged persons with unknown per
capltn Income status.
1 Includes household heads in institutions at time of survey.

from wages or from other cash-income- producing
sources, in houscholds which include persons who
arc G5 ycars or over, is probably as high as or
higher than that for houscholds with other adults.
The proportion of aged among the ncedy and
among those who have little or no resources of
their own may be, in general, somewhat higher
than among other adults, in the light of cconomies
related to family size, the lesser cost of living for
children, and the probability that more often than
for other age groups the income of the houschold
may not reflect the economic status of che aged
person.® Nevertheless, it cannot be said that the
aged as a group arc as ncedy as certain other
segments in the population sueh as children;
broken families, especially those with a widowed
mother; familtes with disabled heads; and, in

1 On the other hand, houscholds with younger meinbers more often have
greater oxpenditures for household furnishings.

¥ Persons aged 65 and aver,
s,.,“’)Ol.’ors(m:< in relief householids were assigned pereapita incomes of less than
general, fnmilies which are deprived of the ecarn-
ings of the principal wage carncr through death,
disability, or chronic unemplovment. ‘The less
favorable economic status of groups is
illustrated in tables 5, 6, and 7.

Variations in per capita income in relation to
household size are presented in table 5 for house-
holds headed by o woman who is widowed, di-
vorced, or sepurated from her husband.  Com-
parison with the corresponding data for all house-
holds (table 4) indicates that, exeept in houscholds
of one person, these broken houscholds are less
favored economically than are houscholds with
aged members,  These relationships are shown
graphically in ehart TTT,

Table 6 provides a comparison of the relative
income status of houscholds headed by disabled
persons under 65 years of age and houscholds with
one or more members aged 65 and over. The

these

Table 7.—Number of persons aged 65 and over in urban single-family houscholds and number of such houscholds
with no gainful worker, with unemployed head, and with no employed gainful worker, and percentage distribu-

tion by income status

[Preliminary data, subject to revision)

Number

T'ype of group i group

Personsaged 6S5andover.... . . ... ... ... ........ 07,273
Housoholds with:
Nogalnful worker_ ... .. ... ... ... ... ..... 36, 488
Unomployed head. .. ..._....__. 83,728
No employed gainful worker_. _. ... 80, 578

Percent of houscholds with specifled income status

: Nonrelief
Al Reliet | ToUTm e T T
All Under © $L,000-  £1,500-  $2,000- | $3,000
‘ £1,000 LS L UNET WU Y] 2,999 and over
100.0 17.3 82,7 i 4.7 | 17.9 s’ 7.4 \ 4.9
i ;
100.0 26,8 735 50.7 12.2 I 5. 2.9 ’ 2.4
100.0 63,3 30.7 .7 6.1 2.5 1.1 .3
100.0 60.7 33.3 ‘ 27.2 4.2 1.3 .5 N
1
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comparison has been limited to households con-
gisting of only one family, since data for house-
holds consisting of more than one family are not
available at this time. A striking contrast is
found, in all houschold sizes, in favor of house-
holds of aged persons as compared with those
headed by disabled persons, and the contrast be-
comes sharpened with inereasing houschold size.

The comparative income distribution, among
houscholds consisting of only one family, for
houscholds with one or more members aged 65 and
over and for houscholds without gainful workers,"
with unemployed heads, and with no employed
gainful workers, is shown in table 7. The cco-
nomic status of houscholds with aged members is
by far the best, especially as compared with those
with unemployed heads or without employed
workers.  The contrast would become even more
striking if houschold size were taken into con-
gideration, since the average number of members
is almost twice as great for households with un-
employed heads and with no employed workers as
for houscholds with aged members,

Tables 5, 6, and 7 substantiate the statement
that, on the basis of available information on the
relative cconomie status of houscholds with aged
members and certain other groups, households with
aged members are economically far more secure as
a group than are certain other segments in the
population, such as houscholds with children,

* A family, asdeflned in the family composition study, includes (n) one or
both sponses and their unmarried children, if any, including adopted or
foster children, living together ns a family unit; or (b) unmarried sisters
and/or brothers, Including adopted or foster brothers and sisters, }ving
together ag a family unit; or (¢) persons living {n extra-fainilial groups, or by
themselves, who nre considered as separate one-person familics.

1" Data are not avaflable for households consisting of more than one family.

HeQainfal workers' inelude persons In regular employment, on work
relief, or secking work.
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those in which the head is a widowed, divorced, or
separated woman; those in which the head is dis-
abled or unemployed; those without gainful
workers; and those without employed workers.

The income data used in this article relate to
the latter part of 1934, 1935, and the carly months
of 1936. Among the total aged population of
some 8.4 million 2 persons aged 65 or more, some
2 million aged persons are now receiving public
assistance under the Federal-State old-age assist-
ance program, and during January—-June 1940
some 76,300 aged persons were allowed benefits
under the old-age and survivors insurance pro-
visions of the Social Sccurity Act.'’® Only 800,000
of the cstimated 36 million !* children under 16
years of age are benefiting under the program for
aid to dependent children, and during January—
June 1940, claims for children’s benefits under old-
age and survivors insurance were allowed for
18,400 children under 16. A weekly average of
more than a million unemployed workers are re-
ceiving unemployment benefits over restricted
periods of time. Therefore, the relative economic
sceurity of the aged as contrasted with other
clements in the population would scem greater
now than at the time when the data for the family
composition study were obtained. For other seg-
ments of the population, particularly for children
and even more so for families in which the head
of the family is disabled, there has been no
significant improvement in relative ecconomic
security since these data were obtained.

11 Estitnate of National Resources Committee for 1940 (Population Sta-
tistice, Natlonal Data, 1937, p. 9).

W 1n addition, on June 30, 1040, about 90,000 persons aged 63 or over were
recelving annulties under the Railroad Retirement Act,

14 Ibid.
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