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UNDER THE Social Security Act, m i l 
lions of wives and minor children of 
workers i n employment covered by 
old-age and survivors insurance are 
assured a monthly income i n the event 
of the worker's death. Dur ing 1940, 
an estimated 1 3 6 , 6 0 0 1 mothers w i t h 
children under age 1 8 were widowed 
i n the United States. I n tha t year, 
the first i n which monthly benefits 
were paid under the act, approxi
mately 32,000 such families became 
entitled to monthly survivor benefits. 
By June 1945 survivor benefits were i n 
force on the wage records of about 
180,000 deceased workers who were 
survived by a widow and children u n 
der age 18. Surveys of widows and 
children receiving these benefits i n 
1940 i n seven cities show tha t they 
afforded many families some protec
t ion f rom want and were a considera
ble factor i n helping the widows ma in 
ta in homes for their children. 

The great major i ty of the widows 2 

interviewed were housewives who were 
suddenly confronted w i t h the double 
responsibility of securing an income 
and keeping a home for their families. 
Few of them were employed when 
their husbands were alive, and not 
many had the experience, ski l l , or 
t ra in ing required for earning a satis
factory family wage. Furthermore, 
i n six of the cities only about 1 0 per
cent, and i n one city 24 percent, had 
as much as $25 a month i n income 
from assets accumulated by the fam
i ly before the husband died or f rom 
private insurance payments. F rom 
45 to 62 percent of the widows had no 
income whatever f rom such re
sources.3 Most of the relatives on 
whom they might rely for aid were 
sons and daughters between the ages 
of 1 8 and 24 , who were handicapped 
as wage earners by youth and inexpe
rience, or parents whose earning 
power was restricted because of ad
vanced age. 

Scope and Method 

These findings are based on infor
mat ion obtained from beneficiaries i n 
terviewed i n their homes by represent
atives of the Bureau of Old-Age and 
Survivors Insurance i n 1 9 4 1 - 4 2 . The 
families whose resources were studied 
had been awarded survivor benefits i n 
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s c r i b i n g t h e resources o f p r i m a r y b e n e f i 
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age a n d s u r v i v o r s i n s u r a n c e b e n e f i t s a n d 
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1940 and had been beneficiaries for at 
least a year at the t ime of the in ter
view. For purposes of analysis, cities 
i n two geographical areas have been 
grouped—Philadelphia and Balt imore 
have been combined i n one survey, and 
Birmingham, Memphis, and At lan ta 
i n another. The cities surveyed, the 
number of families i n the completed 
samples, the proportionate size of the 
various samples, and the periods they 
represent are shown i n the following 
tabulat ion: 

Survey 

Number of 
families in 
completed 

survey 
sample 

Benefit awards 

Period of survey 
year 1 Survey 

Number of 
families in 
completed 

survey 
sample Period of awards 

Percent of 
all awards 
in period 

Period of survey 
year 1 

Philadelphia and Baltimore 129 Jan.-June 1940 41.1 M a y 1940-July 1941 
St. Louis 120 1940 48.2 Nov. 1940-Nov. 1941 
Birmingham, Memphis, and Atlanta 183 1940 45.8 Feb. 1941-Mar. 1942 
Los Angeles 134 1940 and Jan. 1941 42.0 Apr . 1941-June 1942 

1 The survey year fell w i t h i n the period specified. Data were obtained for the 12 months preceding the 
month in which the interview was held. 

The samples selected were stratified 
to represent the various wage levels of 
the deceased fathers. Al though the 
samples were small i n absolute n u m 
ber's, they constituted a large propor
t ion , 4 1 - 4 8 percent, 4 of the different 
universes. This fact and the care 
w i t h which they were stratified en
sured tha t they would be representa
tive of the widows and children who 
had been awarded benefits i n the re
spective cities. The uniform and com
parable relationships found i n al l the 
surveys evidence their accuracy and 
significance. The method of sample 
selection and the definitions and gen
eral concepts applied i n the surveys 
were presented i n the B U L L E T I N for 
July 1943 . 

Children of workers who died ful ly 
or currently insured 5 may, i f other

wise qualified, 6 receive survivors i n 
surance benefits based on their 
fathers' wage records. Widows under 
age 65 may receive monthly benefits 
only i f they are caring for a child of 
the deceased wage earner. The num
ber of children of deceased wage 
earners who lived w i t h guardians 
rather than their mothers was too 
small to permit a separate analysis; 
therefore, only children l iv ing w i t h 
their mothers were included i n the 
surveys. 

4 A s in p r e c e d i n g a r t i c l e s , a figure w a s 
c o m p u t e d f o r e a c h s u r v e y a n d t h e r a n g e 
f o r t h e f o u r s u r v e y s i s g i v e n . 

5 A fully insured i n d i v i d u a l i s d e f i n e d 
b y t h e S o c i a l S e c u r i t y A c t as f o l l o w s : ( 1 ) 
a p e r s o n w h o h a s h a d n o t less t h a n 1 
q u a r t e r o f coverage f o r e a c h 2 o f t h e 
c a l e n d a r q u a r t e r s e l a p s i n g a f t e r 1936 o r 
a f t e r t h e q u a r t e r i n w h i c h h e a t t a i n e d t h e 
age o f 2 1 , w h i c h e v e r q u a r t e r is l a t e r , a n d 
u p t o b u t e x c l u d i n g t h e q u a r t e r in w h i c h 
h e a t t a i n e d age 65 o r d i e d , w h i c h e v e r f i r s t 
o c c u r r e d , a n d i n n o case less t h a n 6 
q u a r t e r s ; o r ( 2 ) o n e w h o has h a d a t l e a s t 
40 q u a r t e r s o f coverage . A q u a r t e r o f 
coverage i s a c a l e n d a r q u a r t e r i n w h i c h 
t h e w o r k e r h a s b e e n p a i d n o t less t h a n 
$50 in t a x a b l e wages . A currently insured 
i n d i v i d u a l i s o n e t o w h o m t a x a b l e wages 
o f n o t less t h a n $50 h a v e b e e n p a i d f o r 
e a c h o f n o t less t h a n 6 o f t h e 12 q u a r t e r s 
i m m e d i a t e l y p r e c e d i n g t h e q u a r t e r i n 
w h i c h he d i e d . 

6 U n m a r r i e d c h i l d r e n u n d e r age 18 w h o 
w e r e d e p e n d e n t o n t h e wage e a r n e r a t 
t h e t i m e o f h i s d e a t h a re e l i g i b l e f o r 
c h i l d ' s b e n e f i t s . These bene f i t s a re sus 
p e n d e d i f a c h i l d u n d e r 18 a n d ove r 16 
years o f age f a i l s t o a t t e n d s c h o o l r e g u 
l a r l y w h e n s c h o o l a t t e n d a n c e is f eas ib l e , 
a n d if a c h i l d e a rn s $15 o r m o r e m o n t h l y 
i n e m p l o y m e n t c o v e r e d b y o ld - age a n d 
s u r v i v o r s i n s u r a n c e . 

I n age and other personal and fam
i ly characteristics, persons to whom 
widow and child benefits were awarded 
i n 1940 were i n general similar to per
sons receiving awards i n 1941-43 . 
There were slight differences i n these 
characteristics i n the awards of 1944, 
when the deaths of members of the 
armed forces increased the propor
t ion of younger workers among the 
deceased fathers. I n many respects, 
therefore, the families included i n 
these surveys are typical of families 
awarded similar benefits i n later 
years. I n other respects, however, the 
situation of a l l families receiving 
benefits—those included i n the sur
veys as well as those awarded benefits 
later—was affected by conditions 
created by the war. More widows 
w i t h children i n their care were em
ployed i n 1943 and i n 1944 than i n 
1 9 4 1 - 4 2 ; and each year after 1940 an 
increasing number of young men left 
home for service i n the armed forces. 
Obviously, the resources of the sur
vivor beneficiary families studied can 
be regarded as representative only of 
beneficiaries i n large cities i n the 
period covered. 

The widow and al l her unmarried 

children under age 1 8 fo rm a group 
of persons either entit led to benefits 
or eligible for benefits on the father's 
wage record. I n this article they are 
referred to as the "beneficiary group" 
even though the widow or some of the 
children were not entitled to benefits 
during the year reviewed. 7 I n some 
beneficiary groups the widow or one 
or more children do not file for bene
fits because they wish to work i n cov
ered employment or because the max
imum family benefit is absorbed by 
others i n the family. Whether bene
ficiaries or not, they are members of 
a family group a l l of whom are eligible 
for benefits. The to ta l amount of 
benefits paid to the entitled members 
of the group may be regarded as a 
family benefit which helps the widow 
rear the young children of the de
ceased worker. 

Most of the data presented i n this 
article are classified by number of 
children i n the beneficiary group. A 
"one-child beneficiary group" is com
posed of a widow and one chi ld; a 
" two-chi ld beneficiary group," of a 
widow and two children; and a "three-
or-more-child beneficiary group," of 
a widow and three or more children. 
Children who were beneficiaries or po
tential beneficiaries for any part of 
the survey year are included i n the 
beneficiary group even though their 
el igibil i ty for benefits may have t e rmi 
nated during the year. 

I n the analysis of resources, a dis
t inct ion has been made between the 
beneficiary group and the other f am
ily members, sometimes referred to as 
"other relatives," or "others i n the 
family ." The two groups of related 
persons l iv ing together are referred 
to as a "family ," of which the bene
ficiary group was a part . For exam
ple, one household was composed of a 
widow entitled to benefits, a son aged 
1 5 also entitled to benefits, a son 
17 not entitled because he did not file 
for benefits, a daughter aged 20 , and 
the widow's mother. The widow and 
her two sons formed the beneficiary 
group, and the daughter and the 
widow's mother comprised the "other 
relatives" i n the family. I n consider
ing income, the benefits and income 
from other sources reported by any 
member of the beneficiary group 
form the "beneficiary group income." 

7 O n l y 78 o f t h e 566 w i d o w s a n d 93 o f 
t h e 1,126 c h i l d r e n in t h e b e n e f i c i a r y 
g r o u p s i n a l l f o u r su rveys c o m b i n e d w e r e 
n o t e n t i t l e d t o b e n e f i t s . 



The income of the beneficiary group 
plus tha t of "others i n the f ami ly" 
makes up the to ta l "family income." 

Whenever they could be estimated, 
the money value of goods received i n 
lieu of wages and the value of gifts 
were included i n the income reported, 
but no imputed rental value was en
tered for owner-occupied homes. No 
value was estimated for the garden, 
poultry, hogs, or dairy produce raised 
by the beneficiaries. Such produce 
and also gifts on which no value could 
be placed supplemented the incomes 
of many families i n the three South
ern cities, but only a few families i n 
the other surveys. 

I n a few instances, i n order to de
rive representative averages, i t has 
been necessary to omit unusually ex
treme values. The small numbers i n 
each sample make this especially i m 
portant. I n classifications by number 
of children i n the beneficiary group, 
the sample cells are too small for com
putat ion of percentage distributions, 
and only the absolute figures are pre
sented. The differences i n amounts of 
income and assets reported i n the var
ious surveys, the fact tha t the survey 
years cover different periods, and the 
fact tha t the families i n the seven c i t 
ies surveyed do not represent a l l widow 
and chi ld beneficiaries of survivors i n 
surance make i t inadvisable to com
bine the findings of al l surveys i n ana
lyzing amounts of income. Significant 
results could be derived, however, by 
combining the data for al l the surveys 
i n relation to the number and age of 
the children i n the beneficiary groups, 
fami ly l iv ing arrangements, and net 
wor th . 

I n considering the situation of the 
widows studied, i t should be noted tha t 
many were visited only slightly more 
t h a n a year after their husbands had 
died and tha t few had been widowed as 
long as 2 years. Many widows had 
not yet recovered f rom the shock of 
their bereavement, and a number had 
been i l l during the survey year. These 
widows often said tha t they expected 
to f ind a job, move, or make some other 
adjustment. I t was evident also tha t 
further changes would have to be 
made by the widows who got along 
during the survey year by drawing on 
the private insurance payments they 
had received or on other assets. 

Table 1.—Percentage distribution of beneficiary groups by number of children, average 
age of children, and percentage distribution of children by age1 and number in the 
beneficiary group, seven cities 

Number of children in bene
ficiary group 

A l l benefi
ciary groups 

Average 
age of 

children 
(years) 

Percentage dis t r ibut ion of children by specified age 

Number of children in bene
ficiary group 

N u m 
ber 

Per
cent 

Average 
age of 

children 
(years) 

A l l ages 

1-3 4-6 7-9 10-12 13-15 [16-18] 

Number of children in bene
ficiary group 

N u m 
ber 

Per
cent 

Average 
age of 

children 
(years) 

N u m 
ber 

Per 
cent 

1-3 4-6 7-9 10-12 13-15 [16-18] 

Seven cities combined 

Total 566 100.0 10.9 1,126 100.0 10.2 11.5 16.0 18.5 21.0 22.8 
1 child 251 44.4 11.7 251 100.0 10.0 9.2 12.0 14.3 25.1 29.4 
2 children 187 33.0 11.4 374 100.0 8.8 9.9 13.9 20.1 22.7 24.6 
3 or more children 128 22.6 10.2 501 100.0 11.4 14.0 19.5 19.3 17.6 18.2 

Philadelphia and Balt imore 

Total 129 100.0 11.4 234 100.0 9.4 10.7 14.5 16.7 21.4 27.3 
1 child 60 46.5 11.4 60 100.0 11.7 10.0 16.7 13.3 18.3 30.0 
2 children 48 37.2 12.2 96 100.0 7.3 9.4 7.3 20.8 25.0 30.2 
3 or more children 21 16.3 10.5 78 100.0 10.3 12.8 21.8 14.1 19.2 21.8 

St. Louis 

To ta l 120 100.0 10.9 235 100.0 11.5 9.4 16.6 20.9 19.6 22.0 
1 child 56 46.6 11.4 56 100.0 12.5 5.4 16.1 14.3 23.2 28.5 
2 children 38 31.7 11.1 76 100.0 11.8 7.9 14.5 22.4 19.7 23.7 
3 or more children 26 21.7 10.4 103 100.0 10.7 12.6 18.4 23.3 17.5 17.5 

Birmingham, Memphis, and At lanta 

Total 183 100.0 10.7 399 100.0 9.3 14.0 16.3 18.8 20.8 20.8 
1 child 70 38.3 12.2 70 100.0 4.3 10.0 8.6 18.6 29.9 28.6 
2 children 63 34.4 11.6 126 100.0 6.3 9.5 15.1 19.8 25.5 23.8 
3 or more children 50 27.3 9.6 203 100.0 12.8 18.2 19.7 18.2 14.8 16.3 

Los Angeles 

Total 134 100.0 10.9 258 100.0 11.2 10.5 16.3 17.4 22.1 22.5 
1 child 65 48.5 11.7 65 100.0 12.3 10.8 7.7 10.8 27.7 30.7 
2 children 38 28.4 10.3 76 100.0 11.8 13.2 19.7 17.1 18.4 19.8 
3 or more children 31 23.1 11.0 117 100.0 10.3 8.5 18.8 21.4 21.3 19.7 

1 Age at end of survey year. 

Personal and Family 
Characteristics 

As was to be expected, when they 
died the great major i ty of workers 

who had been the fathers of the f a m 
ilies surveyed, and an even larger 
proportion of their widows, were com
paratively young. After age 50, rela
tively fewer men leave children i n the 
ages at which a child can be entitled 
to benefits. Approximately two-
thirds of the fathers and three-
fourths of the widows i n St. Louis, 
Los Angeles, and the three Southern 
cities were between 30 and 49 years 
of age. I n Philadelphia and B a l t i 
more, where a slightly larger propor
t ion of the fathers than i n the other 
surveys were aged 50 and over, 54 per
cent of the fathers and 63 percent of 
the widows were aged 30-49. The 
fa thers ' , average age was 43-45 at 
death; they left widows whose aver
age age at tha t t ime was 38-41 years. 
The death of workers at middle age, 
usually the most productive period i n 
a man's lifetime, creates serious eco
nomic as well as personal problems 
for the i r families. Their wives often 
must not only rear young children 

but must also provide for aging 
parents. 

I n three of the surveys, nearly ha l f 
the workers were survived by a 
widow and one beneficiary chi ld , 
while i n the three Southern cities 
only 38 percent left a widow and one 
chi ld (table 1). The major i ty of the 
other workers left two children under 
age 18. Only 16-27 percent of the 
to ta l had three or more children of 
eligible age. Census data on family 
composition i n 1940 indicate tha t 
these relationships among families 
by number of children are similar to 
those existing among a l l families i n 
the cities where the samples were 
selected. 

A few of the men leaving one bene
ficiary child were young and had only 
the one chi ld ; a number were older 
men w i t h several children but only 
one under age 18. O n the average, 
the fathers survived by only one bene
ficiary chi ld were slightly older than 
those survived by more children. 



The mothers also were somewhat 
older i n the one-child beneficiary 
groups. Between the two-chi ld and 
the three-or-more-child beneficiary 
groups, however, there was no appre
ciable and uni form difference i n the 
average ages of either the fathers or 
the mothers. 

The average number of children 
per beneficiary group was 2 or prac
t ical ly 2 i n each survey except Phi la
delphia and Baltimore, where i t was 
1.8. The average number of children 
i n the beneficiary groups composed 
of 3 or more children was 3.7 i n P h i l 
adelphia and Baltimore, 4 i n St. 
Louis, 3.8 i n Los Angeles, and 4.1 i n 
the three Southern cities. Only 56 
of the 566 families surveyed i n a l l 
cities combined had 4 or more c h i l 
dren i n the beneficiary group (table 
8 ) ; nearly half of them (26) were 
families w i t h just 4 children; 3 f a m i 
lies had 8, and 1 had 9 children. A l 
most ha l f the families w i t h more 
than 3 children were i n the three 
Southern cities. 

Whi le the workers who died leaving 
three or more children as potential 
beneficiaries formed only 16-27 per
cent of the deceased fathers, the pro
port ion of a l l potential chi ld benefi
ciaries who were members of these 
large beneficiary groups was 33 per
cent i n Philadelphia and Balt imore, 44 
percent i n St. Louis, 45 percent i n Los 
Angeles, and 51 percent i n the three 
Southern cities. I n a l l the surveys 
combined, 44 percent of the children 
were i n beneficiary groups of three or 
more children. A large proportion of 
the children, therefore, were affected 
by the maximum benefit provision of 
the law which, for any family com
prising a widow and three or more 
chi ldren, operates to l i m i t the to ta l 
amount tha t can be paid. 

The proportion of families w i t h 
three or more children was relatively 
large i n the Southern cities because 
of the number who were Negro. I n 
the three Southern cities, 67 families 
(37 percent) were Negro, while the 
other surveys included only a few 
Negro families. Forty percent of the 
Southern Negro wage earners, i n con
t ras t to only 19 percent of the white, 
were survived by more than two c h i l 
dren who could receive benefits. 

I n each survey the average age of 
the children at the end of the survey 
year was 11 years.8 The average age 

of the children i n the one-child and 
two-chi ld beneficiary groups was 11 or 
12 years, but the children i n the larger 
families averaged 10 years i n three of 
the four surveys. Many of the ch i l 
dren could be beneficiaries for only 5 
or 6 years. From 42 to 49 percent 
were 13-18 years of age at the end of 
the survey year.9 Approximately 
one-fifth were aged 16-18 (table 1 ) . 

8 T h e y we re a y e a r o r m o r e y o u n g e r 
w h e n t h e i r f a t h e r s d i e d . T h e e n d o f t h e 
s u r v e y yea r was a l w a y s m o r e t h a n 1 y e a r 

a n d s o m e t i m e s n e a r l y 2½ years a f t e r t h e 
f a t h e r ' s d e a t h . 

9 C h i l d r e n u n d e r 18 a n y p a r t o f t h e s u r 
v e y yea r a re i n c l u d e d i n t h e b e n e f i c i a r y 
g r o u p . 

The number of years dur ing which 
a widow may receive monthly bene
fits p r ior to age 65 is l imi ted by the 
age of her youngest child. I n each 
city a number of widows had children 
who would not a t ta in age 18 for f rom 
12 to 17 years. I n 26-33 percent of 
the beneficiary groups, there were one 
or more children under age 7 at the 
end of the survey year. The young
est chi ld i n the beneficiary group was 
at least 13 years of age i n 33-40 per
cent of the families. I n these f a m i 
lies the widow could draw benefits for 
less than 5 additional years. The 
percentage dis t r ibut ion of beneficiary 
groups by age of youngest chi ld at the 
end of the survey year was as follows: 

Age group 

Percentage distribution of beneficiary 
groups 

Age group Seven 
cities 
com
bined 

Phila
delphia 

and 
Ba l t i 
more 

St. 
Louis 

B i r m 
ing

ham, 
M e m 
phis, 
and 

Atlanta 

Los 
A n 

geles 

Tota l 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

1-3 17.1 13.2 18.3 18.6 17.9 
4-6 12.9 12.4 10.9 14.8 12.7 
7-9 16.4 15.5 20.0 12.6 19.4 
10-12 16.8 18.6 17.5 18.0 12'.7 
13-15 21.6 22.5 18.3 22.9 21 6 
16-18 15.2 17.8 15.0 13.1 15.7 

I n 31-35 percent of the families, a l l 
the children i n the beneficiary group 
were under age 12. A l l the children 
were aged 12 and over i n 39-43 per
cent of the families i n three surveys, 
and i n 50 percent of the families i n 
Philadelphia and Baltimore, where 
there was a larger proport ion of older 
men among the deceased fathers. 
The rest of the families had at least 
one chi ld under age 12 and at least 
one aged 12 and over. A major i ty of 
the beneficiary groups i n wh ich there 
were three or more children were 
composed of children both under and 
over age 12. 

Residence.—From 34 to 47 percent 

of the widows owned the homes i n 
which they lived. In . Los Angeles 
more than one-fourth, and i n each of 
the other surveys less t h a n one-fifth, 
owned unmortgaged homes. Some 
widows had invested private insurance 
payments or other funds i n homes 
after the husband's death. Approxi 
mately 5 percent of the widows i n 
Philadelphia and Baltimore and i n St. 
Louis, and about 15 percent i n the 
three Southern cities and Los Angeles, 
had either paid off mortgages or pur
chased new homes. A few widows, 
however, had sold or lost their homes, 
and others had rented them and 
moved to property w i t h cheaper rent 
i n order to meet the mortgage pay
ments. I n extent of home ownership, 
there was not much difference be
tween the large and small beneficiary 
groups. 

From 38 to 51 percent of the families 
lived i n homes rented by the widow. 
Among these were several who had 
moved to homes where the rent was 
less than they had formerly paid, be
cause the family income had been 
so greatly reduced by the father's 
death. 

Nearly a l l the other widows were 
l iv ing i n the homes of relatives; only a 
few were rooming and boarding. 

Family composition.—Nearly al l the 
widows had lived w i t h their husbands 
i n their own homes, and most of them 
maintained their own homes after his 
death. Dur ing the year surveyed, only 
10 percent of the widows i n the three 
Southern cities, 13 percent in Los A n 
geles, 16 percent i n St. Louis, and 21 
percent i n Philadelphia and Baltimore 
lived i n homes of relatives. Almost 
a l l the widows who lived w i t h relatives 
had only one or two children. These 
widows had not owned their own 
homes and had moved to the homes 
of relatives after the death of the wage 
earner. On the other hand, a rela
tive had moved into the homes of 6-11 
percent of the widows. I n a l l , after 
the wage earner's death a new mem
ber was added to one-fifth of the 
households i n each survey either by 
the widow's moving to the home of a 
relative or by some relative's moving 
i n w i t h the widow. Usually, but not 
always, this change i n family com
position was made for the convenience 
of the widow. 

The 80-90 percent of the widows 
who were heads of their own house
holds dur ing the whole survey year 
represented the following three types 
of families, i n a remarkably similar 



pattern i n each of the four surveys 
(table 2 ) : 

1. Most numerous were the fam
ilies consisting only of the widow and 
nonmarried children under age 18— 
the beneficiary group. This group i n 
cluded nearly hal f the widows in ter
viewed i n Los Angeles and the three 
Southern cities, 40 percent of those 
i n St. Louis, and 33 percent of those 
i n Philadelphia and Baltimore. These 
widows had no relative i n the house
hold to help rear their dependent ch i l 
dren. 

2. The only persons l iv ing w i t h 
21-27 percent of the widows and their 
dependent children were older non-
married children, not members of the 
beneficiary group. The widow and 
her own nonmarried children (both 
dependent and older children) were 
the only persons i n 58 percent of the 
families visited i n Philadelphia and 
Baltimore and i n more t h a n two-
thirds of those i n each of the other 
surveys. 

3. Some relative other than or i n 
addition to a nonmarried son or 
daughter lived w i t h the widow i n 18-
21 percent of a l l the families. Most 
of these relatives were parents, mar
ried children, or the widows' sisters or 
brothers. 

The relatives who were most l ikely 
to make contributions to the jo in t 
household were the widows' own non-
marr ied sons or daughters 18 years of 
age or older. Most of them (80-95 
percent) were young, under age 25, 
and nearly a l l were self-supporting, 
although occasionally an adult chi ld 
was dependent on his mother because 
of school attendance or illness or for 
some other reason. Frequently the 
widows said tha t they "could not have 
gotten along" wi thout the help of an 
older son or daughter, or wondered 
what they would do i f the son or 
daughter who was the chief wage 
earner should marry or be drafted 
in to the armed forces. For example: 

Mrs . P, widowed at age 58, and a 
daughter aged 16 together received 
monthly benefits to ta l ing $17.33. 
Their only other income was $24 i n 
terest on a savings account of $1,700, 
f rom which they withdrew $300 dur
ing the survey year. A son, aged 23, 
was the other family member and the 
only wage earner. His employment 
as a t ruck driver paid h i m $1,303 
($108.58 m o n t h l y ) . The family spent 
$25 a month for rent, more than the 
amount of their benefits. Obviously 

Mrs. P was r igh t i n saying tha t her 
son helped her a "good b i t " and tha t 
wi thout h i m her "assets would already 
have been exhausted." 

Two older sons, aged 19 and 24, 
were the chief wage earners i n the 
family of Mrs . Y . The widow aged 49, 
a daughter aged 12, and a son aged 
16 were entit led as a family to 
monthly benefits total ing $40.18. 

Mrs. Y earned $208 dur ing the year 
by doing washing i n her home; the 
beneficiary son qui t school as soon as 
he became 16 years of age and earned 
$6 as a helper on an uncle's t ruck i n 
the last 2 weeks of the year surveyed; 
the two older sons earned $808 and 
$1,181 as factory workers. W i t h ben
efits of $482.16, the to ta l annual f am
i ly income for the five people was 
$2,686, of which $1,989 was earned by 
the older sons. Since there were no 
assets except a few small insurance 
policies, the family had no resources 
for an emergency, and would have had 
a hard t ime getting along wi thout the 
older children. 

Table 2.—Distribution of families by family composition and number of children in the 
beneficiary group, seven cities 

Number of children i n 
beneficiary group 

A l l 
families 

Widow's family alone Widow's family and others 

Number of children i n 
beneficiary group 

A l l 
families 

To ta l 
Benefici
ary group 

only 

Benefici
ary group 
and other 
nonmar

ried 
children 

Tota l 

Relatives 
l iv ing 

w i t h ben
eficiary 
group 1 

Benefici
ary group 

l iv ing 
w i t h 

relatives 

Percentage distribution of families 

Seven cities combined, total 100.0 65.9 42.4 23.5 34.1 19.6 14.5 

1 child 100.0 59.8 34.7 25.1 40.2 19.9 20.8 
2 children 100.0 65.2 42.2 23.0 34.8 21.4 13.3 
3 or more children 100.0 78.9 57.8 21.1 21.1 16.4 4.4 

Philadelphia and Baltimore, total 100.0 58.2 32.6 25.6 41.8 20.9 20.7 
St. Louis, total 100.0 66.7 40.0 26.7 33.3 17.5 15.9 
Birmingham, Memphis, and A t 

lanta, total 100.0 68.3 46.4 21.9 31.7 21.3 10.4 
Los Angeles, total 100.0 69.4 48.5 20.9 30.6 17.9 12.7 

Number of families 

Philadelphia and Baltimore 

Total 129 75 42 33 54 27 27 
l child 60 31 16 15 29 10 19 
2 children 48 29 15 14 19 12 7 
3 or more children 21 15 11 4 6 5 1 

St. Louis 

Tota l 120 80 48 32 40 21 19 
1 child 56 32 16 16 24 10 14 

2 children 38 26 18 8 12 7 5 
3 or more children 26 22 14 8 4 4 

- Birmingham, Memphis , and At lanta 

Total 183 125 85 40 58 39 19 
1 child 70 45 28 17 25 16 9 

2 children 63 38 26 12 25 16 9 
3 or more children 50 42 31 11 8 7 1 

Los Angeles 

Total 134 93 65 28 41 24 17 
1 child 65 42 27 15 23 14 9 

2 children 38 29 20 9 9 5 4 
3 or more children 31 22 18 4 9 5 4 

1 Each of these families included a relative other than an older nonmarried child of the widow and also, i n 
some instances, nonmarried or married children who were not members of the beneficiary group See page 15 

Table 2 shows the number of widows 
and beneficiary-group children who 
were l iv ing w i t h older nonmarried 
children and w i t h other relatives. 
Among households which included 
others were (1) families composed of 
an older nonmarried child and some 

other relative, such as the widow's 
mother or a marr ied chi ld and his 
fami ly ; (2) families i n which the 
beneficiary group had moved to live 
w i t h one of the widow's marr ied ch i l 
dren; and (3) households i n which a 
marr ied chi ld and his family had 
moved i n w i t h the beneficiary group. 
The to ta l number of families i n which 
there was an older son or daughter, 
either single or married, was as f o l 
lows: 

Survey Number Percent of 
all families 

Philadelphia and Bal t i 
more 50 39 

St. Louis 38 32 
Birmingham, Memphis, 

and Atlanta 59 32 
Los Angeles 35 26 



I n a l l the cities combined, approxi
mately one widow i n every five had 
one or both parents i n her family. 
Except i n Philadelphia and Baltimore, 
about half these widows were the head 
of the household; the other ha l f lived 
w i t h their parents. I n Philadelphia 
and Baltimore, relatively more of the 
widows were l iv ing i n their parents' 
homes. 

While the relatives w i t h whom they 
lived aided many widows i n each city, 
only 6 to 13 percent were helped by 
gifts f rom relatives not i n the house
hold. 

Compared w i t h smaller beneficiary 
groups, the widows w i t h three or more 
dependent children more often lived 

alone. I n a l l the cities combined, 58 
percent of the three-or-more-child 
beneficiary groups lived alone, i n con
trast to only 42 percent of the two-
chi ld and 35 percent of the one-child 
beneficiary groups. Consequently, 
the widows w i t h the most dependents 
were handicapped as compared w i t h 
the other widows—fewer were aided 
by relatives i n the household. 

Table 3.—Distribution of beneficiary groups by net worth and number of children in the 
beneficiary group, seven cities 

Number of children in 
beneficiary group 

A l l 
bene
ficiary 
groups 

Wi thou t assets or 
w i t h liabilities i n 

excess of assets 1 
W i t h assets exceeding liabilities by— 

Number of children in 
beneficiary group 

A l l 
bene
ficiary 
groups 

Tota l 
W i t h 

out 
as

sets 2 

Liab i l 
ities 
ex

ceeded 
assets 

Tota l 
Less 
than 
$500 

$500-
999 

$1,000-
2,999 

$3,000-
4,999 

$5,000-
9,999 

$10,000 
or 

more 

Percentage distr ibution of beneficiary groups 

Seven cities combined, total 100.0 38.0 17.8 20.2 62.0 12.5 8.0 19.5 10.1 8.5 3.4 
1 child 100.0 33.1 16.8 16.3 66.9 13.9 6.0 19.8 12.4 9.2 5.6 
2 children 100.0 38.5 16.6 21.9 61.5 11.8 5.9 22.4 9.1 9.6 2.7 
3 or more children 100.0 46.9 21.9 25.0 53.1 10.9 14.9 14.8 7.0 5.5 

Philadelphia and Baltimore, 
total 100.0 38.8 24.0 14.8 61.2 16.3 7.8 24.0 5.4 5.4 2.3 

St. Louis, total 100.0 39.1 18.3 20.8 60.9 14.2 4.2 20.8 10.8 6.7 4.2 
Birmingham, Memphis, and 

At lanta , total 100.0 42.1 17.5 24.6 67.9 11.5 9 3 16 4 8 7 10 4 1.6 
Los Angeles, total 100.0 30.6 11.9 18.7 69.4 9.0 9.7 18.7 15.6 10.4 6.0 

Number of beneficiary groups 

Philadelphia and Baltimore 

Tota l 129 50 31 19 79 21 10 31 7 7 3 
1 chi ld 60 22 16 6 38 10 4 11 6 4 3 

2 children 48 19 10 9 29 10 1 14 1 3 
3 or more children 21 9 5 4 12 1 5 6 

St. Louis 

To ta l 120 47 22 25 73 17 5 25 13 8 5 
1 chi ld 56 19 9 10 37 13 13 6 3 2 
2 children 38 17 10 7 21 3 1 7 5 2 3 
3 or more children 26 11 3 8 15 1 4 5 2 3 

Birmingham, Memphis, and At lanta 

Tota l 183 77 32 45 106 21 17 30 16 19 3 
1 ch i ld . 70 28 14 14 42 6 4 13 9 7 3 
2 children 63 26 7 19 37 6 6 12 5 8 
3 or more children 50 23 11 12 27 9 7 5 2 4 

Los Angeles 

Total 134 41 16 25 93 12 13 25 21 14 8 
1 chi ld 65 14 3 11 51 6 7 13 10 9 6 
2 children 38 10 4 6 28 3 3 9 6 5 2 
3 or more children 31 17 9 8 14 3 3 3 5 

1 As of end of survey year. The values of outstand
ing reserves of annui ty or other monthly payment 
insurance policies and trust funds are not included 
as assets. 

2 Includes beneficiary groups whose assets and 
liabilities balance, and those who had no assets or 
liabilities. 

Net Worth of the Beneficiary 
Group 

As measured by the value of their 
investments, property, and other as
sets, a lower level of economic re
sources was reported by the large 
than by the small beneficiary groups. 

Fewer of the three-or-more-child 
than of the one or two-chi ld benefi
ciary groups had assets i n excess of 
the amount of their outstanding obl i 
gations, and the value of the assets 
of the large beneficiary groups was 
less than tha t of the smaller ones 
(table 3 ) . None of the large bene
ficiary groups i n Philadelphia and 
Baltimore and only five or six i n each 
of the other surveys had a net w o r t h 
of as much as $3,000; proportionately 
more of the smaller beneficiary 
groups were wor th $3,000 or more. 

I n the four surveys, the net wor th 
of the largest group of widows, 31-42 
percent, was minus or zero—they had 
no assets i n excess of their liabilities 
or were i n debt. The next largest 
group, 16-24 percent, had assets of 
$1,000-2,999 i n excess of their l i a b i l i 
ties. Usually these assets represented 
an equity i n a home. Hal f the widows 
i n three surveys and a l i t t l e more 
than a t h i r d i n Los Angeles either 
had no assets or none except their 
homes. The percentages of widows 
whose gross assets, other than their 
homes or insurance policies, were 
w o r t h $2,000 or more were as follows: 
Philadelphia and Baltimore, 8.6; St. 
Louis, 14; Birmingham, Memphis, 
and Atlanta , 13; and Los Angeles, 22. 
These percentages are small, at least 
par t ly because the wage earners died 
before al l their children were adults 
and the husband and wife had not 
had a recent period free from child 
dependency i n which to accumulate 
savings. 

Insurance policies on the lives of 
members of the beneficiary group, 
which were not included i n comput
ing net wor th , were carried i n a 
large proport ion of the families sur
veyed, as follows: 

Survey Percent 
Philadelphia and Baltimore 86 
St. Louis 92 
Birmingham, Memphis, and Atlanta 94 
Los Angeles 77 

I n most cases, however, these policies 
had l i t t l e or no cash value and, con
sequently, were not part icular ly sig
nificant as assets. The to ta l face 
value of the amounts carried was 
less t h a n $2,000 for 60-78 percent of 
the families; usually the policies were 
not paid up and were on the life of a 
child. Small bur ia l policies, common 
i n B i rmingham and Memphis, par t ly 
account for the large proportion of 
widows and children w i t h insurance 
i n the three Southern cities. The 
fact tha t less industr ial insurance 



has been sold i n California than i n 
many other sections of the country 
may explain why the proportion of 
beneficiary groups w i t h insurance 
was lowest i n Los Angeles. 

I n the proport ion carrying life i n 
surance policies there was no marked 
difference among the various sizes of 
beneficiary groups. There was also 
l i t t l e difference among them i n the 
proportion receiving various types of 
lump-sum death benefits at the wage 
earner's death, although the larger 
beneficiary groups reported slightly 
smaller amounts of such benefits. 
Whi le the great major i ty of the w i d 
ows received life insurance, workmen's 
compensation, or veterans' lump-sum 
payments at their husband's death, 
table 4 shows tha t funeral, medical, 
bur ia l , and other outstanding bills 
consumed a large proportion of such 
payments. 1 0 The result was tha t 34-
43 percent of the beneficiary groups 
either received no death benefits or 
had nothing left f rom such benefits. 

Considerable security was provided 
by life insurance payments of $3,000 
or more, received by 13-22 percent of 
the widows, and by the monthly pay
ments from annuity or other monthly 
payment insurance policies, work
men's compensation, or veterans' sur
vivor benefits, which were reported by 
13 percent of the beneficiary groups 
i n St. Louis, 14 percent i n the three 
Southern cities, and 29 percent i n Los 
Angeles. 

10 See L e l a n d , J a n e t , " F a m i l y Resou rce s 
To M e e t Costs o f a W o r k e r ' s L a s t I l l n e s s 
a n d D e a t h , " Social Security Bulletin, V o l . 
7, N o . 3 ( M a r c h 1 9 4 4 ) , p p . 19-23. 

Table 4.—Percentage distribution of beneficiary groups by amount of lump-sum death 
benefits1 received at death of wage earner, and balance after payment of bills, five 
cities 2 

Amount of death 
benefits 

Total 
amount 

Balance after 
payment of 

funeral, 
medical, 

and other 
outstanding 

bills 

Total 
amount 

Balance after 
payment of 

funeral, 
medical, 

and other 
outstanding 

bills 

Total 
amount 

Balance after 
payment of 

funeral, 
medical, 

and other 
outstanding 

bills 

St. Louis Birmingham, Memphis, 
and Atlanta Los Angeles 

Total number 120 120 183 183 134 134 
Total percent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

None 13.3 42.5 12.0 34.3 20.1 33.5 
Less than $500 15.0 19.2 25.1 23.0 7.5 18.7 
500-999 18.4 10.0 13.7 12.0 14.2 11.2 
1,000-1,999 24.2 15.0 21.9 13.7 21.6 17.2 
2,000-2,999 15.8 5.0 9.3 5.5 14.2 8.2 
3,000 or more 13.3 8.3 18.0 11.5 22.4 11.2 

1 Most ly proceeds of insurance policies carried by 
the deceased wage earners, although other lump-sum 
death benefits, such as workmen's compensation and 
Veterans Administrat ion burial payments, are i n 
cluded. Excludes all old-age and survivors insurance 
benefits and the value of all other monthly payments 
such as those from annuity and l imited period private 
insurance payments and veterans' or workmen's 

compensation survivor payments. Such monthly 
payments, other than survivor benefits, were re
ported by 13 percent of the beneficiary groups i n St. 
Louis, 14 percent i n Birmingham, Memphis, and 
At lanta , and 29 percent in Los Angeles. 

2 Similar data not available for Philadelphia and 
Baltimore. 

Employment of Members of 
Beneficiary Group 

One objective of survivor benefits is 
to help provide an income tha t w i l l 
enable the widow to care for her c h i l 
dren, preferably by being at home 
w i t h them. The number of widows 
who were found to be working is some 
indicat ion of the extent to which the 
present benefit provisions do and do 
not accomplish this purpose. 

Before their husbands' deaths, f rom 
13 to 19 percent of the widows were 
earning some income, usually by 
working away from home. Nearly a l l 
these widows continued working and 
were employed a l l the survey year, 
although i n each survey there were 
two or three who had stopped work
i n g entirely or who had irregular em
ployment. Other widows who were 
no t gainfully employed at the t ime of 

their husbands' deaths earned income 
during the survey year. As a result, 
the following proportions of a l l widows 
reported employment during the 
year: 

Survey Percent 
Philadelphia and Baltimore 28 
St. Louis 48 
Birmingham, Memphis, and Atlanta 45 
Los Angeles 56 

From 16 to 28 percent of the widows 
were i n jobs covered by old-age and 
survivors insurance; f rom 10 to 29 
percent were i n noncovered employ
ment. Income from roomers or board
ers or both—a type of noncovered 
employment;—was received by 2 per
cent of the widows i n Phildelphia and 
Baltimore and 10-13 percent i n the 
other cities. Most of these widows 
had not kept roomers while their hus
bands were alive. 

A comparison of the proportion of 
widows earning income before their 
husbands' deaths w i t h the proport ion 
employed at the t ime of the interview 
is probably the best indication of the 
extent to which the widows had under
taken to earn income after they were 
widowed. 

Survey 

Percent of widows 
employed 

Survey I n month 
before 

husband 
died 

A t date 
of inter

view 

Philadelphia and Baltimore 13 19 
St. Louis 18 43 
Birmingham, Memphis, and Atlanta 

14 36 
Los Angeles 19 42 

I t is apparent t ha t entitlement to 
or el igibil i ty for survivor benefits did 
not enable a l l the widows to stay at 
home. When interviewed, about 15 
percent of the widows i n Philadelphia 
and Balt imore and approximately 
25-35 percent of those i n the other 
surveys had jobs outside their homes. 

The widow's health, age, and previ
ous employment experience, as well as 
employment opportunities i n the com
muni ty , were important factors de
termining which widows had employ
ment. Earnings were more often re
ported by younger widows and those 
who had worked before their hus
bands died. A slightly larger propor
t ion of widows w i t h one child than of 
those w i t h two or more children had 
some earnings. 

Only the widows who worked at jobs 
covered by old-age and survivors i n 
surance were subject to benefit sus
pensions because of their employment. 
The proport ion of a l l widows in ter
viewed whose benefits had been sus
pended for a month or more i n the 
survey year on account of employ
ment was as follows: 

Survey Percent 
Philadelphia and Baltimore 12 
St. Louis 16 
Birmingham, Memphis, and Atlanta 10 
Los Angeles 22 

Among those suspended were many 
who complained to the interviewers 
about losing their benefits when they 
worked. The gist of each complaint 
was: "Benefits don't help me much; 
they are not enough for us to live on, 
and then my benefit is suspended 



when I work to help earn a l iv ing . " 

Mrs . G's case is an example. M r . G 
was i l l for some t ime before he died, 
and, since Mrs . G could not support 
h i m , a 16-year-old son, and herself, 
the family moved to live w i t h Mrs . 
G's mother i n a home tha t she owned, 
and Mrs. G went to work. After M r . 
G's death, Mrs . G and her son re
mained w i t h her 76-year-old mother; 
who had no income. Mrs . G cont in
ued to work as a cleaner i n a re ta i l 
furni ture store, and her benefits 
($11.88 month ly) were suspended. 
Her son's benefits of $7.92 monthly 
were also suspended for 3 months 
while he worked dur ing his summer 
vacation. Only $71.28 i n benefits was 
received by the family dur ing the sur
vey year; the widow earned $585 and 
her son, $191. Thei r to ta l fami ly 
cash income of $847 was supplemented 
by the use of their only assets—the 
$350 balance remaining from the hus
band's private insurance policy after 
his funeral and medical expenses had 
been paid. A debt of $39 was con
tracted during the survey year for an 
installment purchase. Mrs . G said 
tha t she couldn't live on the $19.80 
month ly benefit to which the family 
was entitled, and she felt tha t her 
benefits should not be suspended be
cause she earned an average of about 
$12 a week. 

I n 16-23 percent of a l l the families 
surveyed, an older chi ld i n the bene
ficiary group earned income. A l l but 

one of the children reporting earn
ings were aged 15 or older. Many of 
these children were i n the larger 
families and had never filed for bene
fits. L i t t l e is known of their previous 
employment experience or schooling, 
but apparently a few children qui t 
school and went to work after their 
father died, some finished h igh school 
before going to work, others did some 
par t - t ime work after school, and 
others had already quit school and 
were working at the time of the 
fathers' death. 

Table 5.—Average annual beneficiary group income from benefits and from other sources 
by number of children in the beneficiary group, seven cities 

Number of children in beneficiary group 
Number of 
beneficiary 

groups 

Average (mean) annual income 

Number of children in beneficiary group 
Number of 
beneficiary 

groups Tota l 
From 

insurance 
benefit 

From other 
sources 

Philadelphia and Baltimore 

Tota l 1 128 1 $785.77 1 $477.90 1 $307.87 
1 child 1 59 1 692.47 1 396.77 1 295.70 
2 children 48 811.10 529.33 281.77 
3 or more children 2 21 990.02 588.30 401.72 

St. Louis 

Tota l 120 908.72 484.62 424.10 
1 child 56 735. 69 369.46 366.23 
2 c h i l d r e n . . 38 1,011.13 665.93 445.20 
3 or more children 2 26 1,131.73 613.84 517.90 

Birmingham, Memphis , and Atlanta 

Tota l 183 840.97 459.28 381.69 
1 child 70 818.95 368.82 450.13 
2 children 63 824.95 518.13 306.82 
3 or more children 2 50 891.98 511.78 380.20 

Los Angeles 

Tota l 134 1,261.77 485.12 776.65 
1 child 65 1,181.90 377.26 804.64 
2 children 38 1,360.22 564.81 795.41 
3 or more children 2 31 1,308.57 613.58 694.99 

1 Excludes one beneficiary group whose income 
was an extreme value i n relation to the others. I n 
this family the insurance benefit received was 
$249.60; the income i n addition to benefits was 
$13,339. 

2 The average number of children i n the 3-or-more-
child beneficiary groups was 3.7 in Philadelphia and 
Baltimore; 4.0 i n St. Louis; 4.1 in Birmingham, 
Memphis, and Atlanta; and 3.8 i n Los Angeles. 

Beneficiary Group Income 
W h a t income of their own d id the 

widows and their dependent children 
have? Table 5 shows the average 
amount, and table 6 shows the dis
t r ibu t ion of beneficiary groups by 
amount of their total income. I t 
should be noted tha t the amounts 
shown constituted total fami ly i n 
come for the 33-49 percent of the 
beneficiary groups who lived alone, 
but not for most of those who lived 
w i t h others. The mean yearly bene
ficiary group income was $786 i n 
Philadelphia and Baltimore, $909 i n 
St. Louis, $841 i n the three Southern 
cities, and $1,262 i n Los Angeles. 

Table 6.—Distribution of beneficiary 
groups by annual income and number 
of children in the beneficiary group, 
seven cities 

Annual benefi
ciary group i n 

come 

A l l benefi
ciary groups 

Number of bene
ficiary groups w i t h 
specified number 

of children Annual benefi
ciary group i n 

come 
N u m 

ber 
Per
cent 

1 
child 

2 
chil
dren 

3 or 
more 
chil
dren 

Philadelphia and Baltimore 

Total 129 100.0 60 48 21 

Less than $300.00 1 .8 1 
300.00-599.99 51 39.4 36 13 2 
600.00-899.99 37 28.7 8 19 10 
900.00-1,199.99 25 19.4 9 12 4 
1,200.00-1,499.99 6 4.7 1 3 2 
1,500.00 or more 9 7.0 5 1 3 

St. Louis 

Total 120 100.0 56 38 26 

Less than $300.00 3 2.5 2 1 
300.00-599.99 35 29.2 24 7 4 
600.00-899.99 33 27.5 19 9 5 
900.00-1,199.99 19 15.8 4 8 7 
1,200.00-1,499.99 16 13.3 3 8 5 
1,500.00 or more 14 11.7 4 5 5 

Birmingham, Memphis, and 
At lanta 

Total 183 100.0 70 63 50 

Less than $300.00 8 4.4 5 1 2 
300.00-599.99 65 35.6 32 18 15 
600.00-899.99 48 26.2 10 24 14 
900.00-1,199.99 33 18.0 12 11 10 
1,200.00-1,499.99 11 6.0 2 5 4 
1,500.00 or more 18 9.8 9 4 5 

Los Angeles 

Total 134 100.0 65 38 31 

Less than $300.00 2 1.5 1 1 
300.00-599.99 19 14.2 13 6 
600.00-899.99 28 20.9 10 6 12 
900.00-1,199.99 26 19.4 15 7 4 
1,200.00-1,499.99 18 13.4 7 6 5 
1,500.00 or more 41 30.6 19 12 10 

I n three surveys, approximately 6 
or 7 of every 10 widows and their de
pendent children had less than $75 
i n average monthly income. I n the 
four th survey, Los Angeles, the i n 
comes were larger; nearly 6 i n 10 had 
more than $75. I n every survey, only 
a few beneficiary groups averaged 
less than $25 a month . 

I n general, widows w i t h one chi ld 
natural ly received less i n benefits 
than those w i t h larger families, and 
their average to ta l beneficiary group 
income was least. Beneficiary group 
income averaged slightly more for 
widows w i t h two children, and, ex
cept i n Los Angeles, i t was highest for 
those w i t h three or more children. 
The levels of l iv ing of the various 
beneficiary groups cannot be com
pared, however, u n t i l the to ta l fami ly 



income is considered, because many 
of the beneficiary groups lived w i t h 
relatives who reported income. 

Table 7.—Average primary insurance benefit, monthly family benefit awarded, and 
amount of benefit received in survey year, by number of children in the beneficiary 
group, seven cities 

Number of children in beneficiary group 
Number of 
beneficiary 

groups 

Average (mean) 

Number of children in beneficiary group 
Number of 
beneficiary 

groups Pr imary 
insurance 

benefit 

M o n t h l y 
family 
benefit 

awarded 

Benefit received i n 
survey year 

Number of children in beneficiary group 
Number of 
beneficiary 

groups Pr imary 
insurance 

benefit 

M o n t h l y 
family 
benefit 

awarded M o n t h l y Yearly 

Philadelphia and Baltimore 

Total 129 $27.19 $41.06 $39.68 $476.13 
1 child 60 28.29 34.13 32.86 394.31 
2 children 48 26.75 46.37 44.11 529.33 
3 or more children 21 25.04 48.71 49.02 588.30 

St. Louis 

Total 120 27.52 42.79 40.38 484.62 
1 child 56 26.74 33.01 30.79 369.46 

2 children 38 29.23 50.40 47.16 565.93 
3 or more children 26 26.71 52.73 51.15 613.84 

Birmingham, Memphis, and Atlanta 

Total 183 25.12 40.00 38.27 459.28 
1 child 70 26.04 32.52 30.74 368.82 
2 children 63 26.49 45.88 43.18 518.13 
3 or more children 50 22.11 43.04 42.65 511.78 

Los Angeles 

Total 134 29.06 44.29 40.43 485.12 
1 child 65 29.74 36.51 31.44 377.26 
2 children 38 29.50 49.96 47.07 564.81 
3 or more children. 31 27.10 53.67 51.13 613.58 

Survivors insurance benefits.—Old-
age and survivors insurance benefits 
were the chief source of beneficiary 
group income. The average monthly 
family benefits awarded are shown i n 
table 7, and distributions of the f ami 
lies by the amount of the monthly 
benefit are given i n table 8. The 
amounts of benefits awarded are s im
i lar f rom city to city, except tha t they 
were somewhat less i n the Southern 
cities because the deceased fathers' 
average monthly wages, and therefore 
the pr imary benefit amounts, were 
smaller. I n practically a l l families 
composed of a widow and three or 
more beneficiary children, the award 
was l imi ted by the provision of the act 
f ix ing the maximum benefit at twice 
the Wage earner's pr imary benefit or 
80 percent of his average monthly 
wage, whichever is less. The t h i r d 
max imum l imi ta t ion provided by the 
act—$85 a month—did not apply to 
any beneficiary group included i n the 
four surveys. These statutory l i m i t a 
tions, and the fact tha t on the average 
the fathers i n the larger families had 
earned lower wages, caused the three-
or-more-child families to receive only 
slightly higher average benefits than 
those received by widows wi th only 
two children. Al though on the aver
age there were four children i n 
the three-or-more-child beneficiary 
groups, the monthly benefits awarded 
to these groups averaged only $2.33 
to $3.71 more i n three surveys t h a n 
those awarded to widows w i t h two 
children and actually $2.84 less i n the 
three Southern cities. Widows w i t h 
two children, however, averaged f rom 
$12.24 to $17.39 more i n monthly fam
i ly benefits awarded than widows w i t h 
one child. 

The smallest family benefit award— 
$10, which is the min imum benefit 
payable under the act on the basis 
of an individual wage record—was re
ceived by two one-child beneficiary 
groups. Neither widow had filed for 
benefits for herself, because each was 
working i n covered employment. Nine 
other widows w i t h one child (seven of 
whom were i n the three Southern 
cities) received $12.50, the min imum 
benefit for a widow and one chi ld . 
These small benefits were usually 
more than 50 percent of low average 
monthly wages. I t should be noted, 
however, t ha t the average monthly 

wage as computed to determine ben
efit amounts often does not represent 
the average earnings of the deceased 
workers while working i n covered 
jobs; the average is lowered by pe
riods of absence f rom covered employ
ment, and earnings i n noncovered em
ployment are not included. 

The largest family benefit awarded 
i n the cities surveyed was $83.20, an 
amount received by two families. I n 
one family this benefit was paid to 
an entit led widow and three entitled 
children; i n the other, to four entit led 
children—the widow and another 
chi ld i n the beneficiary group were 
not beneficiaries. I n each, the 
monthly benefit amounted to one-
t h i r d of $250, the highest possible 
average monthly wage used i n com
put ing benefits. 

More than hal f the families (52-
62 percent) i n each survey except 
Los Angeles were awarded between 
$30 and $49 i n monthly benefits 
(table 8 ) . I n Los Angeles, 46 per
cent were i n this range, and an u n 
usually large proportion (25 percent) 
received f rom $50 to $59. I n three 
surveys, 14-18 percent of the f ami 
lies had awards of less than $30; i n 
the three Southern cities, the propor
t ion was 25 percent. 

I n a l l the cities, few widows w i t h 
two children (20 of 187) were 
awarded less than $30 i n monthly 
benefits, and few w i t h three or more 
children (29 of 128), less than $40. 
I n both instances, more than hal f 
the families at these low benefit 
levels were i n the three Southern 
cities. 

For approximately 60 percent of 
the widows i n three surveys and 42 
percent i n the three Southern cities, 
the benefits awarded replaced less 
than 40 percent of the deceased 
fathers' average monthly wages. The 
remaining 40-58 percent of the 
widows received benefits tha t equaled 
40 percent or more of the workers' 
average monthly wage. A combina
t ion of lower average monthly wages 
and larger beneficiary groups i n the 
three Southern cities accounts for 
the higher ra t io of their benefits to 
the average monthly wage. 

Benefits were sl ightly more t h a n 
hal f the average to ta l beneficiary 
group income i n three surveys. I n 
Los Angeles, where the average bene
fits were largest, the widows and ch i l 
dren also had more income f rom 
other sources and their benefits were 
only 38 percent of to ta l income. 
Again excepting Los Angeles, the 



percent tha t benefits formed of to ta l 
beneficiary group income was small
est for one-child beneficiary groups 
(45-50 percent), slightly larger for 
three-or-more-child groups (54-59 
percent), and largest for two-chi ld 
beneficiary groups (56-65 percent). 
Only i n Los Angeles d id benefits rep
resent a larger proport ion of to ta l 
beneficiary group income for the 
three-or-more-child groups t h a n for 
the two-chi ld families. There, the 
two-chi ld groups averaged more i n 
come i n addit ion to benefits t h a n the 
larger groups, chiefly because they 
had more workmen's compensation 
and private insurance payments. 

The beneficiary groups i n income 
intervals under $900 (one-third of the 
beneficiary groups i n Los Angeles and 
approximately two-thirds of those i n 
the other surveys) received two-thirds 
or more of their average income from 
benefits. The proport ion tha t insur
ance benefits formed of total benefi
ciary group income decreased as the 
amount of the total income increased, 
but even the beneficiary groups whose 
incomes were $1,500 or more derived 
24-35 percent of their income f rom 
benefits: 

Annual income of bene
ficiary group 

Percent insurance bene
fit formed of beneficiary 
group income 

Annual income of bene
ficiary group 

Philadelphia and Baltimore 

St. Louis 

Birmingham, Memphis, and Atlanta 

Los Angeles 

A l l beneficiary groups 1 60.8 53.3 54.6 38.4 

Less than $300 100.0 92.2 90.4 100.0 
300-599 87.2 83.0 85.5 83.0 
600-899 74.5 66.8 72.8 76.1 
900-1,199 47.1 48.7 46.3 40.8 
1,200-1,499 35.3 38.5 40.7 36.9 
1,500 or more 1 29.6 34.8 24.9 24.2 

1 Excludes one beneficiary group whose income, 
$13,589, was an extreme value i n relation to the 
others. 

Table 8.—Distribution of beneficiary groups by monthly family benefit awarded and 
number of children in the beneficiary group, seven cities 

M o n t h l y 
family 
benefit 

awarded 

A l l benefici
ary groups 

Number of beneficiary groups 
w i t h specified number of 
children 

A l l benefici
ary groups 

Number of beneficiary groups 
w i t h specified number of 
children M o n t h l y 

family 
benefit 

awarded N u m 
ber 

Per
cent 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 N u m 

ber 
Per
cent 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

Philadelphia and Baltimore St. Louis 

Total 129 100.0 60 48 15 2 2 1 1 120 100.0 56 38 11 8 4 3 

$10.00-19.99 7 5.4 4 2 1 5 4.2 5 
20.00-29.99 11 8.5 10 1 17 14.2 12 4 1 
30.00-39.99 39 30.2 29 8 1 1 37 30.8 30 4 2 1 
40.00-49.99 41 31.8 14 19 7 1 26 21.7 6 13 2 3 1 1 
50 00-59 99 24 18.6 3 13 5 1 1 1 18 15.0 3 7 5 3 
60.00-69.99 6 4.7 4 1 1 7 5.8 3 2 l 1 
70.00-79.99 1 .8 1 10 8.3 7 l 1 1 

Birmingham, Memphis, and At lanta Los Angeles 

Total 183 100.0 70 63 24 14 4 5 2 1 134 100.0 65 38 22 2 2 2 3 

$10.00-19.99 12 6.6 10 2 8 6.0 7 1 
20.00-29.99 34 18.6 13 9 7 3 1 1 13 9.7 11 1 1 
30.00-39.99 48 26.2 31 12 2 2 35 26.1 23 8 3 1 
40.00-49.99 49 26.8 13 17 10 3 4 1 1 27 20.1 12 9 4 1 1 
50.00-59.99 22 12.0 3 12 2 3 2 33 24.6 12 9 9 1 2 
60.00-69.99 9 4.9 4 2 3 10 7.5 5 3 1 1 
70.00-79.99 8 4.4 7 1 6 4.5 5 1 
80.00 or more 1 .5 1 2 1.5 1 1 

Income in addition to beneftts.— 
More than 80 percent of the widows 
and children i n three surveys and 
more t h a n 90 percent i n Los Angeles 
reported income i n addit ion to bene
fits, but such income was either lack
ing or averaged less than $25 a mon th 
for one- th i rd of those i n Los Angeles 
and for f rom one-half to two-thirds 
i n the other surveys. Few widows and 
children i n each survey had $100 or 
more average monthly income i n addi
t i on to benefits. I n Los Angeles, 35 
percent, and i n the other surveys from 

10 to 15 percent, averaged $75 a month 
or more. 

Earnings of the widows and older 
children, income f rom assets, and i n 
surance or other payments, such as 
workmen's compensation, resulting 
f rom the death of the fathers, were 
the largest sources of beneficiary 
group income other t h a n benefits. 
The income sources were remarkably 
alike i n Philadelphia and Baltimore, 
St. Louis, and the three Southern 
cities, but they differed i n Los Angeles, 
where wages and incomes were higher. 

Except i n Los Angeles, f rom 53 to 
55 percent of average beneficiary 
group income was derived f rom bene
fits; 28 percent, f rom the earnings of 
the widows and children; 14-15 per
cent, f rom income f rom assets, annui
ties, or other insurance payments and 
workmen's compensation; and 3-4 
percent, f rom gifts f rom persons not 
i n the household, work relief, public 
and private relief, and similar sources. 
I n Los Angeles the proport ion of aver
age beneficiary group income derived 
f rom each source was as follows: 38 
percent f rom benefits; 31 percent f rom 
the earnings of the widows and ch i l 
dren; 27 percent f rom income f rom 
assets, annuities, or other insurance 
payments and workmen's compensa
t ion ; and 4 percent f rom gifts f rom 
persons not i n the household, work 
relief, public and private relief, and 
similar sources. 

The relative importance of the var

ious sources of income differed among 
the beneficiary groups of different size 
chiefly i n the fact tha t relatively more 
children i n the larger beneficiary 
groups were employed, and that the 
larger beneficiary groups on the aver
age received more relief but relatively 
less income f rom assets, annuities, and 
other private insurance. 

Income f rom assets tha t had been 
accumulated while the wage earners 
were alive and f rom private insurance 
payments averaged less than $5 a 
month for 91 percent of a l l the three-
or-more-child beneficiary groups, for 
78 percent of the two-chi ld groups, 
and for 69 percent of the one-
chi ld groups. Al though the various 
monthly payments derived f rom as
sets or private insurance usually were 
not large, they often provided a mod
est income when added to old-age and 
survivors insurance benefits. 

This was the case for Mrs . R, who 
at age 31 was left w i t h a 2-year-old 
daughter and a son, aged 8. After 
her husband died, she received $1,500 
from one insurance policy and $49.84 
monthly for 5 years from another. 
The $1,500 was used immediately for 
the payment of funeral, medical, and 
other bills. Mrs . R lived i n a rented 
home for which she paid $22.50 
monthly. W i t h only her $49.84 
monthly income f rom private insur
ance she would not have been able to 
stay at home and care for her family, 
but the addit ion of her monthly sur
vivors insurance benefits of $51.99 
enabled her to do so. The widow was 
grateful that , for the 5 years during 



which she would receive both the sur
vivors insurance benefits and the 
month ly private insurance payments, 
she could probably stay at home w i t h 
her children. She expected to be 
forced to find employment when a l l 
the private insurance payments had 
been received, al though her children 
w i l l be only 7 and 13 years of age at 
tha t time. 

While 44-54 percent of the widows 
i n three surveys and 28 percent i n 
the four th reported earned income, 
the amounts averaged less than $25 a 
month for approximately half the 
widows w i t h earnings (table 9 ) . Few 
widows were qualified by t ra in ing or 
experience to earn a family wage; 
only 3-7 percent i n three surveys and 
15 percent i n Los Angeles earned $900 
or more i n the year surveyed. 

Table 9.—Percentage distribution of widows by amount of annual earnings, seven cities 

Survey 

To ta l 
W i t h no 

earn
ings1 

W i t h specified annual earnings 

Survey 
N u m b e r Percent 

W i t h no 
earn
ings1 

Tota l Less than 
$300 $300-599 $600-899 $900 or 

more 

Philadelphia and Baltimore 129 100.0 72.1 27.9 14.0 5.4 5.4 3.1 
St. Louis 120 100.0 52.5 47.5 23.4 13.3 7.5 3.3 
Birmingham, Memphis, and Atlanta 

183 100.0 55.7 44.3 24.0 9.3 4.4 6.6 
Los Angeles 134 100.0 45.5 54.5 22.4 6.0 11.2 14.9 

1 Includes those who were employed but reported no income or minus income from employment. 

Beneficiary Group Assets Used for 
Current Living 

For some widows and their de
pendent children, assets were another 
source of cash. Al though about 70 
percent of the widows and children i n 
each survey had assets i n excess of 
their liabilities at the beginning of 
the survey year, only about a t h i r d 
drew on their assets during the year to 
meet l iv ing expenses. The average 
amount wi thdrawn per beneficiary 
group making such withdrawals was 
between $278 and $568, depending on 
the survey. These averages suggest 
the considerable extent to which many 
widows used funds often obtained 
f rom private insurance received when 
their husbands died. Among the 
widows w i t h assets at the beginning 
of the survey year, 8-12 percent i n 
three surveys, and 3 percent i n Los 
Angeles, used a l l their assets during 
the year. 

The use of assets added an average 
of $158-186 to the to ta l average 
yearly incomes of a l l beneficiary 
groups i n St. Louis and Los Angeles, 
and $96-109 i n the three Southern 
cities and Philadelphia and B a l t i 
more. Among a l l beneficiary groups, 
used assets formed 10-15 percent of 
the combined to ta l of annual income 

and used assets. Except i n the three 
Southern cities, assets used dur ing the 
year were a smaller proportion of 
the combined to ta l for the three-or-
more-child beneficiary groups than 
for the smaller groups. 

Dur ing the survey year, 15-36 per
cent of the widows incurred debts. 
The proportion was slightly larger for 
the large beneficiary groups. The 
average amount of the indebtedness, 
which was often the unpaid balance 
of installment purchases or unpaid 
current bills, ranged from $63 i n P h i l 
delphia and Balt imore to $111 i n Los 
Angeles. 

Table 10.—Distribution of families by amount of annual family income, seven cities 

Annual family income Number Percent 
Average 
size of 
family 

Number Percent 
Average 
size of 
family 

Philadelphia and Balt imore St. Louis 

Tota l 129 100.0 4.2 120 100.0 3.9 

Less than $600 16 12.4 2.8 15 12.5 3.1 
600-1,199 42 32.5 3.5 34 28.3 3.5 
1,200-1,799 21 16.3 4.9 35 29.2 3.7 
1,800-2,399 23 17.8 4.0 17 14.2 4.6 
2,400-2,999 14 10 9 5.4 9 7.5 

(1) 

3,000 or more 13 10.1 6.5 10 8.3 5.4 

Birmingham, Memphis , and At lan ta Los Angeles 

Tota l 183 100.0 4.1 134 100.0 3.8 

Less than $600 42 23.0 3.7 6 4 5 (1) 

600-1,199 59 32.2 3.7 38 28.3 3.1 
1,200-1,799 39 21.3 4.5 23 17.2 4.0 
1,800-2,399 24 13.1 4.3 29 21.6 3.5 
2,400-2,999 7 3.8 (1) 15 11.2 4.4 
3,000 or more 12 6.6 5.4 23 17.2 5.2 

1 N o t computed on base of less than 10. 

Family Income 
The major i ty of the relatives w i t h 

whom the widows and children lived 
were self-supporting and provided i n 
come tha t raised the family income to 
a relatively h igh level as compared 
w i t h tha t of widows and children who 
lived alone. I n each survey and 
among a l l size types of beneficiary 
groups, the average family per capita 
income was considerably higher for 
beneficiary groups tha t lived w i t h 
others t h a n for those l iv ing alone. 

The average (mean) family income 
and the average number of persons i n 
the family were as follows: 

I t e m 

Philadelphia and Baltimore 

St. Louis 

Birmingham, Memphis, and Atlanta 

Los Angeles 

Widows and children 
l iv ing alone 

Average family income $872 $965 $899 $1,317 
Per capita family income 285 293 257 420 
Average number of per

sons in family 3.1 3.3 3.5 3.1 

Widows and children 
l iv ing w i t h others 

Average family income. $2,011 $1,944 $1,715 $2,467 
Per capita family income 418 445 377 552 
Average number of per

sons i n family 4.8 4.4 4.5 4.5 

Relatives i n the family were a more 
significant resource for widows w i t h 
low incomes than for those whose i n 
comes were relatively large. Among 
beneficiary groups whose incomes 
were less t h a n $600 and who lived 
w i t h "others," the "others i n the f a m 
i l y " accounted for 72-79 percent of 
the to ta l fami ly income. By contrast, 
a m o n g corresponding beneficiary 
groups whose income was $1,500 or 
more, only 11-19 percent of the family 
income i n three surveys, and 32 per
cent i n Los Angeles, was reported by 
"others i n the family ." 

Brothers, marr ied sons, and sons-
in- law of the widow were the family 
members most l ikely to have the 
larger incomes. Most of the parents 



who lived i n the widows' households 
had either no income or only small 
amounts f rom relief or gifts. Even i n 
the households i n which a widow lived 
w i t h her parents, few of the parents 
averaged as much as $100 i n monthly 
income. Often the parent's income 
was less t h a n tha t of the widow and 
her children. Pooling of resources; 
reduced housing costs, especially when 
the parents owned their homes; help 
w i t h the care of the children; com
panionship; and the sharing of re
sponsibilities—these were the more 
impor tant advantages realized by a 
few widows who lived i n j o i n t house
holds w i t h a parent. The single sons 
or daughters over age 18, who were 
helping support many families, were 
young persons whose earnings usually 
did not equal those of mature workers. 

The data on the to ta l incomes of 
families i n which the beneficiary 
groups lived, including beneficiary 
groups tha t lived alone as well as 
those tha t lived w i t h others, are pre
sented i n table 10. I n Philadelphia 
and Baltimore, St. Louis, and the three 
Southern cities, 41-55 percent of the 
widows lived i n families w i t h incomes 
averaging less t h a n $100 a mon th 
and 24-39 percent i n families aver
aging $150 or more monthly. I n Los 
Angeles, by contrast, 50 percent of the 
families had monthly incomes aver
aging $150 or more, and only 33 
percent had less t h a n $100. I n i n 
terpreting these figures, however, i t 
should be noted tha t the average size 
of the families i n the higher income 
intervals was on the whole larger than 
the average size of the low-income 
families. 

W i t h the exception of the families 
i n Los Angeles w i t h incomes of less 
than $600, some families at every i n 
come level i n each survey supple
mented their income by drawing on 
their assets. W i t h tha t single excep
t ion relatively more families at income 
levels below $1,200 than families at 
income levels above this amount used 
assets for l iv ing expenses. The aver
age amount of assets used for l iv ing 
expenses, furthermore, was generally 
larger among families at the lower 
than at the higher income levels. 

I n a l l cities, widows and benefi
ciary children who lived alone con
stituted a major i ty of the families 
w i t h less than $100 i n average 
month ly income. Among families 
w i t h monthly income of $150 or more, 
almost none comprised a widow and 
one or two beneficiary children l iv ing 

alone, and few were larger bene
ficiary groups alone. For the most 
part, the families w i t h relatively h igh 
incomes were composed of the widow, 
her dependent children, and other 
relatives. 

I n every survey, a larger proportion 
of the beneficiary groups w i t h three 
or more children than of the smaller 
beneficiary groups were i n families 
w i t h incomes of less than $100 a 
month, but the proportion was sig
nificantly larger only i n the three 
Southern cities. There were more 
people i n the large beneficiary group 
families at this low income level, and 
therefore the per capita income was 
smaller than i n the families of the one 
or two-chi ld beneficiary groups at the 
same income level. 

The relatively low level of l iv ing 
of the larger beneficiary group fami 
lies is clearly indicated by the average 
annual income shown i n table 11 and 
chart 1. I n every survey the three-
or-more-child beneficiary groups lived 
i n families tha t had approximately 
two more members than the smaller 
beneficiary group families but whose 

average annual income was actually 
less than that of the smaller families. 
Furthermore, relief payments and 
benefits formed larger proportions of 
the family income among large bene
ficiary group families. 

The average family income varied 
by size of beneficiary group more 
widely i n Birmingham, Memphis, and 
Atlanta than i n the other three sur
veys, chiefly because Negroes com
posed a larger proportion of the two 
and three-or-more-child than of the 
one-child beneficiary groups. I n the 
other surveys, nearly a l l the families 
were white. 

Table 11.—Average annual family income by number of children in the beneficiary 
group, seven cities 

Number of children i n 
beneficiary group 

Number of 
families 

Average 
number of 
persons i n 

family 1 

Average (mean) annual 
family income 

Average 
(mean) an
nual nonre-
lief income 
per family 

Benefits as 
percent of 

family 
income 

Number of children i n 
beneficiary group 

Number of 
families 

Average 
number of 
persons i n 

family 1 

Per family Per person 

Average 
(mean) an
nual nonre-
lief income 
per family 

Benefits as 
percent of 

family 
income 

Philadelphia and Baltimore 

Total 2 127 4.2 $1,601.38 $381.42 $1,586.28 30.1 
1 child 2 59 3.3 1,586.94 474.94 1,583.56 25.0 
2 children 2 47 4.5 1,646.61 369.95 1,635.82 32.8 
3 or more children 21 6.0 1,540. 75 255.01 1,483.00 38.2 

St. Louis 

Total 2 117 3.9 1,444.38 372.50 1,406.19 34.4 
1 child 56 3.2 1,423.18 443.38 1,399.82 26.0 
2 children 2 36 3.8 1,504.05 396.96 1,473.63 39.7 3 or more children 2 25 5.5 1,405.96 255.59 1,323.36 45.4 

Birmingham, Memphis, and Atlanta 

Total 183 4.1 1,336.09 328.91 1,311.28 34.4 
1 child 70 3.0 1,557.10 513.19 1,552.35 23.7 
2 children 63 4.2 1,322.35 318.27 1,289.06 39.2 
3 or more children 50 5.4 1,043.98 193.87 1,001.76 49.0 

Los Angeles 

Total 134 3.8 1,909.14 499.70 1,846.41 25.4 
1 child 65 2.9 1,890.76 648.85 l,872.16 20.0 
2 children 38 3.9 2,022.90 513.05 1,955.88 27.9 
3 or more children 31 5.6 1,808.24 324.55 1,658.23 33.9 

1 The number of persons in the beneficiary group 
was always 2 for 1-child groups, and 3 for 2-child 
groups. The 3-or-more-child groups averaged 4.7 
persons i n Philadelphia and Baltimore, 5.0 i n St. 

Louis, 5.1 i n Birmingham, Memphis, and Atlanta, 
and 4.8 i n Los Angeles. 

2 Excludes families whose incomes were extreme 
values. I n Philadelphia and Baltimore these exclu
sions were: 1 family i n the 1-child group whose an
nual family income was $13,589 and whose insurance 

benefit was $249.60, and 1 family i n the 2-child group 
whose annual family income was $6,170 and whose 
insurance benefit was $503.64. I n St. Louis the exclu
sions were: 2 families i n the 2-child group whose 
annual family incomes were $6,321 and $6,257 and 
whose insurance benefits were $611.49 and $873.60, 
and 1 family i n the 3-or-more-child group whose 
annual family income was $4,696 and whose insur
ance benefit was $368.16. None of these families had 
relief income. 

Mrs. W's experience is typical of 
the large beneficiary groups w i t h low 
per capita income: 

M r . W died at the age of 34, leaving 
Mrs. W, aged 33, a son 6 months old, a 
son aged 4, and an 11-year-old daugh
ter. Funeral and medical bills took 
al l but $432 of the $1,000 insurance 
tha t Mrs. W received. Survivor bene
fits of $55.18 monthly were awarded 
on an average monthly wage of $115. 

Mrs. W could not go to work because 
she had no one w i t h whom to leave 
her baby. After a few months she 
moved from a home for which she was 



paying $30 monthly rent to one tha t 
rented for $25. She rented one room 
for $3 a week. Her benefits of $662.16, 
and the $66 received f rom the roomer, 
were her only income—an average of 
$60.68 monthly. Her entire savings 
of $432 were used for clothing, f u r n i 
ture, and a medical and hospital b i l l 
for an operation on the baby. When 
interviewed, she had no reserve funds 
and owed $25 rent, a $12.85 coal b i l l , 
and $12 on a washing machine. 

Mrs. W was natural ly very grateful 
for her benefits. Her application for 
food stamps had been denied. She 
said tha t she could get no aid f rom 
her relatives, and i n fact would not 
ask them for help. She thought t ha t 
she might drop her payments on the 
insurance policies w i t h a to ta l face 

value of $3,000 tha t she carried on 
herself and the children. 

Although Mrs . W hoped to continue 
mainta ining her family as dur ing the 
survey year, i t was obvious tha t she 
would be unable to do so without other 
income. 

Chart 1.—Average annual family income by source and number of children in beneficiary 
group, seven cities1 

1 Based on data in tables 5 and 11. 

Conclusion 

Survivor benefits paid to the widows 
and children included i n the surveys 
formed a fixed and regular income 
that was a stabilizing factor for these 
families as they made difficult adjust
ments. While benefits were seldom 
the only resource of the widows, their 
importance to the persons surveyed 

is indicated by the fact tha t on the 
average they formed slightly more 
than half the total beneficiary group 
income i n three surveys and nearly 
two-fifths i n the fou r th ; and also by 
the fact tha t benefits formed approxi
mately a t h i r d of the total family i n 
come i n three surveys and a four th i n 
the other. I t is significant tha t none 
of the widows planned to break up 
her home, while several said tha t 
wi thout benefits they would not have 
been able to keep their children w i t h 
them. 

Survivors insurance benefits are 
only one of various social measures 
tha t provide aid for widows and ch i l 
dren. I n every city, some families re
ceiving survivor benefits were drawing 
on the community resources available 
for persons i n need. Several rented 
homes or apartments i n Federal hous
ing projects where widows were often 
given preference as tenants; others 
had received free medical care, either 
for themselves or for their children, 
at local hospitals; several were receiv
ing workmen's compensation or pay
ments as surviving dependents of vet
erans; some of the older children were 
employed on WPA and N Y A projects 
or were i n CCC camps; and f rom 6 to 
9 percent of the widows got public or 
private aid. Most of the aid consisted 
of payments of aid to dependent c h i l 
dren or free food stamps. 

The major i ty of the deceased wage 
earners left their widows w i t h meager 
assets. By the end of the survey year, 
31-42 percent of the widows either had 
no assets or were i n debt. Less than 
one-fifth of the widows i n three sur
veys and one-fourUh i n Los Angeles 
owned unmortgaged homes. F rom 45 
to 62 percent of the widows had no 
current cash income f rom assets ac
cumulated by the family before the 
wage earner died or f rom monthly p r i 
vate insurance payments. These re
sources yielded as much as $25 average 
monthly income for only approxi
mately 10 percent of the widows i n 
three surveys and 24 percent i n Los 
Angeles. Beneficiary groups w i t h a 
net wor th of $3,000 or more formed 
only 13 percent of the to ta l i n Phi la
delphia and Baltimore, 22 percent i n 
St. Louis, 21 percent i n Birmingham, 
Memphis, and Atlanta , and 32 percent 
i n Los Angeles. 

Survivor benefits, l ike retirement 
benefits under the old-age and sur
vivors insurance system, vary i n 
amount w i t h the worker's past earn-



ings i n covered employment as well 
as the number of his dependents. 
Among the widows and children sur
veyed i t was found tha t the deceased 
fathers whose wages were largest left 
more resources for their families than 
did the fathers who had had lower 
wages. As a result, family units 
similar i n size received lower monthly 

benefits when other assets were rela
tively small and larger monthly bene
fits when other assets were relatively 
large. 

The average monthly wages of the 
workers who left three or more c h i l 
dren of eligible age were lower than 
those of workers who left only one or 
two such children. I t is not surpris
ing, therefore, tha t the larger bene

ficiary groups i n every survey had 
relatively less i n income and assets 
t h a n the smaller beneficiary groups. 
A further handicap of the larger bene
ficiary groups was tha t more of them 
lived alone. These findings suggest 
the need for some modification of the 
old-age and survivors insurance pro
gram to meet more ful ly the problems 
of the larger families. 


