INCOME OF URBAN FAMILIES AND INDIVIDUALS IN
SINGLE-FAMILY HOUSEHOLDS

BARKEV S. SANDERS AND ANNE G. KANTOR*

AmonG 931,000 urban families comprised in the
Social Security Board’s study of family composi-
tion, there are 532,000 in which the family, as
defined in the study,! constitutes the entire house-
hold. These single-family households represent
more than 57 percent of all families and nearly
70 percent of all individuals included in the study’s
sample of the urban population of the United
States. This paper deals with the income re-
ported for these single-family households in the
National Health Survey, made in the winter of
1935-36. In that survey families were asked to
indicate whether or not & member had received
relief in the past year, or, if relief was not received,
the income interval representing their total money
income during the 12 months preceding the date
of the canvass.

Representation of Family Types and Age
Groups in Single-Family Households”

As will be seen from table 1, the percentage of
families found in single-family households varies
widely for families of different types. Nearly
75 percent of all husband-and-wife families are
found in single-family households, as contrasted
with about 21 percent of the nonparent families.

*Burcau of Resoarch and Statisties, Diviston of Health Studles, This s
o third preliminery report on a study of {amlly composition {n the United
8tates, conducied by the Bureau of Research and Statlstics of the Boclal
Security Board with the sssistanee of personnel of the Work Projaety Admin.
{stratlon, Official Pro)ect Nos. 365-31-3-5, 765-31-3-3, 6-2-31-44, The study
ls based on data from schedules of the Natignal Health Survoy, made avall-
able hy the U, 8. Publlo Health Bervico. Data are prellmioary, and no
attempt bas been made to resolve certaln minor inconsistoncles arlsing from
ravislons in series reported In this or the earlier articles: Sanders, Barkev 8.,
“Family Composition in tho United Btates,” Soclal Security Bulletin, Vol,
2, No. 4 {April 1939), pp. 8-13; and Falk, I, 8., and Banders, Barkev 9., “The
Economie Btatus of Urban Familles nnd Children," Social Security Bulletin,
Vol. 2, No. & {May 1938), pp. 25-34.

L To provido information needed by the Soclal Security Board, '‘family”
was deflned, In hio-legal terms, as comprising famllies of any one of the follow-
ing & types: {1) Hushand-erd-wife families. Familles with both spouses,
with or without unmarricd children; (2} Husband-or-wife fumfiles, husbond.
Families witk only the male spouse, with or without unmerried children;
(3) Frusband-or-wife families, wife. Famllies with only the fomale spouse, with
or without unmarrled children: (4) Nonpareat famities, maie. Families with-
out olther apouse, with an unmarried male ag the head, with or without un-
marrlod sisters and/or brothers; (5) Nonparent famiiles, female, Familics
without olther spouse, with an unmarried fomale as the head, with or with-
out unmarried alsters and/or brothers, See 8anders, Barkev 8., op. cit., pp.
12-13. ‘“*Famlly” i3 used snbsequently In this article within the meaning of
thls definition,
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Similarly, the eingle-family households include
nearly 78 percent of all individuels in husband-
and-wife families and only 24 and 25 percent,
respectively, of the individuals in nonpurent
families with a male head and with a female head.?

Table 1.—Total number aof urban families and persons
and number and percent in single-family house-
holds, by type of family

[Preliminary data subject to revision]

Bingle-family

Number of Number of
folles Bimous | Mousehollz ey
Type of family ¢
slggm_ Insingle.
Total | famlly ( Total famly | FaD- |persons
ouSo-
holds holds

Alltypes_._._[633,370 |532,383 (2,604,104 (1,735,878 | &7.2 | 69.3

Hushand and wife._ (554, 186 (415,234 11,928,380 |1, 496, B4 .9 mr
Husband or wife,

husband__.___.._.| 63,580 | 20,205 85, 386 39,023 3.9 10.9
Hushand or wile,
wiia. el 176,844 | 67,000 | 325847 | 161,470 [ 864 46.8

Nonparant, male...| 62,782 | 13,484 70,084

17,057 | 214 24.0
Nonparent, fomale.| 73,968 | 15, 484 85,498

21534 | 20.9| 252

1 For deflnitlons of 1ypos of tam!liog, see footnota 1 In text.

Wide variations are found likewiso in the per-
centage in single-family households among families
classified according to the age of the head of the
family. As is shown in table 2, there is a negli-
gible representation in single-family households
of families in which the head is aged less than 16.
Among families in which the head is aged 16-24,
more than 28 percent are in single-farnily house-
holds, while for the age groups 25-44 and 45-59
the percentages are 63.1 and 64.5, respectively.
For subsequent age groups there is a decline to
45.1 percent for families in which the head is
aged 65 or over, Table 2 shows also a similar
trend for the individuals in groups of families
classified according to the age of the head of
the family; there is an increase in the percentage

of persons in such groups who are found in single-
1 The head of the lamily was determined as {ollows: In hushand-and-wifs
familles, the hushand was always designoted a8 the hepd. In one-spouse

famliles, the spouse was considercd the hend, and io nonparent femilles, the
oldest person.
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Table 2,—Total nuntber of urbaen families and persons
and number and percent in single-family house-
holds, by age of head of family

[Preliminary data subject to revision]

Single-family
Nﬁgﬂ?&“ Number of persons | households a3
percent of total
Age group of head
of fomily (yoars) iInl ., IJ:|I
single- single. 5
Tota] | tamily | Total | family Fﬁgi Persons
house- house-
holds hoelds
031, 378 (632,383 |2, 504, 148 |1, 735,878 57.2 69,3
11,472 13 13, 524 10 .1 .1
72,861 1 20,474 | 118,272 47. 041 22,1 30.8
400,923 268, 796 |1, 224,072 | BHE, 580 63.1 72.6
257,018 163,899 701,312 587, 50Q [ ] 74.2
89,118 i 32,814 136, 68 a0, 0BG 55,46 85.9
118,712 | 53, 508 215,261 120,877 451 561
2,285 i a0 4, 000 1, 663 4.6 40.1

family households for each successive age group
up to the maximum of 74 percent for individuals in
families in which the head is aged 45-59, followed
by a decline to 56 percent for persons in families
in which the head is aged 65 or over.

When all persons in single-family households
are classified by age, a substantially different
age distribution is found, as is evident from table 3.
Of all children under age 16 enumerated in the
urban sample, more than 76 percent are in single-
family households. Of persons aged 60—64 and 65
and over, on the other hand, the single-family
households include only 59 and 49 pereent,
respectively.

In relation to the total urban sample, therefore,
the single-family households include e relatively
high proportion of families with both spouses and
of those in which the head of the family is in
the ages 25-59. Convcersely, these include, with
respect to the total urban sample, relatively low

Table 3.—Total number of urban persons and number
and percent in single-family households, by age of

person
[Preliminory dota subject to revision]

Numhber of persons Persons in
single-
Age group of person (years) In single- hoﬁs]gll!l]obids
Total family as percent
households | of total
Allages ... ... 2, B0d, 104 | 1,735, 871 89.3
847,639 402, 895 76.1
401,918 275,817 68.6
821, 732 573, 013 69.7
404, 595 274, 508 67.8
82, N68 48, 498 56. 1
142 504 69, 909 46.0
3, 500 1,233 34.8
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percentages of nonparent families, families with
only one spouss, and families in which the head
of the family is aged less than 25 or 60 or over.
These single-family households include a rela-
tively high percentage of all urban children under
age 16 and a low percentage of persons aged 60
or over.

Relationship of Income to Size of Family

Nearly half—45.7 percent—of &ll urban single-
family households reported either receipt of relief?
at some time during the 12 preceding months or
incomes of less than $1,000; 39.2 percent reported
incomes from $1,000-$1,999; 10.4 percent, in-
comes of §2,000-$2,999; and 4.7 percent, incomes
of $3,000 or morc (table 4). These figures are
highly significant in throwing light on the problem
of the distribution of income among the urban
population of the country.

Since adequacy of family income is directly
related to the number of persons who share it, &
more significant relationship is that between in-
come distribution and the size of the family, as
shown in table 4. It is strikingly evident that
the relative proportion of families on relief in-
creases as the size of family increases. The rela-
tive percentage of nonrelief families with incomes
of less than $1,000, on the other hand, decreases
as the size of the family increases. There is also
o negative correlation between income and size
of family in the income groups $1,000-$1,499 and
$1,500-81,999, though to a much lesser extent.
In the income groups $3,000 and over, the relative
percentage of families tends to increase with the
increase in the size of the family, though there is
o definite sagging in the trend of these percentages
for the groups of families with 5-11 persons.

This association between family size and income
is shown more clearly in an analysis of the mean
and median incomes for families of specified size.
Moreover, the problem of the adequacy of income

! The National Health Survey deflned relief as follows: “Families were
identifed as having received relief, if at any time during the year covered by
the report one or more members had hnd nssistance such as work relief (hut
not PWA or CCC wages), direct relief, mothers’' pension, pension for the
blind, or & grant for any similor purpese frem public funds administered by
a Federnl, Etate, or local government. Families which reported the receipt
of relief were not asked to specify the amount of income received during the
year.” VU.8. Public Health Service, National Institute of Health, The Relief
ornd Income Stalus of the Urban Population of the United Slales, 1535, 1938,
J-1317, pp, 1-2, If a rellef family volunteered Income data. the Information
wag included {n the scbedule. Doubtless some families classified as “*relief’’
were wholly or partly selfsupporting during st least part of the peried.
It Is believed also that some familles falled to report receipt of rellef.
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becomes more significant when one considers the Taking into consideration the fact that relief
per capita incomes of individuals in families of  provisions in cities have been relatively more
specified size. adequate than in rural areas, the probable mean

Since the National Health Survey did not regu- income of 1-person relief families was assumed to
]B.I']y obtain income data for families which be about 40 percent of the estimated income of the
reported receipt of relief, it was necessary to corresponding nonrelief families; in 2-person fam-
estimate mean income with the aid of figures iles this ratio was assumed to be approximately
given by the National Resources Committee. 42 percent, fmd 80 on, PTOI_%TGSSW?]_Y; until it
The mean income of relief families was estimated  reached a ratio of 60 percent in families of 10 or
by using as guides the mean income of the relief =~ Mmore persons. The est‘.ima.ted mean. and per
families and that of 1-person families obtained  capiia Incomes thus obtained are given in tub_le 5,
by the National Resources Committee.® The together with the percentage distribution of mdi-
Committee study shows that the mean income of viduals in f&miliqs Qf specified sizes for which
l-person families on relief was $407 per annum, Iean and per capita incomes are shown. On the
that is, about one-third of the income of 1-  basis of these assumptions, the estimated income

person families not on relief. The same study  of 1-person families on relief is given as $416 per
indicates that the mean income of all relief  annum, which is not materially different from the
families was $657 per annum, which is about two-  8mount actually observed by the National Re-
fifths of the mean income of all nonrelief families. ~ sources Co.mmittt?e——$40'_i' per annum. 'Fhe mean
This relationship indicates that the proportionate  Tises with increasing family size, attaining a maxi-
income of relief families, as compared with non- Mum of $1,262 as the income of relief families
relief families, is higher in families of larger size  With 11 members. The mean income of all relief
than in l-person families. It was assumed, families is $724, which is not unreasenable as
therefore, that this ratio increases progressively compared with the mean income of $657 obtained
with increasing family size.® by the National Resources Committee for both
_ urban and rural families on relief. It is believed

1 Nationsl Resourced Committes, Consumer Incomes in the United States, that the estimated menn and per capita incomes
August 193, table 5B. p. 96. . o1 . -

% A mare pisusible sssumption would have been that theratlorisssuptos 10T Telief families of different sizes are probably
certaln size and then declines, but since there was no way tn detertnine this not far from actua]ity’ judging from the avail-

optimel slze 1t was belteved that the simpler procedure was justified for the . . h - .
Present purposa. able information on the income of families which

Table 4 —Number of urban single-family houscheolds of specified size, and percentage distribution by income status!

[Praliminary dats subject to revision]

In¢ome status of (amily
Number ot Noaorelief familles
Bize of family (porsons)
familles! | aj) fami- | Relief fam-
lies lies Under | $1000- | $1,600- | $2000- | 93,000~ | $5000end
$1,000 41,409 $1,960 $2,000 34,000 over
Allgizes . e imemaaeaee 519,813 100, 0 18.8 20.1 23.3 15.0 10. 4 3.6 1.2

1 person. 55, 903 100, & 7.1 5.4 15.3 7.4 3.8 1.3 T
2 persons 154, 354 100.0 12.3 33.2 23.8 15.9 10.2 3.3 1.3
8 persons._ 118,414 100.0 13.8 25.3 25,9 18.2 11.8 3.9 1.2
4 persons... 80, 166 100. 0 18.2 21.4 25.2 18.7 12.7 4.4 L4
6 persons.__ 48, 504 100.0 21.6 21.0 23.8 17.1 11.1 4.1 1.4
8 persons._ 25,313 100.0 2.1 20,1 22,0 15. b 10.4 3.7 1.2
7 persons. 13, 348 100.0 32,2 19.8 2.1 13.4 0.3 3,2 11
8 persons 7,857 100.0 371 17.5 9.8 12.6 8.4 2.8 1.1
9 persons. 3,523 100.0 42,4 15,8 17.3 1.6 9.0 2.0 173
10 persons 1,852 100.0 42.6 16.0 18,1 11,2 8.0 3.2 .8
11 persons.. 86l 100.0 45,1 12,0 16.9 11.6 9.9 3.5 1.0
12 persons.. 302 100.0 36.3 12.8 17.3 13.0 11.0 6.1 LB
13 persons. . 149 100.0 7.7 8.0 12,1 18.8 8.0 47 T
14 persons... #0 100.0 45. 6 10.8 121 16.8 7.6 7.0
16 persons._ 10 (’; {1 m (&) [4)] E’) -------------
18 persons... 8 (1 [0 [ (] 19 Y] »
17 persona... 3 1) ® [ O] A R R,

1 Excludes 12,670 families of unknown income status. For definitions of t Noti computed, because basoe is less than 25.

income status, see p. 26, fontoote 3,
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have been on relief or have had one or more mem-
bers on relief for any length of time within a
12-month period.

While the National Health Survey made no
consistent effort to obtain the actual income of
relief families, such incomes, whenever in excess
of $1,000, were often reportéd voluntarily and
recorded by the canvassers. The enalysis of this
return for Detroit indicates that at least 8 percent
of the relief families had annual incomes of $1,000
or over. The study of the National Resources
Committee indicates that about 23 percent of the
families on relief had incomes in excess of $1,000
per annum. The estimated income distributions
are consistent with these observations.

For nonrelief families the information on income
distribution obtained by the National Health
Survey for the specified income groups was used,
and intermediate points were obtained by graphic
interpolation. The more detailed distribution of
incomes for the category of less than $1,000 was
obtained from the National Resources Committee
material, and the distribution of incomes above
$5,000 wans obtained by using data given by the
Nationa] Resources Committee and also the in-
come-tax returns of the Treasury.

Table 5 shows an estimated mean income of $724
for relief families, $1,544 for nonrelief families, and
$1,408 for all families in urban single-family house-
holds. The respeetive per capita incomes are
$190, 8490, and $432. In comparing these mean

incomes with those given by the National Re-
sources Committee, it must be remembered that
there are several important differences. By defi-
nition, the National Resources Committee includes
in income the imputed value of the home, the value
of products raised for home consumption, end pay-
ments in kind; it includes both urban and rural
families, and considers the economic family-con-
sumer unit. The estimates of the National
Resources Committee refer in general to the fiscal
year 1935-36, while the National Health Survey
covers the 12 months antedating the day of the
canvass during the winter of 1935-36. A wholly
independent estimate’ which has recently been
made on distribution of incomes gives fizures for
estimated per capita income for the United States
which are in close agreement with those in table
5. This estimate gives the mean per capita in-
come in the United States as $419 for 1934 and
$450 for 1935. These fizures refer to both urban
and rural population, but the definition of income
is broader than that adopted in the National
Health Survey.

It is clear from table 5 that the mean income for
all nonrelief families increases with the size of the
family up to families with 4 members. In families
of 5-10 persons there is no definite association
between income and family size, while families of
11 and 12 or more persons show markedly higher
mean incomes. These higher fizures for the very

TU. 8. Department of Commaeres, Stefe Income Peyments, 10£5-57, 1038,
table III, p. 8.

Table 5.—Percentage distribution of persons in urban single-fomily households and estimated average family
income and per capita income, by size of family 1

[Preliminary dota sublect to revision]

. ¢ Menn Income
ercentage .
distributicn of %‘i&?“
Stre of family DPersons in— All familles Rollef families Nonrelief families lncomgof
(persons) - nonrellef
Al Rellef |Nonrelief| Per Per Per Peor Per Per tamilios
familles | families | families | {amily capitn {fomily copita femily capita
Allalzes o e 100.0 1j00.0 3100.0 $1, 408 Haz £§24 2190 31,544 890 $1, 270
1 PeT8OT e 3.3 2.9 3.4 934 934 410 418 1,040 1,040 800
2 persons. 18.2 11.5 19.9 1,303 697 430 315 1, 500 750 1,225
3 persons 21.0 14.7 22.5 1,458 406 T08 pati] 1,510 537 1,345
4 persons 21.0 17.6 ] 1, 588 00 785 196 1,707 427 1,407
5 persons 14.3 15.9 ] 1,507 302 B3l 168 1,693 338 1,382
6 persons 9.0 12.5 1 1, 442 240 848 141 1,863 7 1,370
7 persons. 5.5 8.2 7 1,392 168 860 124 1,640 234 1,340
8 persons_ 3.6 6.9 8 1,283 173 913 114 1, 660 208 1,358
9 persons 1.8 4.1 3 1,453 162 1,013 113 1,778 108 1,382
10 persena.... 1.1 24 a 1,395 139 1,008 101 1,682 168 1,348
I1 POTSODB. eaae o oo e —cen e —ee .6 1.3 4 1,723 157 , 202 115 2,101 191 1,457
12 Or moTe Persoma. . e .0 1.0 3 1,651 131 1,101 95 1,685 168 1, 580

1 The method of arriving at these estimates {5 described in the text (p. 27).
* 328,677 Indlvidoals [n urban single-fsmily relief households.
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1,365,334 Individuals in urban single-family nonrellef koussholds.

Social Security



larpe families may indicate the presence of more
income producers than in smaller families. The
per capita income, on the other hand, with only
one minor irregularity, shows a progressive dimi-
nution as the size of the family increases. The
diminution is particularly sharp in passing from
1-person families to 2-person families and from 2-
to 3-person families.

Because of the broad categories in which
incomes were reported in the National Health
Survey, and more especially because of the two
open ends in the distribution of income, the mean
inecomes given in table 5 for nonrelief families may
perhaps be considered less reliable than the
median incomes. It is apparent, however, that
median income, like mean income, increases with
the size of family for families of 14 persons, shows
little relation to family size for families of 5-10

persons, and is the highest for families with 11 and
12 or more members.

The estimates in table § indicate, therefore,
that smong nonrelief families there is some posi-
tive association between average income and size
of family but that this relationship is largely
limited to families of certain sizes. The per
capita incomes, on the other hand, indicate a
marked and consistently negative association with
family size. As is indicated in the table, more
than one-fifth (23.3 percent) of the persons in
ponrelief families are in 1- and 2-person house-
holds, in which per capita income averages $750 or
more; less than three-fifths (58.3 percent) are in
families of 3-5 persons, in which per capita in-
comes range from $540 to $340; and less than
one-fifth (18.4 percent) are in the larger families,

Table 6.—Number of urban single-family households of specified size and type, and percentage distribution by
income status !

[Praliminary dats subject to revision)

Income status of family
Bize and type of family Nug;her Nonrelief fam!lies
familles ! ! Roltof
families | familles | yrpae, | $1,000- | $1,600- | $2,000- | ®,000- | 85000
$1,000 | $1,490 | si968 | ‘52,009 ,09¢  |and over
All sizos:
Al Ly DeI et carmrmraseeeea—————— 510, 813 100.0 16.8 28,1 23,3 15,0 1.4 3.5 1.2
Husband and wife_ . __________ .| 406,705+ 100.0 15.5 26.1 24.0 17.7 1.6 3.9 1.3
Husband or wife, husband .. - 19, 856 100.0 22.6 37.0 17.8 10.9 7.0 2.7 1.2
Husband ar wife, wife______ .l 68,200 100.0 24.3 4.5 10,4 8.6 4.9 1.7 .8
Nonparent, male....._. . 13, 180 100.0 15.4 44.8 18.0 10.8 6.2 28 1.3
1 Nonparent, female. .- 14,583 100.0 6.8 47.3 2.8 13.7 1.9 24 .8
130N
l}eAll t¥pes. oo e e - 65, 063 100. 0 17.1 54.4 15.3 7.4 3.8 1.3 .T
Hushaod or wife, husban -..] 11,838 100. 0 2.8 46.7 15,1 7.3 4.4 17 1.0
Husband or wife, wite.. el 22,341 100.0 18.9 82.4 11.1 4.2 2.0 N .5
Nonparont, male....... woo) 10,097 100. 0 16.3 481 18.4 0.4 4.9 19 1.0
Nonparent, femalad ..o ciemrasaaiomn—- 10,787 100. 0 8.8 52.9 21,2 12.1 58 1.2 N
2 persons:
AN ETDOS e ceeeessaseaamiamn—- 54,384 100. 0 123 33.2 23.8 1.9 10.2 3.3 1.3
Husband and wife. . _...__. 126, 890 100.0 11,1 31.8 24.3 18.8 1.0 3.8 14
Husband or wife, husband __ a, 282 100, 0 1.1 32,2 22,2 15,0 9.4 3.0 11
Husband gr wife, wife. 18, 867 100.0 20.1 1.7 2.2 10.5 4.8 1.3 Xl
Nonparent, male,.. 1,427 100.0 1.0 33.8 20,8 17,0 1.0 4.2 2.2
Nonparent, femala. 2,908 100.0 8.8 36.2 2.5 18.8 124 4.2 1.1
-4 persons: .
BN N o OOy 207,782 100.0 4.7 2.7 25.6 18.4 12.2 i1 13
Husband and wife.. ........ 184, 638 100.0 13.3 3.1 20.4 10.1 12.0 4.2 1.3
Hushand or wife, husband. 3,381 100.0 0.8 21,8 2.2 16.8 11.8 50 17
Husband or wife, wlte_ ... 18,071 100.0 2.9 2.6 18,7 11.7 7.9 2.4 .B
Nonparont, Mal0...eeue e eeawamcannn as8 100.0 0.4 19,8 2.8 17.8 15.8 9.9 4.7
- Nonparent, female 1,004 100.0 5.4 23.3 20,8 10.9 18. 5 8.7 3.4
&6 persans:
All types......._.. 3,817 100.0 2.6 20.6 23.2 10.8 10.0 3.0 13
Hushand and wife. 88, 020 100,90 22.1 20.7 23.9 17.0 1.1 3.9 1.3
Hysband or wife, husband. - 1, M7 100.0 2.7 18.4 18.7 17.0 155 §. 8 2,2
Husband or wife, wlie. ... 4, 561 100.0 43,0 20.9 14,1 10.0 7.1 8.9 1.0
Nonparant, male________. - 93 100.0 4.0 18.1 17.2 1.3 18.3 .7 &4
Nonparent, female. e 87 100.0 13.8 12.6 126 28.3 10.4 11.5 13.8
7 ar moré persona:
Al LYDES. e oo ecveccsmcca e mmame s e mmee s mn——— 27,867 100.0 36.1 17,8 19,7 13,2 9.Q 3.1 1.1
Husband and wife 26, 139 100,0 35.4 17.9 20.1 13.4 80 3.1 11
Husband or wifes, hushand 338 100. 0 23,7 13,9 17,1 18.0 13.3 3,68 9,4
Husband or wife, wife. 1,360 100.0 521 16.3 12.8 8.2 7.8 2.3 .9
Nooparent, malg..... 14 ¥ 8 é'{ 8 8 E‘ (4] Q]
Nonparent, female 18 H t ’ 1 [0) 0]
1 Exelydes 12,570 (amllias of unknown income status, ? Not computed, because base is lass thao 26.
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in which the range of per capita incomes, decreas-
ing as size of family increases, is $280 to $140.

Considering all families, both relief and non-
relief, it is observed that about one-fifth (21.5
percent) of the individuals are in families of 1-2
persons, with per capita incomes of about $700 or
more; about two-fifths (42.0 percent} are in
families of 3—4 persons, with per capita incomes of,
roughly, $500 to $400. Nearly one-fourth (23.3
percent) are in families of 5-6 persons, with per
capita incomes of $300 to about $240; and the
remaining individuals, about 13 percent, are in
families of 7 or more members, with per capita
incomes ranging from o high of almost $200 to a
low of $130 per annum. It must be remembered
that almost 10 percent of the income 1s the esti-
mated incomne of the relief families, who con-
stitute nearly 20 percent of the sampled popula-
tion, and that o large part of this income is from
relief.

Income in Relation to Size and Type of Family

The comparative income distribution of families
of different types and of specified sizes is given in
table 6. It will be observed that among families of
each of the designated sizes, nonparent families
with a female head have the lowest percentage on
relief, followed by nonparent families with a male
head. In all but the 1-person families, the highest
percentages with relief status are found among
one-spouse families with & female head.

In general, nonparent families with a female
head have the most favorable income distribution,
though nonparent families with a male head have
somewhat higher percentages in the income
categories $3,000 and over. The least favorable
distribufion is that for one-spouse families in
which the wife is the head. Generally speaking,
the husband-and-wife families occupy an inter-
mediate position; in the small families, this type
has a more favorable income distribution than
either type of one-spouse family, while among the
larger families the position is less favorable than
that of families with the male spouse only.

The pattern of income distribution among non-
relief families is shown in table 7 in terms of mean
and median incomes in single-family households of
specified type and size. For families of speeified
type, there is, with one unimportant exception, a
consistent decline in per capita income for each
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type of family with increasing size of family, In
families of different sizes, however, there are im-
portant variations in the rank of the several types.

In all but 5-6 person families, the highest mean
income is that of nonparent families with a male
head; in 5-6 pcrson families, nonparent families
with & female head have the highest mean income,
followed by nonparent families headed by a male.
In 2-person households, husband-and-wife families

Table 7.—Estimated average family income and per
capita income of urban nonrelief single-family
households of specified size and type

[Preliminary data subject to revision]

Median
: Mean fam- | Per capita
Bize and type of family ifl:;(r:ggr; 11y tncome income
All slzeat
Alltypes .. ... ... . $1, 134 §I, 547 $401
Hushand and wife ___.._...._.._. 1,421 1,620 469
Husband or wife, hisband_ . ___.__ 1,015 1,371 723
Hushand or wife, wife 845 1,181 523
Nonparent, male. ___.____ 0680 1, 308 1,028
MNonparent, female.___ . .___._.__. P85 1,246 D00
1 persnn:
Hushand or wife, husband........ 803 1,184 1,10
Husband or wife, wife 734 8RS8 %88
Nonparent, male. ._.._____ - 803 1, 183 1. 183
Nonparent, femnle, ... _____...... W 1,078 1,078
2 persons:
Hushand and wife 1,250 1,525 768
Hushand or wife, hushand.__.____ 1,207 §AT2 738
Husband or wife, wlie.._._.__.._. 988 1,142 571
Nonparent, male . ... 1,246 I, 662 831
Nonparent, female__........._.... 1,223 1, 4% 47
34 persons:
usband and wife..._..._..___.._ 1, 387 1,670 487
Husband or wife, husband.___..__ 1,400 1,780 525
Husband or wife, wife.. ..___.___. 1,133 1,402 422
Nenparent, male . ___________ 1, 64 2,328 708
Nonparent, female.. ... ... 1, 580 2,1 651
6-6 [
usband and wife 1, 381 1,678 315
Husband or wife, husban- 1,502 1, 681 31
Husband or wile, wite_____ 1,238 1,838 308
Npnparent, mals1._______. -- 1, 748 2,513 484
Nonparent, femele ¥ ... 1, 603 3,702 702
7 OT moere persens:
Husband and wife.. _.._....._... 1,356 1, 675 212
Husband or wife, husband.______. 1, 560 2,081 281
Husband or wlfe, wilfe_.__. - 1, 208 1, 685 223
Nonparent, male_ . ____........... o) @) [
Nonparent, female_..____._._._.__. [ 1 ]

1 Besed on B0 familcs,
2 Based on 75 families.
3 Insufiicient cascs in sample.

have the next highest mcan income, followed by
nonparent families with o female head. In fami-
lies of 34 persons and 5--G persons, the nonparent
families have the highest mean incomes, followed
by families with the male spouse only; in house-
holds of these sizes the hushand-and-wife families
hold fourth place in terms of mean income. Except
for families of 7 or more, the lowest average in-
come, whether measured by mean or median, is
that of one-spouse families headed by a female.
Irrespective of size, husband-and-wife families
have the highest median and mean income, but
when size is taken into consideration this advan-
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tage is completely lost. The per capita income of
husband-and-wife families is lowest of all, while
that of nonparent families with a male head is
the highest.

For nonparent families and one-spouse families
there is a marked association between income and
family size, which may be evidence of a direct re-
lationship between family size and number of in-
come producers. The higher mean incomes are
generally found in nonparent families, where the
relation between family size and number of income
producers is likely to be the closest. In one-
spouse families, also, a large family may often
mean the presence of other income producers in the
family., In husband-and-wife families, however,
a large family more often means the presence of
young children; by definition, in single-family
households all members of the family aside from
the husband and wife are unmarried sons aund
daughters, who would be predominantly in the
younger ages. It will be noted that there is rela-
tively httle difference between mean incomes in
husband-and-wife families of 34, 5-6, and 7 or
more persons, while in median income there is
some decline with increasing size of family. This
suggests o bimodal tendency brought about by
segregation of families of specified size into those
with young children and those with children of
working age.

It seems likely that the positive association
between income and size of family in these non-
parent and one-spouse families indicates tbat
adequacy of income 1s an important factor among
nonrelief families in holding members of a family
together when one or both parents are dead or
absent. On the other hand, the relation of cause
and effect may be reversed in some cases; it may
be, for example, that character traits which tend
toward family solidarity may also be a factor in
promoting earning capacity. Further, there are
additional factors, such as the age and sex compo-
sition, which may influence or determine the num-
ber of income producers.

Income, Family Size, and Age of Family Head

One such influencing factor may be the age of the
head of the family. Table 8 shows the distribu-
tion by income of families grouped according to
the age of the family head. When size of fumily
is left out of consideration there is no marked
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variation in the percentages of families on relief
in the various groups, though the percentage of
relief families is slightly higher for groups in which
the head of the family is aged 16-24 years or more
than 64. In the nonrelief groups, however, thers
is o marked variation. Nearly half the families
in which the head is 16-24 years of age and nearly
42 percent of those in which the head is 65 or
over have incomes under $1,300. Of those in
which the head of the family is aged 45-59, on
the other hand, less than 26 percent are found in
this income category.

When family size is considered, however, it
becomes evident that the nssociation betwecn
income and age of the family head is decidedly
morc important than would be assumed from the
relationships obscrved above. For instance, in
1-person families the proportion on relief increases
progressively from 4 to 24 percent as one passes
from families with heads aged 16-24 to those
with heads aged 65 and over. In families of
2 persons, the lowest percentage on relief is found
among those with heads 25-44, and those with
heads aged 16~24 are second in rank, while families
with heads aged 65 and over contribute the
highest relative percentage. In families of 3—4
persons the direction is completely reversed.
There the highest percentage with relief status
is for families headed by persons aged 16-24.
The percentage drops sharply for families with
heads aged 25-44, and there is a further decrease
for those headed by older persons. In families
of 5-6 persons this negative association between
age of family head and the relative frequency on
relief is much more pronouneed than in families
of 3-4 persons, and the negative association is
still more pronounced in families of 7 or more.

TFor the nonrelief groups, families headed by
persons aged 16-24 are most prevalent, by far,
in the lowest income group among families of
each of the specified sizes, but their relative
excess becomes more and more pronounced with
increasing size of fumily. Families with heads
aged 25-44 are most frequently found in inter-
mediate groups, and their relative proportien
shifts toward the lower incomes with increase in
family size. Fumilies with heads aged 45-59
show the highest relative frequencies in the
higher income categories in families of 1 and 2
persons, but in those of larper size their relative
highest frequencies shift to the intermediate in-
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come categories. In families headed by persons
aged 60-64 the highest relative frequencies are
found in families with the lowest and highest in-
comes in 1-person families, and as family size
increases the relative higher frequency is found
in the intermediate and higher incomes. Finally,
in families with heads aged 65 and over, the
highest relative frequencies are observed in the
lowest and highest income categories in 1-person
families, and as family size increases there is a
shift of relative highest frequency toward higher
incomes.

In general, therefore, the income distribution of
families headed by young persons is the least
favorable; as the family size increases the income
distribution of this group becomes progressively
more unfavorable. That of families with heads in

intermediate ages is, on the whole, most favorable,
ginece it is concentrated in intermediate income
groups. And, finally, the distribution for fam-
ilies headed by aged persons shows a concentration
in the lowest income group and a relative con-
centration in the highest income group in smaller
families, and as the family size increases there is &
progressive shift of the concentration toward the
intermediate and higher incomes.

Examination of the variations in income status
with respect to family size for families classified
according to the age of the family head shows
that, for families with heads aged 16-24, as family
gize increases the relative proportion of families on
relief increases sharply. The positive association
between size and relative frequency on relief is less
marked and less regular in families headed by

Table 8.—Number of urban single-family households of specified size end age of family head, and percentage
distribution by income status

[Preliminary data subject. to rovislon}

income status of family
I‘g}lﬁ:ﬁqr Nonrellef families
Size of family and age group of head of family flieg Al Reltef
families | families [ vy q0r $1,000- 21,500~ | $2,000- $3,000- 25,000
$1,000 31,400 31,909 $2,000 $4,099 |end over
518, 213 100, 0 166 20.1 23.3 15.9 10. 4 35 1.2
20, 226 100. 0 18. 4 49.3 22.6 7.4 1.9 .3 .1
255, 166 100,0 16.4 26. 4 250 17.4 10.4 2B .7
16¢, 562 100.0 16.7 25,8 21.8 16. 7 12.2 4.9 1.8
. 31,628 100.0 15.3 32,0 on. 2 14.4 0.5 4.7 2.0
65 yearsand OVer . e 61,718 100.0 17.8 41.9 17.7 0.7 7.3 a2 1.6
1 person:
AN REe CrOUDS. e 56, D63 100.0 17.1 54.4 15.3 7.4 3.8 1.3 7
15-24 years____ . . 4,067 100.0 41 7.0 16.6 4.3 .7 L2 .1
25-+44 yoars.. .. 17, 056 100.0 118 48.0 21,1 11.7 5.3 LG .B
45-50 years____ . 15,604 100.9 10.4 5.3 14.90 7.3 4.5 L7 B
G0-64 years........ - 5, 202 100,90 20.4 57.2 11.3 5.1 a5 1.0 .8
B5 years And OVer. . .. ..-cccceamimmaeeasmmmmam e s 12,994 100.0 24,3 59,8 5.0 3.0 1.7 .9 .7
2 pcrsons:
All BPE ETOUPS- v vummm e e 100. 0 12,3 33.2 23.8 15.0 10. 2 3.3 1.3
16-24 years...__. 100.0 124 45.5 27.4 10. ¢ 3.2 .5 N
2544 vears.._.._ 100.0 8.7 2.8 259 18,8 12.5 3.4 .9
46-50 years.._. 100.0 13.3 .9 2.7 16.1 10.8 4.3 L9
G004 years.___._. 1. 0 13.5 35. 8 22.8 13.9 6.1 3.3 1.7
65 years and ove 100.0 16. 5§ 43,4 19,8 10,8 8.2 2.3 1.3
3-4 persons:
All age groups. .- 100. 0 14,7 23.8 25,6 18.4 12.3 4.1 1.3
16-24 years..._.. 1000 31.2 40,7 21.2 5.5 1.2 .1 .1
2544 years_ .. ...~ 100, 0 14.6 .7 20 18.9 11.3 3.0 .8
45-50 years........ 100. 0 13. 5 21,2 22.0 16,3 14.9 8.0 2.2
6004 years_ . ______ 100.0 12.9 22.6 22,6 18.8 41 6.0 2.4
65 Feara and OFer . oo e 100.0 12,68 25.6 23.2 16. 8 13.4 5.8 2.5
56 persons:
All age EroUDS . oo evmma e 73,817 100. 0 3.5 20.8 23.2 16.6 10.9 1.9 1.3
16-24 years...—.... . 388 100.0 50.8 35.8 11,6 DU T (RO S, .3
25-44 years. - 40, 803 100.0 26. 2 22.7 24.4 15.3 8.5 2.2 LT
45-59 years__ - 27,798 100.0 20.1 18.3 22,3 18.4 13.5 5.5 1.6
G0-64 yorrs______.. - 2,717 100.0 18.8 16,1 10.1 17.0 18,3 26 3.2
85 years and over.__ ... .e- 2,072 100.0 14,9 15.8 1.0 i7.8 17.6 1.4 4.0
7 or mgre persons:
All age eroups .| 27,887 100, ¢ 36.1 17.8 16,7 13.2 2.0 3.1 1,1
16-24 years.. . 14 100.0 Q] (3) (<57 (R AU PR R
25-44 years, i 12,938 100, 0 41.8 0.7 19.7 10.8 5.8 1.2 .2
45-50 years. 13, 407 100, 0 320 15.5 20.3 15.1 115 4,2 L4
(-84 years. - 193 100. 0 26.3 12.3 15.6 17.9 13.3 10.0 {.68
G5 FeRIS aNd OVer - oo e ermmmm e m e 213 100, 0 z.0 12.1 16.0 13.8 152 10.3 87

i BExcludes 12,370 [amilies of unknown Income status,

1 Includes 13 families with head under 16 and 790 famllies with head of

unknown age.
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1 Not computed, because base Is less than 25.
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persons aged 25~44. The intensity of the asso-
ciation diminishes as the age of family head
increases, g0 that for families with heads aged 65
and over the net association between family size
and proportion on relief is negative.

Among nonrelief families headed by persons in
the ages 16-24, the relative proportions in the
highest income groups dccrease as family size
increases above 2 persons, In families with heads
aged 25-44 this decrease, which starts after
families with inore than 2 persons, does not become
marked until families of 5 or more are reached.
In those with heads aged 45-59 the highest rela-
tive frequencies in the higher income groups are
found in families of 3—4 persons, and the decrease
does not become marked until families of 7 or
more are reached. Finally, in families headed by
persons aged 60 or more, the maximum relative
frequencies in the highest income groups are found
among the largest families,

Income, Family Type, Size, and Age of Head

An anslysis, of which only the salient conclu-
gions can be given here, has been made of the
interrelationship between income and family size
for families of specified types headed by persons
of specified ages. This enalysis shows that for
husband-and-wife families in which the head is
aged 16-24, income decreases as family size
increasses. This ncgative association between
income and size of family decreases as the age of
the head of the family increases, and in families
in which the head is aged 60 and over the associa-
tion between income and size is, on the whole,
positive.

Among families with tho male spouse only, in
the few instances in which the head is aged 16-24
there is, on the whole, a small negative association
between family size and income. This association
is more definitely indicated in families in which
the head is aged 2544, The association, however,
is definitely positive for families in which the
head is aged 45 and over, and the magnitude of the
association increases with advance in the age of
the head of the family.

In one-spousc families with a female head, the
association is definitely negative for the relatively
few instances in which the family head is aged
16-24. The association, though still negative,
is less marked in these families when the head is
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aged 2544, For the age group 45-59 the associa-
tion is, by and large, positive. The intensity of
the positive correlation increases for families in
which the head is aged 60 and over.

In nonparent families with a male head aged
16-24, there is perhaps & net negative association
between income and family size, although the
pattern is not at all clear, A definite positive
association between income and size exists in such
families when the head is aged 2544, and the
magnitude of this association tends to increase
with increase in the age of the head of the family.

Although for nonparent families with a female
head aged 16-24 the mean size of relief families
is larger than that of all families in this age group
and type, among nonrelief families there is a
positive association between family size and
income. Among successive age groups, the posi-
tive association increases with advance in the age
of the family head.

This further analysis seems to corroborate the
hypothesis that, by and large, income is an im-
portant factor in preventing the dissolution of the
fomily, but that the age of the head of the family
and the family type are also important factors.
The positive association between family size and
the relative frequency on relief is most marked in
families headed by persons in the younger age
groups. With few exceptions it decreases progres-
sively with age, and in ages 60-64 the proportion
of {amilies on relief is in inverse ratio to the size of
tamily, except for husband-and-wife families. In
families of all types in which the head is aged
65 and over, the percentage of relief families
decreases as the size of the family increases.

Among the nonrelief families & positivo associa-
tion botween size and incowne predominates, with
some notable excoptions confined to families
headed by younger persons and especially to
husband-and-wife families. Another exception to
the general rule i1s that the positive association
between income and family size is limited largely
to incomes up to $4,999 and usually does not hold
for the highest income category.

Income of Individuals by Age, Family Size,

and Family Type

The characteristic associations of income as
related to family size and type are also evident
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from an analysis of individuals segregated accord-
ing to age, family size, and family type. Such
an anglysis has been made, and the general find-
ings are summarized below:

(1) Among individuals in relisf families
there is a general positive correlation between
family size and the relative frequency on re-
lief, most marked among individuals in hus-
band-und-wife familics, and least marked in
nonparent-male families. This positive asso-
ciation is most regular among individuals in
younger ages and least among individuals in
older ages, so that in some instances (among
individuals in older ages and certain family
types) the association is actually reversed.

(2) Among individuals in faimnilies with in-
comes of less than $1,000 a negative associa-
tion between size of family and the relative
frequency in this income ecategory is most
marked in families with the female spouse
only. The negative association is least regu-
lar among individuals in younger ages and
tends to increase in regularity among indi-
viduals in the more advanced ages.

(3) Forindividuals in families with incomes
of $1,000-81,499 there is o small net negative
association between family size and the rela-
tive frequency in this income category. The
negative association is found usually in fami-
lies of 3 or more persons and is particularly
evident in younger ages, tending to disappear
or to become positive in older ages, especially
in nenparent families.

(4) Among individuals in families with
incomes of §1,500-%1,999 the association
between family size and the relative frequency
in this incomne category is positive, except in
families of 56 and 7 or more members. This
positive association is most marked in non-
parent families and least marked in hushand-
and-wife families, The regularity and in-
tensity of the positive association increases
progressively with age.

(3) Among mndividuals in families with an
annual income of $2,000-$2,999 the asso-
ciation between family size and the relative
frequency in this income category is positive
ond more marked than in the income group
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$1,500-$1,999. The positive assoclation is
most evident in one-spouse families and least
epparent in husband-and-wife families. It
rarely holds true for families of 7 or more
persons, The positive assoclation increnses
in intensity with advancing age.

Table 9.—Percentage distribution of urben single-
Family households and maulti-family households, by
income status

Bingle-family house- Multi-family house-
holds holds
Income group
Curnulative Cumulative
Percent percent Percent percent
Total. oo aoo.o 1000 |- WO |oooos
Rellef . _______ 16.8 16.8 18.4 18.4
Nonrellef:
Under $1,000.._ 261 45.7 25. 5 41.0
$1,000-81,499 . . 23.3 £9.0 20.1 62,0
$1,500-31,909 15,9 84,0 15.8 77.8
$2,000-5$2,000.__ 10.4 05.3 12.7 90. 5
53,000-$4,000_ ... _. 3.5 08,8 6.1 96. B
$5,000 and over.__...._- 1.2 100.0 3.4 100.0

(6) In the income group $3,000~$4,999 the
associgtion between family size and the
relative frequency in this category is positive
with few exceptions; the exceptions occur
generally in families of 7 or more members.
The intensity of the nssociation tends to
increase with age.

(7) Among persons in families with in-
comes of $5,000 and over the association
between family size and the relative frequency
in this income category is, on the whole,
positive, with a few minor exceptions, and
the magnitude of this relationship increases
with age.

Both the general patterns described and the
exceptions to these patterns indicante that the
correlation between income and family size may
be attributed to: (a) the differential marriage age
and birth rate in the various socio-economic
classes, which results in differential family sizes
most pronounced in families hended by younger
persons; (b) the greater cohesiveness of families
with a more adequate income, caused by such
factors as favorable mortality experience, later
marringe of adult children, and less frequent
disorganization because of economic need; and
(¢} the ratio of gainfully occupied persons to other
family members.
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Incomein Single and Multi-Family Households

In the National Health Survey the income
reported for the household represented the total
income of all members related to the head of the
household. For some households application of
the definition of “family” wused in the study
entails the division into two or more bio-legal
families of related persons for whom only aggre-
gate income is available. Therefore it i3 not
possible to make a direct comparison between
the incomes of bio-legal families in single-family
households and those in multi-family households.

It is possible, however, to compare income in
single-family households with that reported for
all related persons in households which contain
two or more bio-legal families. As will be seen
from table 9, there are no great differences in the
percentage distribution of income in households
of these two types, though somewhat higher per-
centages of the single-family households are found
in the lower-income categories.

When the size of the household is considered,
however, it seems probable that per capita in-
come for the two groups is very nearly the same.
The 532,383 urban single-family households aver-
aged 3.3 members, while for the 170,649 multi-
family households there was an average of 4.0
family members. It is estimated that among
nonrelief families per capita income is $500 in
multi-family households, as compared with the
estimate of $400 given previously in this article
for persons in nonrelief single-family households.

Summary and Conclusions

The present study has dealt with the analysis
of income of single-family households according
to famnily size, family type, age of family head,
and the combinations of these factors.

Bio-legal families which constitute the entire
household contribute 57 percent of all the bio-
legal families and 70 percent of the individuals
in the entire urban sample. However, the relative
representation of families of different types and
families with specified age of head differ in these
bio-legal families from the proportions in the
sample as a whole. The income of single-family
households is not materially different from that
of multi-family households, considering the larger
average size of the latter.
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Analysis of the income of single-family house-
holds shows that:

(1} A positive association between family
size and income exists, but over certain
renges only,

(2) A marked negative association is found
between family size and per capita income.

(3) Nonparent families have, in general,
the most favorable income status and show
the most marked positive assoctation between
income and family size.

(4) Families with only the female spouse
have the least favorable income distribution,
although among nonrelief families their rela-
tive position improves with increased size of
family.

{5) Husband-and-wife families have an
income distribution more favorable than
that of one-spouse familics headed by a male
in families of two persons, but less favorable
in larger families. In nonrelief husband-and-
wife families the association between income
and family size is negligible.

(6) When families of specified size are
grouped according to the age of the head of
the family, there is o progessive improvement
in income as size of family and age of the head
of the family asre incressed simultaneously.

(7) Classification of nonrelief families by
family type and age of the family head reveals
the following association pattern between
family size and income: For husband-and-
wife families the assoeiation is markedly
negative for families headed by younger
persons, but the magnitude of this nepative
correlation decreases progressively with in-
crease in the age of the head until the associa-
tion becomes increasingly positive for families
headed by persons sged 60 and over. For
one-spouse families the association is slightly
negative in families headed by young persons
and increasingly positive in those headed by
persons aged 45 and over. In nonparent
families the negative association is absent
even in families headed by persons aged
16-24, and the intensity of the positive asso-
ciation between income and family size
increases with advancing age of the head of
the family.,
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(8) The relative frequency of individuals in
a given income category, clagsified according
to the age of the individuals and the size and
type of families from which such individuals
are derived, indicates patterns of association
anslogous to those observed in families
clagsified by family type and age of head.

The patterns of association between family

gize and income may be accounted for in terms
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of the differential marriage age and birth rate,
the greater cohesivencss of families of higher
economic status, and the relation between the
number of gainfully occupied persons and others
in the family, Following articles will analyze
the income distribution of single-family house-
helds of specified size according to the relative
numbers of gainful workers and of children
under 16 years of age.
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