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Poverty in the United States: 1997

INTRODUCTION

Poor people in the United States are so diverse that
they cannot be characterized along any one dimension.
Therefore, this report presents poverty data by selected
characteristics—age, race and Hispanic origin®, nativity,
family composition, work experience, and geography—to
illustrate how poverty rates vary.

HIGHLIGHTS

(Numbers in parentheses denote 90-percent confi-
dence intervals2.)

* The poverty rate decreased in 1997 to 13.3 (+0.3)
percent, down from 13.7 (£0.3) percent in 1996. The
number of poor people in 1997, 35.6 (x0.9) million,
remained statistically unchanged from 1996.

¢ The number of poor and the poverty rate decreased
for Blacks. In 1997, 9.1 (x0.4) million or 26.5 (x1.3)
percent of Blacks were poor, down from the 9.7 (+0.4)
million and 28.4 (+1.3) percent reported for 1996.

e The number of poor and poverty rate decreased for
people of Hispanic origin3: 8.3 (x0.4) million or 27.1
(£1.3) percent were poor in 1997, down from the 8.7
(z0.4) million and 29.4 (+1.3) percent reported for
1996.

» The declines in the poverty rates of Blacks and people
of Hispanic origin accounted for most of the decrease
in the overall poverty rate between 1996 and 1997.

* Both the number and percent of families in poverty
declined. There were 7.3 (x0.3) million families in
poverty in 1997, down from the 7.7 (£0.3) million
reported for 1996. In 1997, 10.3 (x0.3) percent of
families were in poverty, down from the 11.0 (+0.3)
percent reported for 1996. More than half of the
decrease in the number of families in poverty occurred
among Black families.

e The poverty rate in central cities declined to 18.8
(x0.8) percent in 1997, from 19.6 (x0.8) percent in

1People of Hispanic origin may be of any race.

2For a definition of “confidence interval,” see the section entitled
“Standard Errors and Their Use” in Appendix D.

3See footnote 1.
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1996. This 1997 rate was more than twice that of the
suburbs4—9.0 (x0.5) percent.

e The 1997 poverty rate was not statistically different
from the poverty rate in 1989, when a low point of
13.15 percent was achieved during the economic
expansion of the 1980s.

» Comparing the two-year moving averages of 1996-
1997 with those for 1995-1996, five states had statis-
tically significant changes in their poverty rates. The
poverty rate dropped in three states—Alabama, Mis-
sissippi, and South Carolina—while two states—Arkansas
and New Hampshire—showed an increase.

» If an alternative income definition were used, one
which added the value of means-tested noncash
transfers (e.g. food stamps, housing subsidies, and
medicaid) to post-tax cash income from the private
and government sectors, the poverty rate would be
10.0 (£0.3) percent with 26.9 (£0.8) million poor
people. Neither figure would be significantly changed
from 1996.

Following the Office of Management and Budget's
(OMB'’s) Directive 14, the Census Bureau uses a set of
money income thresholds that vary by family size and
composition to detect who is poor (see Table A-2,
Appendix A). If a family’s total income is less than that
family’s threshold, then that family, and every individual
in it, is considered poor. The poverty thresholds do not
vary geographically, but they are updated annually for
inflation with the Consumer Price Index (CPI-U). The
official poverty definition counts money income before
taxes and excludes capital gains and noncash benefits
(such as public housing, medicaid, and food stamps).

This report also presents data by two other mea-
sures: the ratio of income to poverty level and the
income deficit. The ratio of income to poverty level
shows the number and percent of people with incomes
below multiples of their poverty thresholds; the income
deficit shows the amount of cash needed to bring all
poor families up to their poverty thresholds.

4In this report, “suburbs” refers to metropolitan areas outside
central cities.

5The 1989 figures listed in the text and Table A have been adjusted
to 1990 census population controls for more meaningful comparisons
with figures from the 1990s. As a result, these figues may not match
the 1989 figures listed in the time-series tables in Appendix C. The
reader is also cautioned that these comparisons are between 1989
and 1997 only and should not be interpreted as a trend.
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Figure 1.
Number of Poor and Poverty Rate: 1959 to 1997
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Note: The data points represent the midpoints of the respective years. The latest recessionary

period began in July of 1990 and ended in March 1991.

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, March 1998 Current Population Survey.

In the early 1980s, the Census Bureau began exam-
ining how government noncash benefits affect poverty
and how taxes affect measurement of the income distri-
bution. The section entitled “Alternative Definitions of
Poverty” presents updated estimates of the incremental
effects of benefits and taxes on poverty for 1997.

The numbers in this report are estimates for calendar
year 1997, and are based on the March 1998 Current
Population Survey (CPS), conducted by the Census
Bureau. For more details about how these data were
collected, please see the section entitled “Notes and
Users’ Comments.”

POVERTY IN THE UNITED STATES

In 1997, the poverty rate was 13.3 percent, signifi-
cantly lower than the 13.7 percent reported for 1996.
The number of people with family incomes below their
official poverty level in 1997 was 35.6 million, not
statistically different from the 36.5 million in 1996.

The 1997 poverty rate was not statistically different
from the poverty rate in 1989, when a low point of 13.1
percent® was achieved during the economic expansion
of November 1982 to July 1990. Figure 1 shows poverty
rates and the number of poor from 1959 to 1997.
Although the overall poverty rate for 1997 is statistically
similar to that reported for 1989, some groups had
poverty rates in 1997 that were lower than their adjusted

5See footnote 5.

1989 rate. These groups included: Blacks, individuals 65
years of age or older, residents of the Midwest and
South regions, Black married-couple families, and Black
families with a female householder, no husband present
(see Table A).

Age

The poverty rate in 1997 for people under 18 years of
age was 19.9 percent, significantly higher than the rate
for adults aged 18 to 64 (10.9 percent) and those aged
65 and over (10.5 percent)?”. None of the age groups
shown in Table A had any significant changes in their
poverty rates between 1996 and 1997.

In addition to having the highest poverty rate of the
age groups in Table A, children continued to represent a
large share of the poor population (40 percent) even
though they were only about one-fourth of the total
population.

Children under age six were particularly vulnerable.
In 1997, the overall poverty rate for related children
under six years of age was 21.6 percent. Related
children under age six living in families with a female
householder, no spouse present, had a poverty rate
(59.1 percent) that was more than five times the rate for
their counterparts in married-couple families (10.6 per-
cent).

“The poverty rate for the elderly aged 65 and over was not
significantly different than the rate for adults aged 18 to 64.

U.S. Census Bureau, the Official Statistics™  Sep. 16, 1998
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Table A. People and Families in
[Numbers in thousands]

Poverty by Selected Characteristics: 1989, 1996,

and 1997

1997

1996

1989"

Change 1996

Change 1989"

Characteristic Below poverty Below poverty Below poverty to 1997* to 1997
Number Poverty |  Number Poverty
Number Percent | Number Percent | Number Percent of poor rate of poor rate
PEOPLE
Total. ..o 35,574 13.3 36,529 13.7 32,415 13.1 -955 *-0.5 3,158 0.2
Family Status
Infamilies ........... ... .. .. .. ... 26,217 11.6 27,376 12.2 24,882 11.8 *-1,159 *-0.6 *1,335 -0.1
Householder . ...................... 7,324 10.3 7,708 11.0 6,895 10.4 *-384 *-0.6 *429 -0.1
Related childrenunder 18 ... .......... 13,422 19.2 13,764 19.8 12,541 19.4 -342 -0.6 *881 -0.2
Related childrenunder6 ............ 5,049 21.6 5,333 22.7 5,116 22.5 -284 -1.1 -67 -0.9
In unrelated subfamilies. . ............... 670 46.5 701 45.6 727 54.6 -30 0.9 -57 *8.1
Childrenunder 18 ................... 403 48.9 408 46.9 430 60.5 -6 2.0 -27 *11.6
Unrelated individual . .................. 8,687 20.8 8,452 20.8 6,807 19.3 235 0.1 *1,880 *1.6
Male ....... .. 3,447 17.4 3,308 17.0 2,577 15.8 140 0.4 *871 *1.6
Female ........................... 5,240 24.0 5,145 24.2 4,230 22.3 95 -0.2 *1,009 *1.7
Race? and Hispanic Origin
White . ....... .. . 24,396 11.0 24,650 11.2 21,294 10.2 -254 -0.2 *3,102 *0.8
White, Not Hispanic ... ............... 16,491 8.6 16,462 8.6 15,499 8.3 29 - *993 0.2
Black . ... .o 9,116 26.5 9,694 28.4 9,525 30.8 *-578 *-2.0 -409 *-4.3
Asian and Pacific Islander. . ............. 1,468 14.0 1,454 14.5 1,032 14.2 14 -0.5 *435 -0.2
Hispanic origin®. . .. ........ ... ... ..... 8,308 27.1 8,697 29.4 6,086 26.3 *-389 *2.3 *2,221 0.8
Age
Under18years ............covuiuunnnn 14,113 19.9 14,463 20.5 13,154 20.1 -350 -0.6 *959 -0.2
18to24years. . ... 4,416 17.5 4,466 17.9 4,132 15.4 -50 -0.4 *285 *2.2
25t034years. . ... 4,759 12.1 5,093 12.7 4,873 11.2 -334 -0.6 -115 *0.9
35t044years. ... 4,251 9.6 4,343 9.9 3,115 8.3 -91 -0.3 *1,136 *1.3
45to54years. ... 2,439 7.2 2,516 7.6 1,873 7.5 =77 -0.5 *567 -0.3
55to59years.......... . ... 1,092 9.0 1,086 9.4 971 9.5 6 -0.4 121 -0.6
60tobBAyears. ... ... 1,127 11.2 1,134 115 986 9.4 -7 -0.3 141 *1.7
65yearsand over.................. ... 3,376 10.5 3,428 10.8 3,312 11.4 -51 -0.2 65 *-0.9
Nativity
Native . ... 30,336 125 31,117 12.9 (NA) (NA) -781 -0.4 (NA) (NA)
Foreignborn ......................... 5,238 19.9 5,412 21.0 (NA) (NA) -174 11 (NA) (NA)
Naturalized citizen .. ................. 1,111 11.4 936 10.4 (NA) (NA) 176 1.1 (NA) (NA)
Notacitizen.............. ... ...... 4,127 25.0 4,476 26.8 (NA) (NA) -350 -1.8 (NA) (NA)
Region
Northeast ........................... 6,474 12.6 6,558 12.7 5,213 10.2 -84 -0.1 *1,262 *2.4
Midwest . ... 6,493 10.4 6,654 10.7 7,088 12.0 -161 -0.4 -595 *1.6
South ... .. . 13,748 14.6 14,098 15.1 13,277 15.6 -350 -0.6 471 *-1.0
West ..o 8,858 14.6 9,219 15.4 6,838 12.8 -361 -0.8 *2,021 *1.9
Residence
Inside metropolitan areas ............... 27,273 12.6 28,211 13.2 23,726 12.3 *-938 *-0.6 *3,5647 0.4
Inside central cities .................. 15,018 18.8 15,645 19.6 14,151 18.5 -627 *-0.9 *867 0.3
Outside central cities . .. .............. 12,255 9.0 12,566 9.4 9,574 8.2 -311 -0.4 *2,681 *0.8
Outside metropolitan areas ............. 8,301 15.9 8,318 15.9 8,690 15.9 -17 -0.1 -389 -
FAMILIES
Total . ..o 7,324 10.3 7,708 11.0 6,895 10.4 *-384 *-0.6 *429 -0.1
White ... 4,990 8.4 5,059 8.6 4,457 7.9 -69 -0.2 *533 0.5
White, Not Hispanic ... ............... 3,357 6.3 3,433 6.5 3,287 6.4 -77 -0.2 69 -0.1
Black . ....... .. 1,985 23.6 2,206 26.1 2,108 27.9 *-220 *.2.5 -123 *-4.3
Asian and Pacific Islander. ... ........... 244 10.2 284 12.7 201 12.2 -41 -2.4 43 -1.9
Hispanic origin®. ... ... 1,721 24.7 1,748 26.4 1,227 23.7 -27 *1.6 *494 1.0
Type of Family
Married-couple. . . ........ ... ... .. 2,821 5.2 3,010 5.6 2,965 5.7 *-189 *-0.4 -144 *-0.5
White . ... .o 2,312 4.8 2,416 51 2,347 5.0 -104 -0.3 -35 -0.2
Black .. ... 312 8.0 352 9.1 444 11.7 -39 -1.2 *-132 *-3.8
Hispanic origin® .. . ... ... 836 17.4 815 18.0 592 16.4 20 -0.6 *244 1.0
Female householder, no husband present. . . 3,995 31.6 4,167 32.6 3,575 32.6 -172 -1.0 *420 -1.0
White . ... .o 2,305 27.7 2,276 27.3 1,886 25.8 28 0.4 *419 1.9
Black .. ... 1,563 39.8 1,724 43.7 1,553 46.7 *-161 *-3.9 10 *-6.9
Hispanic origin® .. ................... 767 47.6 823 50.9 576 48.0 -56 -3.3 *191 -0.4

- Represents zero. NA Not available.

sample size.

'Revised, based on 1990 census population controls.

LAs a result of rounding, some differences may appear to be slightly higher or lower than the difference of the reported rates.
2Data for American Indians, Eskimos, and Aleuts are not shown separately. Data for this population group should not be tabulated from the CPS because of its smalll

People of Hispanic origin may be of any race.
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, March 1998 Current Population Survey.

U.S. Census Bureau, the Official Statistics™  Sep. 16, 1998

*Statistically significant at the 90-percent confidence level.
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Although the elderly had a relatively low poverty rates,
they were more likely than the nonelderly to have incomes
just over the poverty threshold. A higher proportion of the
elderly (6.4 percent) than the nonelderly (4.3 percent)
were classified as “near poor,” that is, people with family
incomes between 100 and 125 percent of their poverty
threshold. Thus, seventeen (17.0) percent of the elderly
had family incomes below 125 percent of poverty which
was markedly higher than their poverty rate of 10.5
percent.

Race and Hispanic Origin

Both the number of poor and the poverty rate for
Blacks and people of Hispanic origin decreased signifi-
cantly in 1997 (see Table A). The number of poor Blacks
dropped from 9.7 million in 1996 to 9.1 million in 1997,
and their poverty rate dropped from 28.4 percent in 1996
to 26.5 percent in 1997. The number of poor and the
poverty rate for people of Hispanic origin (who may be of
any race) dropped as well: from 29.4 percent (8.7 million)
in 1996 to 27.1 percent (8.3 million) in 1997°. These
declines in the poverty rates of Blacks and Hispanics
accounted for most of the decrease in the overall poverty
rate between 1996 and 1997.

Although the poverty rates dropped for Blacks and
people of Hispanic origin, their rates remained signifi-
cantly higher than the rates for people in other racial and
ethnic groups. In 1997, the poverty rate was 11.0 percent
for Whites, and 14.0 percent for Asians and Pacific
Islanders, compared with 26.5 percent for Blacks. The
poverty rate was 8.6 percent for non-Hispanic Whites and
27.1 percent for Hispanics.

Even though the poverty rates for Whites (11.0 per-
cent) and non-Hispanic Whites (8.6 percent) were lower
than those for the other racial and ethnic groups, the
majority of poor people in 1997 were White. Among the
poor, 69 percent were White and 46 percent were non-
Hispanic White.

Nativity

Reflecting the higher poverty rate of foreign-born non-
citizens, the foreign-born population was disproportion-
ately poor when compared with natives© of the United
States. Of the 26.3 million foreign-born individuals, the
majority, 16.5 million, were not naturalized citizens. One-
fourth (25.0 percent) of non-citizens were poor in 1997,
compared with 11.4 percent of naturalized citizens. None
of these figures changed significantly from 1996.

8The poverty rate for the elderly (10.5 percent) was significantly
lower than the rate for all people (13.3 percent).

°The poverty rate for people of Hispanic origin was not significantly
different than that for Blacks.

1%Natives are defined as people born in the U.S., Puerto Rico, or an
outlying area of the U.S., and those born in a foreign country but who
had at least one parent who was a U.S. citizen. All others are
foreign-born regardless of date of entry into the U.S. or citizenship
status. The Current Population Survey, the source of these data, does
not interview in Puerto Rico, and thus those living there are excluded
from the official poverty statistics.

Families, Family Composition, and Unrelated
Individuals

Both the number of poor families and the poverty rate
for families declined between 1996 and 1997. In 1997, 7.3
million families were in poverty, yielding a family poverty
rate of 10.3 percent. Both figures were significantly lower
than the 7.7 million families and 11.0 percent reported for
1996.

More than half!l of the decline in the number of poor
families occurred among Black families. In 1997 the
poverty rate of Black families dropped to 23.6 percent (2.0
million) down from 26.1 percent (2.2 million) in 1996.
Black families with a female householder, no husband
present experienced a similar drop in the percent of
families who were poor: 39.8 percent (1.6 million), down
from 43.7 percent (1.7 million) poor in 1996.

Although poverty rates declined for both Black and
Hispanic origin families!2, their rates remained signifi-
cantly higher than those of other racial and ethnic groups.
The poverty rate for Black families (23.6 percent) was
higher than that of White families (8.4 percent). The
poverty rate for families of Hispanic origin (24.7 percent)'3
was higher than that of White non-Hispanic families (6.3
percent). For families with a female householder, no
husband present, poverty rates in 1997 were 39.8 percent
for Blacks and 27.7 percent for Whites. Families of
Hispanic origin with a female householder had a poverty
rate of 47.6 percent compared with 23.4 percent for White
non-Hispanic families.

Across all racial and ethnic groups, female house-
holder families contrasted most starkly with married-
couple families. Families with a female householder, no
husband present had the highest poverty rate (31.6
percent) and comprised the majority of poor families (55
percent). Married-couple families, by contrast, had the
lowest poverty rate (5.2 percent), yet still comprised a
large share of poor families (39 percent) since they were
the most common type of family.

Of the 41.7 million unrelated individuals (people living
alone or with nonrelatives only), 8.7 million were poor in
1997, generating a poverty rate of 20.8 percent (not
significantly different from their 1996 rate). Unrelated
individuals accounted for 24 percent of the poor popula-
tion, compared with only 16 percent of the entire United
States population.

Work Experience

People who worked at any time during the year had a
lower poverty rate than nonworkers (6.6 percent com-
pared with 21.7 percent. see Table 3). Among poor

Black families in poverty decreased by 221,000 which represents
58 percent of the 384,000 fewer families in poverty.

12In 1997 the poverty rate for Hispanic origin families was 24.7
percent, down from 26.4 percent in 1996.

13The poverty rate for families of Hispanic origin was not statistically
different from the poverty rate for Black families.

U.S. Census Bureau, the Official Statistics™  Sep. 9, 1998



Table B. Percent of People in Poverty by State: 1995, 1996, and 1997

Three-year Average Average Average Difference in two-year
1995-1997 1996-1997 1995-1996 moving averages
State
Standard Standard Standard Poverty Standard
Percent error Percent error Percent error rate error
US. 13.6 0.16 135 0.18 13.8 0.18 -0.3 0.15
Alabama ............cc i 16.6 1.33 14.8 1.50 17.0 157 *-2.2 1.33
Alaska ... 8.0 0.98 8.5 1.16 7.6 1.11 0.9 0.95
AMZONA. ..ot 17.9 131 18.8 154 18.3 154 0.5 1.25
Arkansas . ... 17.2 1.34 18.4 1.60 16.0 1.52 *2.4 1.30
Califonia. ...t 16.7 0.55 16.8 0.64 16.8 0.65 - 0.53
Colorado ........cvviiiiii 9.2 1.06 9.4 1.24 9.7 1.27 -0.3 0.99
Connecticut ....................... 10.0 1.23 10.1 1.43 10.7 1.47 -0.6 1.14
Delaware...........ccovviiiinno... 9.5 1.19 9.1 1.36 9.5 1.40 -0.4 1.19
D.C o 22.7 171 23.0 2.01 23.2 1.98 -0.2 1.64
Florida .........covii 14.9 0.69 143 0.79 15.2 0.81 -0.9 0.67
GEOrgia . v v v vt 13.8 1.12 14.7 1.33 135 1.29 12 1.06
Hawaii ...t 121 1.32 13.0 1.59 11.2 1.49 1.8 1.28
ldaho ........ .. ..o i 13.7 121 13.3 1.38 13.2 141 0.1 121
Minois. ... 11.9 0.70 11.6 0.81 12.3 0.83 -0.6 0.67
Indiana ... 8.6 1.02 8.2 1.16 8.6 1.20 -0.4 1.02
IOWA oo 105 1.13 9.6 1.27 10.9 1.34 -1.3 1.12
Kansas. .......cooviiiiiiniiin... 105 1.15 10.4 1.33 11.0 1.37 -0.5 1.10
Kentucky ... 15.9 1.33 16.4 1.56 15.9 1.54 0.6 1.26
Louisiana. ...t 18.8 1.37 18.4 1.59 20.1 1.64 -1.7 1.30
Maine ... 10.9 1.28 10.7 1.48 11.2 151 -0.5 1.22
Maryland .......... ... ... ... 9.6 1.14 9.3 131 10.2 1.36 -0.9 1.09
Massachusetts . .................... 11.1 0.85 11.2 1.00 105 0.97 0.6 0.85
Michigan .......................... 11.2 0.73 10.7 0.83 11.7 0.87 -1.0 0.70
Minnesota . ... 9.5 1.06 9.7 1.25 9.5 1.24 0.2 1.02
MiSSISSIPPI . « o v e 20.2 1.44 18.6 1.62 22.0 1.74 *-3.4 1.40
MISSOUN . ..o 10.2 1.15 10.6 1.36 9.5 1.30 1.2 1.13
Montana ... 16.0 1.29 16.3 151 16.1 151 0.2 1.24
Nebraska...............cooiive... 9.9 112 10.0 131 9.9 1.30 0.1 1.08
Nevada .........ccovviiiiiinn... 10.1 1.15 9.6 1.30 9.6 1.34 - 1.17
New Hampshire .................... 6.9 1.07 7.7 1.32 5.8 1.17 *1.9 1.06
New Jersey ...........ccoeviuune... 8.8 0.68 9.2 0.81 8.5 0.78 0.7 0.65
New Mexico ...........ccovinunn... 24.0 1.49 23.4 171 25.4 1.77 -2.0 1.43
New York........cooviviniiniinn... 16.6 0.61 16.6 0.71 16.6 0.71 - 0.59
North Carolina ..................... 12.1 0.88 11.8 1.00 12.4 1.04 -0.6 0.85
North Dakota ...................... 12.2 1.22 12.3 143 11.5 1.39 0.8 121
Ohio ... 11.7 0.72 11.8 0.84 12.1 0.85 -0.2 0.69
Oklahoma ..............ccoovint. 15.8 1.28 15.2 1.46 16.9 1.53 -1.7 1.23
OregoN. ..ottt 11.5 1.23 11.7 1.43 115 143 0.2 1.18
Pennsylvania ...................... 11.7 0.68 114 0.78 11.9 0.79 -0.5 0.66
Rhode Island ...................... 11.5 1.33 11.9 1.58 10.8 151 1.1 1.30
South Carolina..................... 15.4 1.38 13.1 1.52 16.5 1.67 *-3.4 1.38
South Dakota . ..................... 14.2 1.26 141 1.48 13.1 1.43 1.0 1.27
Tennessee ...........c.coiiiiiiinn 15.2 1.32 15.1 1.53 15.7 1.56 -0.6 1.27
TOXAS . oo 16.9 0.70 16.7 0.81 17.0 0.82 -0.3 0.68
Utah ... 8.3 0.94 8.3 1.09 8.0 1.09 0.2 0.93
Vermont. ... 10.7 1.28 10.9 1.50 11.4 1.52 -0.5 1.18
Virginia ... 11.7 1.14 125 1.36 11.2 1.31 1.3 1.09
Washington........................ 11.2 1.20 105 1.35 12.2 1.46 -1.6 1.15
West Virginia. . .......ccoovaa 17.2 1.33 17.5 1.56 17.6 1.55 -0.2 1.26
WiISCONSIN ... oo 8.5 1.01 8.5 1.18 8.7 1.18 -0.1 0.97
WYOMING .. .vveiie i 125 122 12.7 1.43 12.0 141 0.7 1.20
Los Angeles CMSA................. 18.5 0.66 18.4 0.76 18.7 0.78 -0.3 0.63
New York CMSA ................... 14.8 0.53 14.7 0.62 15.1 0.63 -0.4 0.51

- Represents zero.

*Statistically significant at the 90-percent confidence level.
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, March 1998, 1997, and 1996 Current Population Surveys.
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Figure 2.

Three—Year Average Poverty Rates, by State:
1995, 1996, and 1997
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Table C. Ratio of Family Income to Poverty Level for People by Selected Characteristics: 1997

[Numbers in thousands]

Under 0.50 Under 1.00 Under 1.25
Characteristic Percent of Percent of Percent of
Total Number total Number total Number total
PEOPLE
Total ... 268,480 14,594 5.4 35,574 13.3 47,853 17.8
Age
Underl8years.........oovveuiiuninnn.. 71,069 6,364 9.0 14,113 19.9 17,937 25.2
18t024 years ... 25,201 1,957 7.8 4,416 175 5,898 23.4
251034 years. ... 39,354 2,076 5.3 4,759 121 6,422 16.3
35toddyears ... 44,462 1,724 3.9 4,251 9.6 5,802 13.0
451054 years. ...t 34,057 981 2.9 2,439 7.2 3,348 9.8
55to59years..........cciiiiii 12,190 413 34 1,092 9.0 1,452 11.9
60to64years ............iii... 10,065 366 3.6 1,127 11.2 1,554 154
65yearsandover...................... 32,082 713 2.2 3,376 105 5,440 17.0
Race! and Hispanic Origin
White ... 221,200 9,427 4.3 24,396 11.0 33,612 15.2
White, not Hispanic .................. 191,859 6,316 3.3 16,491 8.6 23,100 12.0
Black ...... ... . 34,458 4,189 12.2 9,116 26.5 11,646 33.8
Otherraces .........covvviiiiiinnenn. 12,822 977 7.6 2,062 16.1 2,595 20.2
Asian and Pacific Islander ............ 10,482 664 6.3 1,468 14.0 1,795 171
Hispanic origin®. . .........c..ovvvein.. 30,637 3,329 10.9 8,308 27.1 11,003 35.9
FAMILY STATUS
Infamilies............................. 225,369 10,615 4.7 26,217 11.6 35,460 15.7
Householder......................... 70,884 2,957 4.2 7,324 10.3 10,032 14.2
Related children under 18............. 69,844 5,907 8.5 13,422 19.2 17,144 245
Related children under 6 ........... 23,363 2,356 10.1 5,049 21.6 6,472 27.7
Unrelated individual .................... 41,672 3,602 8.6 8,687 20.8 11,581 27.8
Male ....... . 19,804 1,586 8.0 3,447 17.4 4,588 23.2
Female ............. ... .. ... 21,868 2,016 9.2 5,240 24.0 6,992 32.0

1Data for American Indians, Eskimos, and Aleuts are not shown separately. Data for this population group should not be tabulated from the CPS

because of its small sample size.

2People of Hispanic origin may be of any race.
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, March 1998 Current Population Survey.

people, many worked either part-time or part-year. Of
poor people 16 years old and over, 42 percent worked,
but only 10 percent worked full-time, year-round. By
contrast, 70 percent of all people aged 16 years old and
over worked and 45 percent worked full-time, year-round.

Region

None of the four regions of the United States had a
statistically significant change in poverty between 1996
and 1997. Prior to 1994, the South had the highest
regional poverty rate. Since that year, the West has had a
poverty rate not significantly different from that of the
South. In 1997, both the West and the South had poverty
rates of 14.6 percent, significantly higher than the rates in
the Northeast (12.6 percent) and the Midwest (10.4
percent).

Residence

Central cities of metropolitan areas experienced a
decline in the poverty rate. In central cities, the percent of
poor decreased to 18.8 percent in 1997, down from 19.6

U.S. Census Bureau, the Official Statistics™  Sep. 17, 1998

percent in 1996. In both suburbs (that part of metropolitan
areas not in central cities) and in nonmetropolitan areas,
the number of poor and the poverty rate remained unchanged
between 1996 and 1997. In 1997 the poverty rate was 9.0
percent (12.3 million people) in the suburbs of metropoli-
tan areas and 15.9 percent (8.3 million people) in non-
metropolitan areas. Even though the poverty rate declined
only in central cities, their poverty rate still was more than
twice that in suburbs.

State Poverty Data

Table B contains state-level poverty rates using three-
year averages covering 1995 to 1997. State poverty rates
ranged from 6.9 percent in New Hampshire to 24.0
percent in New Mexico. Readers should be aware that
although the data presented in Table B indicate that New
Mexico had the highest poverty rate, it was not statistically
different from the rate for Washington, DC, though higher
than the rate in the other states. Figure 2 displays both the
states’ rankings and the overlapping confidence intervals.
The poverty rate in New Hampshire, though numerically
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Table D. Income Deficit or Surplus of Families and Unrelated Individuals by Poverty Status: 1997

[Numbers in thousands]

Size of deficit or surplus
Deficit
Characteristic $500 | $1,000 | $2,000 | $3,000 | $4,000 | $5,000 | $6,000 | $7,000 | $8,000| Aver- per
Under to to to to to to to to or age family
Total | $500| $999| $1,999 | $2,999 | $3,999 | $4,999 | $5,999 | $6,999 | $7,999| more | deficit| member
Deficit for Those
Below Poverty Level
All families. ............. 7,324 366 320 690 651 654 611 503 480 431 2,618| 6,602 1,844
Married-couple families ..| 2,821 167 188 298 270 240 257 178 186 140 897| 6,150 1,554
Families with female
householder, no
husband present ....... 3,995 177 110 320 351 370 308 292 272 262| 1,534| 6,959 2,060
Unrelated individual. . . . .. 8,687 765 592 | 1,622| 1,290 758 519 480 446 543| 1,671| 3,985 3,985
Male ................ 3,447 271 176 591 474 335 197 216 213 190 786 | 4,297 4,297
Female .............. 5,240 494 417| 1,032 816 423 322 265 234 353 884 | 3,780 3,780
Surplus for Those
Above Poverty Level
All families. ............. 63,561 365 380 826 865 832 908 970 897| 1,068| 56,450 | 49,011 15,642
Married-couple families .. | 51,500 193 197 454 471 514 582 665 534 7041 47,187 | 53,978 16,887
Families with female
householder, no
husband present . ...... 8,657 150 152 303 334 257 258 242 273 279| 6,409 | 24,857 8,636
Unrelated individual. . . . .. 32,985 643 724 | 1,489 1,302| 1,466| 1,339 995| 1,301| 1,041| 22,685]| 23,320| 23,320
Male ................ 16,357 212 287 596 423 563 549 357 651 459 ( 12,261 | 27,302 27,302
Female .............. 16,628 430 437 893 880 904 790 638 650 582 10,424 | 19,404 | 19,404

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, March 1998 Current Population Survey.

the smallest, was not statistically lower than the rates in
Alaska, Utah, Wisconsin, Indiana, New Jersey, Colorado,
and Delaware.

Based on comparisons of two-year moving averages
(1996-97 versus 1995-96, the statistic we recommend
using to evaluate changes in state poverty rates over
time), three states had statistically significant drops in
their poverty rates—Alabama, Mississippi, and South
Carolina—while two states, Arkansas and New Hamp-
shire, showed an increase.

Biennial state and county poverty estimates based on
models which use the Current Population Survey (CPS),
the 1990 decennial census, and administrative records
are available on the Internet for income year 1993 at
http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/saipe.html. These state
estimates are more reliable (that is, they have a lower
variance) than those directly estimated from the CPS; the
modeled estimates are also the only source of county
estimates. Estimates for 1995 will be released in the fall of
1998.

Ratio of Income to Poverty Level

In 1997, 41 percent of the poor, or 14.6 million people,
were “severely poor,” that is, they had a total family
income less than one-half of their poverty threshold (see
Table C)14. In 1997, there were 12.3 million people who

1These figures were statistically unchanged from 1996.

had “near poor” income—that is, income at least as great
as their respective poverty threshold but below 125
percent of their threshold. The number of near poor did
not change significantly from 1996.

Average Income Deficit

The income deficit for families in poverty (the differ-
ence in dollars between a family’s income and its poverty
threshold) averaged $6,602 in 1997, a significant increase
from the 1996 figure of $6,395 (in 1997 dollars). (See
Table D.) This amounts to a deficit per family member of
$1,844 in 1997.

The average income deficit for poor families with a
female householder, no husband present ($6,959) was
greater than that for married-couple families ($6,150).
The deficit per family member was $2,060 in 1997 for
families with a female householder, no husband present,
significantly greater than the $1,554 for married-couple
families. Because families with a female householder, no
husband present, were smaller than married-couple fami-
lies, the greater deficit per family member for female
householder families reflects their smaller family size as
well as their income.

For unrelated individuals, the average income deficit
was $3,985 in 1997. The average deficit in 1997 for
female unrelated individuals was $3,780, significantly
less than the $4,297 deficit figure for males. There were
more female than male unrelated individuals aged 65 and

U.S. Census Bureau, the Official Statistics™  Sep. 17, 1998
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Table E. The Cumulative Effect of Taxes and Transfers on Poverty Estimates: 1996 and 1997

[Numbers in thousands]

1997 1996 1997-1996 Difference*
Selected income definitions Number Number Number
below Poverty below Poverty below Poverty
poverty rate poverty rate poverty rate
Definition 1 (current measure). . .............. 35,574 13.3 36,529 13.7 -955 *-0.5
Definition 2 (definition 1 less government cash
transfers?)..................... 56,390 21.0 57,476 21.6 -1,086 *-0.6
Definition 4 (definition 2 plus capital gains and
employee health benefits)........ 54,573 20.3 55,447 20.8 -874 *-0.5
Definition 6 (definition 4 less social security
payroll and federal income
taxes®). ... 57,520 21.4 58,598 22.0 -1,078 *-0.6
Definition 7 (definition 6 plus the earned
income credit (EIC))............. 53,601 20.0 54,644 20.5 -1,043 *-0.5
Definition 8 (definition 7 less state income
tAXES) i 54,036 20.1 55,119 20.7 *.1,083 *-0.6
Definition 9 (definition 8 plus nonmeans-tested
government cash transfers) ...... 35,849 13.4 37,075 13.9 *-1,226 *-0.5
Definition 11  (definition 9 plus the value of
medicare and regular-price school
lunch) ... .. ... ...l 34,748 12.9 36,017 135 -1,269 *-0.6
Definition 14  (definition 12 plus the value of
medicaid and other means-tested
government noncash transfers). . . 26,940 10.0 27,133 10.2 -193 -0.2
*Statistically significant at the 90 percent confidence level.
1As a result of rounding, some differences may appear to be slightly higher or lower than the difference of the reported rates.
2See Appendix B.
3This definition refers to social security and federal income tax liabilities before taking into account refundable credits i.e. EIC.
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, March 1998 Current Population Survey.
Table F. The Marginal Effect of Taxes and Transfers on Poverty Estimates: 1997
[Numbers in thousands]
1997
Income measures Number Poverty
below poverty rate
Official definition . . ... 35,574 13.3
Official less payroll taxes plus net capital gains. ................. oo .. 37,747 14.1
Official less federal and state income taxes plus net capital gains .................. 35,881 13.4
Official less federal and state income taxes plus net capital gains and
earned income credit (EIC) .. ... .ot 31,877 11.9
Official less taxes plus net capital gainsand EIC ................ ... .. ..ciin. 34,201 12.7
Official less nonmeans-tested cash transfers .............. ... ... ... ... ... ..... 54,437 20.3
Official less means-tested cash transfers ............ .. ... ... .. ... . i 38,240 14.2
Official plus means-tested non-medical noncash transfers ......................... 31,856 11.9
Official plus foOdStamps . .. ... 33,998 12.7
Official plus rent subsidies . ......... .. 34,333 12.8
Official plus regular-price school lunch ........ ... ... . . 35,571 13.2
Official plus all non-medical noncash transfers ............. ... ... ... ... ... ...... 31,853 11.9
Official less taxes plus EIC and all noncash transfers ............................. 29,975 11.2

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, March 1998 Current Population Survey.
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Figure 3.

Poverty Rates by Definition of Income and Type of Deflator: 1959 to 1997
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Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, March 1998 Current Population Survey.

over. Since householders aged 65 and over have lower
poverty thresholds, the lower mean deficit for females
reflects differences in age, not just income.

In 1997, there were 366,000 poor families whose
incomes were less than $500 below their poverty thresh-
olds, and a similar number of families (365,000) had
incomes within $500 above their respective poverty thresh-
olds. Therefore, slight modifications upward or downward
to the poverty thresholds will have similar effects on the
overall poverty rate.

ALTERNATIVE DEFINITIONS OF POVERTY

The official definition of poverty as presented in this
report is based on research by Mollie Orshansky of the
Social Security Administration in 1963 and 196415 and
revised in 1969 and 1981 by federal interagency commit-
tees. In 1992, a panel of the Committee on National
Statistics of the National Academy of Sciences (NAS)
began evaluating alternative definitions of poverty. Their
report, containing recommendations for a new measure
of poverty, was released in the spring of 199516,

15For a detailed discussion of the original SSA poverty thresholds,
see Mollie Orshansky, Counting the Poor: Another Look at the Poverty
Profile, Social Security Bulletin, vol. 28, no. 1, January 1965, pp.3-29
(reprinted in Social Security Bulletin, vol. 51, no. 10, October 1988, pp.
25-51); and Who's Who Among the Poor: A Demographic View of
Poverty, Social Security.

16Constance F. Citro and Robert T. Michael. Measuring Poverty: A
New Approach. Washington, DC, National Academy Press, 1995.

Several important issues concerning the adequacy of
the official poverty measure were raised by this panel.
These issues fall into two categories: issues concerning
the measurement of income or available resources, and
issues regarding the poverty thresholds or measures of
need. The Census Bureau is continuing its research
program on income and poverty measurement and will be
publishing research papers on various aspects of the
panel’'s report. In addition, in the spring of 1999, the
Census Bureau will release a comprehensive report
discussing many of the issues brought up by the NAS
report and subsequent research. The results of ongoing
research on poverty measurement are posted on the
Census Bureau’s poverty measurement Internet site at
http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/povmeas.html.

This report continues the series of experimental mea-
sures we have monitored since 1979 but does not include
any new measures recommended by the NAS panel. The
alternative definitions of income are described in Appen-
dix B and corresponding poverty rates are listed in Table
5. The tax data in this report are simulations based on a
tax model. In all, four types of taxes were simulated: 1)
federal individual income taxes, 2) state individual income
taxes, 3) property taxes on owner-occupied housing, and
4) payroll taxes. In addition, values of employers’ contri-
butions for health insurance, medicare and medicaid, rent
subsidies, free and reduced price school lunches, and

U.S. Census Bureau, the Official Statistics™  Sep. 17, 1998
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return on equity in one’s own home are imputed.1” Food
stamp amounts are used as reported in the Current
Population Survey.

Text Table E shows how poverty estimates change
cumulatively when specific components are successively
subtracted or added to the definition of income. The
starting point for the table is the official income measure
(money income excluding capital gains and before taxes)
that is used to produce the official poverty estimates,
which showed that 35.6 million people or 13.3 percent of
the population were poor in 1997.

Moving successively down the table, the first step
begins with the subtraction of all government cash ben-
efits from income (such as social security and cash
welfare benefits), resulting in a pre-tax pre-transfer pov-
erty rate of 21.0 percent8, Adding capital gains and the
value of employers’ contributions for health insurance
resulted in a poverty rate of 20.3 percent.

The next steps illustrate the effect of subtracting vari-
ous taxes from income. Taking out federal income and
social security payroll taxes resulted in a poverty rate of
21.4 percent. Including the effect of the earned income
credit (EIC) reduced the percent poor to 20.0 percent.
After taking out state income taxes, the poverty rate shifts
imperceptibly to 20.1 percent which is statistically similar
to the poverty rate for the EIC step.

The final steps add government benefits back into
income, bringing the poverty rate back down. Further,
adding the values of noncash benefits (such as medicare
and medicaid coverage and food stamps) resulted in a
poverty rate of 10.0 percent, well below the official level.

Table F shows the marginal or individual effects, rather
than the cumulative effects, on poverty estimates when
specific components were subtracted or added to the
current measure of income. Table F does not include any
valuation of medical transfers such as medicaid, medi-
care, or employers’ payments for health benefits. The
starting point for the table is again the current official
income measure (money income excluding capital gains
and before taxes).

Income definitions that show the effect of the tax
system appear first. The marginal effect of subtracting
payroll taxes from income and including capital gains is to
increase the poverty rate to 14.1 percent. Subtracting
federal and state income taxes shifts the poverty rate
slightly to 13.4 percent. Including the effect of the EIC
reduced the poverty rate to 11.9 percent. Overall, adjust-
ing the income definition for all taxes produced a decrease
of 0.6 percentage points in the poverty rate, to 12.7
percent.

"More information on the methodology and procedures used to
estimate taxes and to value noncash benefits can be found in Appendix
B of this report and in P60-186RD, Measuring the Effect of Benefits and
Taxes on Income and Poverty: 1992.

18Care should be taken when interpreting these numbers, since the
changes to the income definitions listed here would not occur in isolation
without causing changes in other related variables affecting poverty
status.
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Excluding government cash transfers from the current
official measure greatly increases the number of people
with family incomes below the poverty line. Taking non-
means-tested government cash transfers out of income
had a large effect on poverty estimates. The subtraction
of this income component increased the poverty rate to
20.3 percent.

The effect of removing means-tested cash transfers
was small compared with that of removing non-means-
tested cash transfers. Subtracting means-tested cash
transfers increased the estimate of the percent of people
in poverty to 14.2 percent.

The addition of noncash benefits, which include food
stamps, free and reduced priced school lunches, and rent
subsidies lowered the poverty rate from 13.3 percent to
11.9 percent.

Alternative Price Index

Using an alternative approach to adjust the poverty
thresholds over time has a noticeable impact on the
number and percent of people considered to be poor, but
not on the pattern of poverty over time. The official
estimates presented above are based on poverty thresh-
olds updated over time for changes in prices based on the
official Consumer Price Index for Urban Consumers, the
CPI-U. An alternative price index, CPI-U-X1, was devel-
oped in 1983 to improve the treatment of home ownership
costs retrospectively to 1967. The methodology was
called the rental equivalence approach. The cumulative
effect of using the CPI-U-X1 for years prior to 1983 results
in poverty thresholds that are approximately 8 percent
lower than the official thresholds based on the CPI-U. On
average, the 1997 poverty rates based on the CPI-U-X1
are approximately 1.5 percentage points and 3.9 million
persons lower than estimates based on the official thresh-
olds.

As shown in Figure 3, poverty estimates based on the
CPI-U-X1 and the CPI-U show the same general patterns
over time. Using the official definition of income (definition
1), the 1997 poverty rate based on the CPI-U-X1 was 11.8
percent compared with 13.3 percent based on the CPI-U.
Using definition 14 (which includes the effect of taxes,
cash and noncash benefits, capital gains, and employers’
contributions for health insurance), the poverty rate under
the CPI-U-X1 was 8.8 percent compared with 10.0 per-
cent based on the CPI-U.

NOTES AND USERS’ COMMENTS

The information shown in this report was collected in
the 50 states and the District of Columbia and does not
include residents of Puerto Rico. The Current Population
Survey (CPS), from which these data were taken, samples
approximately 50,000 households nationwide. The esti-
mates in this report are controlled to national population
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estimates by age, race, sex, and Hispanic origin. The
population controls used in the preparation of the esti-
mates are based on results of the 1990 census carried
forward to 1997.

The CPS is primarily a household survey and thus
persons who are homeless and not living in shelters are
not included in these poverty statistics. The CPS also
excludes armed forces personnel living on military bases.

We are interested in your reaction to the usefulness of
the information provided in this report, and we welcome
your recommendations for improving our products. The
historical time-series tables are also available on the

Internet (http://www.census.gov). If you have suggestions
or comments, please complete the questionnaire at the
beginning of this report or write to:

Charles T. Nelson

Assistant Division Chief for Income and
Poverty Characteristics

Housing and Household Economic
Statistics Division

U.S. Bureau of the Census

Washington, DC 20233-8500
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Table 1. Poverty Thresholds by Size of Family and Number of Related Children: 1997
[Numbers in thousands. Families and children as of March of the following year. For meaning of symbols, see text]
One person Two people
Characteristic House- .
House- holder Nine or
Under 65 and holder 65 and Three Four Five Six Seven Eight more
Total 65 over Total | under 65 over people people people people people people people
TOTAL
Number....coviviiiiiiiiiii i 41 672 31 037 10 634 30 287 21 088 9 199 16 231 14 633 6 555 2 047 697 260 174
Poverty threshold (dollars) . 8 183 8 350 7 698 10 473 10 805 9 712 12 802 16 400 19 380 21 886 24 802 27 593 32 566
Familiesinpoverty ..........cooviiiiint. 8 687 6 454 2 233 2 368 1918 450 1 748 1513 928 419 208 68 71
Peopleinpoverty ........coiiiiiiiiiiin.. 8 687 6 454 2 233 4 816 3 887 929 5 303 6 058 4 679 2 597 1 468 590 706
NUMBER OF RELATED CHILDREN
UNDER 18
None:
NUMDEr .. vvi ittt 41 672 31 037 10 634 26 340 17 217 9 123 5 290 1 495 276 37 13 6 -
Poverty threshold (dollars) .. 8 183 8 350 7 698 10 385 10 748 9 701 12 554 16 555 19 964 22 962 26 421 29 550 35 546
Familiesinpoverty ........covvveniunene. 8 687 6 454 2 233 1213 796 417 184 36 - 4 3 - -
People inpoverty ......coevveiiniiniinn, 8 687 6 454 2 233 2 514 1 655 859 610 172 - 34 22 - -
One:
NUmber....oovviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinnees - - - 3 947 3871 76 8 444 2 415 657 108 7 10 4
Poverty threshold (dollars) .............. - - - 11 062 11 063 11 021 12 919 16 825 20 255 23 053 26 586 29 811 35 719
Familiesinpoverty ......covvvinennenne. - - - 1 155 1123 32 538 153 24 8 - - 3
People inpoverty .....coevveiiniiniinn, - - - 2 302 2 232 70 1 647 639 136 59 - 3 26
Two:
NUMDbEr . ..vii ittt - - - - - - 2 497 9 621 1322 331 76 25 3
Poverty threshold (dollars) .............. - - - - - - 12 931 16 276 19 634 22 578 26 017 29 274 35 244
Families in poverty .. - - - - - - 1027 652 146 31 11 - -
People Inpoverty ......cocovuvineinennn. - - - - - - 3 046 2 603 772 202 84 - -
Three:
Number.......ocovvnuvinnn - - - - - - - 1 102 3 955 500 144 30 14
Poverty threshold (dollars) .. - - - - - - - 16 333 19 154 22 123 25 621 28 804 34 845
Familiesinpoverty .....ocovuvinennennn. - - - - - - - 673 492 61 18 4 2
Peopleinpoverty ......coevveiiniiniinn, - - - - - - - 2 645 2 454 386 137 40 20
Four:
NUmber....oovviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinanes - - - - - - - - 345 961 171 42 13
Poverty threshold (dollars) .............. - - - - - - - - 18 861 21 446 24 882 28 137 34 190
Familiesinpoverty ......covuviueinennn, - - - - - - - - 265 230 44 4 2
Peopleinpoverty .....coevvuiiniiiinn, - - - - - - - - 1 317 1423 317 31 21
Five:
Number.....ooiviiiiiiiiiiiii - - - - - - - - - 109 249 51 32
Poverty threshold (dollars) .............. - - - - - - - - - 21 045 24 021 27 290 33 289
Familiesinpoverty ......covvvvuennennn. - - - - - - - - - 85 96 13 8
Peopleinpoverty ......oevvuiiniiiinn, - - - - - - - - - 493 669 114 85
Six:
Number........ooovvvinnnn - - - - - - - - - - 37 73 29
Poverty threshold (dollars) - - - - - - - - - - 23 076 26 409 32 474
Familiesinpoverty ......oovuviuennennn. - - - - - - - - - - 36 26 8
People in poverty ... - - - - - - - - - - 239 216 81
Seven:
Number.....ooiviiiiiiiiiiiiii - - - - - - - - - - - 23 24
Poverty threshold (dollars) .............. - - - - - - - - - - - 26 185 32 272
Familiesinpoverty ......oovuvvuennennn. - - - - - - - - - - 21 8
Peopleinpoverty .....coevveiiniiiinn, - - - - - - - - - - 185 76
Eight or more:
Number.....ooovviiiiiiiiiiii - - - - - - - - - - - - 56
Poverty threshold (dollars) .............. - - - - - - - - - - - - 31 029
Familiesinpoverty ......oovuvinennennn. - - - - - - - - - - - - 40
People inpoverty ......coevveiiniiiin., - - - - - - - - - - - - 397
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Table 2. Age, Gender, Household Relationship, Race, and Hispanic Origin by Ratio of Income
to Poverty Level: 1997

[Numbers in thousands. People, families, and unrelated individuals as of March of the following year. For meaning of symbols, see text]

Under .50 Under 1.00 Under 1.25 Under 1.50 Under 1.75 Under 2.00
Characteristic
Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Total | Number of total | Number of total [ Number of total | Number of total | Number of total [ Number of total
ALL PEOPLE
Both Sexes
Total .. 268 480 14 594 5.4 35 574 13.3 47 853 17.8 60 331 22.5 73 080 27.2 86 264 321
Under 18 years . 71 069 6 364 9.0 14 113 19.9 17 937 25.2 21 738 30.6 25 600 36.0 29 384 41.3
18 to 24 years .. 25 201 1 957 7.8 4 416 17.5 5 898 23.4 7 174 28.5 8 363 33.2 9 712 385
2510 34 years .. 39 354 2 076 5.3 4 759 12.1 6 422 16.3 8 141 20.7 9 966 25.3 11 872 30.2
35to 44 years .. 44 462 1724 3.9 4 251 9.6 5 802 13.0 7 499 16.9 9 214 20.7 11 241 25.3
45 to 54 years .. 34 057 981 2.9 2 439 7.2 3 348 9.8 4 301 12.6 5 169 15.2 6 274 18.4
55to 59 years .. 12 190 413 3.4 1 092 9.0 1 452 11.9 1 847 15.2 2 175 17.8 2 613 21.4
60 to 64 years .... 10 065 366 3.6 1127 11.2 1 554 15.4 1 951 19.4 2 376 23.6 2 761 27.4
65 years and over . 32 082 713 2.2 3 376 10.5 5 440 17.0 7 679 239 10 218 31.9 12 407 38.7
65to 74 years .... e 17 874 388 2.2 1 641 9.2 2 590 14.5 3 567 20.0 4 819 27.0 5 816 325
75yearsand OVer ......ovvvvneineennens 14 209 326 2.3 1735 12.2 2 850 20.1 4 111 28.9 5 399 38.0 6 591 46.4
Male
Total vevvniiiiiiii i 131 376 6 224 4.7 15 187 11.6 20 702 15.8 26 326 20.0 32 185 245 38 562 29.4
Under 18 years . . 36 367 3 203 8.8 7 179 19.7 9 129 25.1 11 036 30.3 12 919 35.5 14 852 40.8
18 to 24 years .. 12 633 718 5.7 1 760 13.9 2 506 19.8 3 124 24.7 3 669 29.0 4 324 34.2
25to 34 years .. 19 526 656 3.4 1 696 8.7 2 449 12.5 3 289 16.8 4 200 215 5 164 26.4
35to 44 years .. 22 054 665 3.0 1 686 7.6 2 368 10.7 3 190 14.5 4 063 18.4 5 106 23.2
45 to 54 years 16 598 452 2.7 1 066 6.4 1 486 9.0 1 887 11.4 2 261 13.6 2 790 16.8
55 to 59 years 5 869 126 2.1 370 6.3 541 9.2 712 12.1 881 15.0 1 095 18.7
60 to 64 years .... 4 804 167 3.5 479 10.0 656 13.7 810 16.9 968 20.2 1 139 23.7
65 years and over . 13 524 238 1.8 953 7.0 1 566 11.6 2 278 16.8 3 223 23.8 4 091 30.3
65to 74 years .... e 7 992 153 1.9 536 6.7 870 10.9 1211 15.1 1 709 21.4 2 108 26.4
75yearsand OVer ......covvvvneineennnn 5 532 85 15 417 75 696 12.6 1 067 19.3 1 514 27.4 1 983 35.8
Female
Total ... 137 105 8 370 6.1 20 387 14.9 27 151 19.8 34 005 24.8 40 895 29.8 47 702 34.8
Under 18 years . 34 702 3 161 9.1 6 934 20.0 8 808 25.4 10 702 30.8 12 680 36.5 14 532 41.9
18 to 24 years .. 12 568 1239 9.9 2 657 211 3 391 27.0 4 050 32.2 4 694 37.3 5 388 42.9
25to 34 years .. 19 828 1421 7.2 3 063 15.4 3 973 20.0 4 852 24.5 5 766 29.1 6 708 33.8
35to 44 years .. 22 407 1 059 4.7 2 566 11.5 3 433 15.3 4 309 19.2 5 150 23.0 6 134 27.4
45to 54 years .. 17 459 530 3.0 1373 7.9 1 862 10.7 2 414 13.8 2 908 16.7 3 483 20.0
55to 59 years .. 6 321 287 4.5 723 11.4 911 14.4 1135 18.0 1 293 20.5 1518 24.0
60 to 64 years .... 5 261 199 3.8 648 12.3 898 17.1 1141 217 1 408 26.8 1 622 30.8
65 years and over . 18 558 475 2.6 2 423 13.1 3 874 20.9 5 401 29.1 6 995 37.7 8 316 44.8
65to 74 years .... . 9 882 235 2.4 1 105 11.2 1720 17.4 2 357 23.8 3111 315 3 708 375
75yearsand OVer ......vvuvvnennennenns 8 677 241 2.8 1 318 15.2 2 154 24.8 3 044 35.1 3 885 44.8 4 608 53.1
Household Relationship
Total vevneiiiiiiii e 268 480 14 594 5.4 35 574 13.3 47 853 17.8 60 331 22.5 73 080 27.2 86 264 32.1
65 years and over . . 32 082 713 2.2 3 376 10.5 5 440 17.0 7 679 23.9 10 218 319 12 407 38.7
In families.............. 225 369 10 615 4.7 26 217 11.6 35 460 15.7 45 052 20.0 55 380 24.6 66 155 29.4
Householder...... 70 884 2 957 4.2 7 324 10.3 10 032 14.2 12 845 18.1 16 004 22.6 19 277 27.2
Under 65 years ... 59 614 2 760 4.6 6 646 11.1 8 938 15.0 11 179 18.8 13 574 22.8 16 119 27.0
65yearsandover............ 11 270 197 1.7 678 6.0 1 094 9.7 1 665 14.8 2 430 216 3 157 28.0
Related children under 18 years. . 69 844 5 907 85 13 422 19.2 17 144 24.5 20 878 29.9 24 666 35.3 28 392 40.7
Under6years .......ocouenn. 23 363 2 356 10.1 5 049 216 6 472 27.7 7 807 334 9 154 39.2 10 399 445
6tol7years .....ovvvnnnn. 46 481 3 551 7.6 8 373 18.0 10 672 23.0 13 071 28.1 15 512 334 17 993 38.7
Own children 18 years and over. . 21 625 546 25 1727 8.0 2 552 11.8 3 353 155 4 129 19.1 5 045 233
In married-couple families ................. 175 779 3 335 1.9 11 166 6.4 16 854 9.6 23 401 133 30 607 17.4 38 591 22.0
Husbands............ . 54 321 887 1.6 2 821 5.2 4 377 8.1 6 185 11.4 8 284 15.2 10 605 195
Under 65 years ... 44 635 747 1.7 2 378 5.3 3 604 8.1 4 961 111 6 430 14.4 8 122 18.2
65 years and over . 9 687 140 14 444 4.6 774 8.0 1224 12.6 1 854 19.1 2 484 25.6
Wives ....oooininn. 54 321 887 1.6 2 821 5.2 4 377 8.1 6 185 11.4 8 284 15.2 10 605 195
Under 65 years ... 46 865 782 1.7 2 508 5.4 3 817 8.1 5 267 11.2 6 833 14.6 8 619 18.4
65 years and over . 7 456 105 14 314 4.2 561 7.5 919 123 1 450 195 1 986 26.6
Related children under 18 years. . 50 282 1 363 2.7 4 759 9.5 6 877 13.7 9 335 18.6 11 815 235 14 532 28.9
Under6years ............... 17 320 521 3.0 1 844 10.6 2 732 15.8 3 694 21.3 4 698 27.1 5 634 32.5
6tol7years ........cvvnnnnn 32 962 842 2.6 2 915 8.8 4 145 12.6 5 641 17.1 7 117 21.6 8 898 27.0
Own children 18 years and over.......... 13 906 174 1.2 591 4.3 920 6.6 1251 9.0 1 592 114 2 073 14.9
In families with female householder, no
SPOUSE PrESENt vvvvrevirvinennennennnnns 38 412 6 583 17.1 13 494 35.1 16 525 43.0 18 977 49.4 21 325 55.5 23 415 61.0
Householder...... 12 652 1 843 14.6 3 995 31.6 4 974 39.3 5772 45.6 6 567 51.9 7 292 57.6
Under 65 years ... 10 976 179 16.3 3 770 34.3 4 655 42.4 5 318 48.5 5 981 54.5 6 589 60.0
65yearsand over.......... 1 676 50 3.0 225 134 318 19.0 454 27.1 586 35.0 704 42.0
Related children under 18 years 16 175 4 179 25.8 7 928 49.0 9 320 57.6 10 379 64.2 11 358 70.2 12 160 75.2
Under6years ............... 4 848 1643 33.9 2 863 59.1 3 299 68.0 3 601 74.3 3 819 78.8 4 037 83.3
6tol7years ......ooiuvinnnn 11 326 2 536 22.4 5 065 44.7 6 022 53.2 6 778 59.8 7 540 66.6 8 124 71.7
Own children 18 years and over.......... 6 464 336 5.2 1 055 16.3 1 510 23.4 1930 29.9 2 319 35.9 2 690 41.6
In unrelated subfamilies.........ooovveina. 1 440 377 26.2 670 46.5 813 56.5 919 63.9 1 018 70.7 1111 77.2
Under 18 years ..... 825 226 275 405 49.0 493 59.7 548 66.4 605 73.3 658 79.8
Under 6 years .. 233 98 42.1 150 64.1 170 72.7 197 84.3 210 89.8 215 92.2
6to 17 years . 592 128 21.7 255 43.1 323 54.6 351 59.3 395 66.8 443 74.8
18 years and over ... 615 150 24.4 266 43.2 320 52.1 372 60.5 413 67.1 453 73.7
Unrelated individuals .............cooouaen. 41 672 3 602 8.6 8 687 20.8 11 581 27.8 14 359 34.5 16 683 40.0 18 998 45.6
le..viiiiiininn, 19 804 1 586 8.0 3 447 17.4 4 588 23.2 5 588 28.2 6 492 32.8 7 569 38.2
Under 65 years . 17 052 1 500 8.8 3 001 17.6 3 887 22.8 4 665 27.4 5 337 31.3 6 218 36.5
Living alone .... 8 690 519 6.0 1 248 14.4 1 628 18.7 1 995 23.0 2 323 26.7 2 702 311
65 years and over . 2 752 86 3.1 447 16.2 701 25.5 923 33.5 1 155 42.0 1 352 49.1
Living alone .... 2 345 42 1.8 328 14.0 549 23.4 743 317 924 39.4 1 091 46.5
Female ........ 21 868 2 016 9.2 5 240 24.0 6 992 32.0 8 772 40.1 10 191 46.6 11 429 52.3
Under 65 years 13 985 1730 12.4 3 454