Households and Families: 2010
04-25-12/11:00 am ET

Page 1

2010 Census Brief
Households and Families: 2010

April 25, 2012

11 a.m. ET
Coordinator:
Welcome and thank you for standing by. At this time all participants are in a listen-only mode until the question and answer session of today's call. At that time you may press star 1 to ask a question. Also at this time I would like to inform all parties that today's call is being recorded. If you have any objections, you may disconnect at this time.


I would now like to turn the call over to Stacy Vidal. Thank you. You may begin.

Stacy Vidal:
Great. Thank you. Good morning. I'm Stacy Vidal, the Census Bureau's Public Information Office and I'd like to welcome everyone listening in on the phones today and following the Webinar online.


Today we're here to share with you new information from the 2010 census on the nation's household and families. I'm joined today by Daphne Lofquist and Rose Kreider from the Census Bureau's Fertility and Family Statistics Branch. They'll discuss their findings from our newest 2010 census brief.


Once they complete their presentation, we'll open up the Webinar for questions and answers. During the Q&A session we'll first take questions from members of the media and then we'll open up for questions from others who may be on the line.


With that, I'll turn it over to Daphne.

Daphne Lofquist:
Thank you Stacy. Today we're going to go over certain topics and they are basic household members, other types of households and interracial and interethnic couples.


But first let me show you the question from the 2010 census, which asks about relationship to the householder. It asks the relationship of each member in a household to the householder or person designated as the individual who owns or rents the housing unit.


This question provides us information about both individuals and the composition of families and households. It includes a variety of relative (holder) on the questionnaire including spouse, children, brothers, sisters and parents of the householder as well as grandchildren, parents in law and sons or daughters in law.


It also includes people who are not related to the householder. These include housemates, roommates, roomers or boarders and unmarried partners of the householder.


Some version of the relationship question has actually been on the census since 1880. And using the question is how we define households and families.


Here are some key definitions of households, families and multigenerational households. A household includes all of the people who occupy a housing unit. One person in each household is designated as the householder.


A family consists of a householder and one or more other people living in the same household who are related to the householder by birth, marriage or adoption.


Multigenerational households are family households consisting of three or more generations. For example, you can have a householder, their child and their grandchild living in the same house.


Now that we have defined household, let's look at some basic household members. Here we can see the breakdown of family and non-family households as a percent of all households for 2000 and 2010.


Looking at - specifically at family households we find that the percent of family households out of all households decreased between 2000 and 2010. Although the percent of family households decreased, the total number of family households actually increased by 8% between the two years.


Now looking at non-family households we find that the percent of non-family households out of all households increased between 2000 and 2010. And the total number of non-family households actually increased by 16%. Therefore the number of non-family households increased twice as fast as family households.


Also of note, the percent of unmarried partner households increased between 2000 and 2010. The number of unmarried partner households actually increased by 41%.


Here we have a breakdown of different types of family households as a percentage of all households. Although the percent of households that were husband and wife households decreased between 2000 and 2010, there was still an increase in these households by 8%. The 48% of husband and wife households in 2010 was the first time since at least 1940 that this has fallen below 50%.


Households with a female household or no spouse present as a percent of all households increased between 2000 and 2010. The number of this household type increased by 18%. And although the percent of households with a male householder, no spouse present increased by only about 1%, the total number of this household type increased by 32%.


Now we will look at different types of non-family households. Looking at the variety of non-family households, we see that there was an increase in the percent of all non-family household types between 2000 and 2010.


Although all of the percent increases for households with a male householder were small, the number of male householders living alone increased by 18% while those not living alone increased by 21%.


Like the male householders, all of the percent increases for households with a female householder were small. The number of female householders living alone actually increased by 12% while those not living alone increased by 27%.


Moving on we find that the percent of opposite sex unmarried partner households increased from 4.6% to 5.9% of all households between 2000 and 2010. Although this is a small percent increase, the total number of these households increased by 40% between the two years. This was almost four times the national average.


The percent of same sex unmarried partner households increased from only .3% to .6% of all households between 2000 and 2010. This is a very small percentage increase. However, the total number of same sex couple households actually increased by 80% between the two years.


Next we will look at several other types of households. This slide shows the percent breakdown of non-relative households. Well, households with non-relatives present, multigenerational households and households containing someone age 65 and over and households with someone under the age of 18 as a percent of all households.


We find that households are becoming more diverse with an increase in the percent of all households including non-relative and multigenerational households such that one out of every eight households contained at least one non-relative of the householder.


We also found that there was an aging of the population between 2000 and 2010. In 2010 increased in the percent of households containing someone age 65 and older while there was a decrease in the households with someone under the age of 18 years in them.


Here we can actually see the regional variations of households containing non-relatives and multigenerational households. We find that a higher percent of households with non-relatives present and multigenerational households are actually located in the West. 

And here we can see the regional variations of households containing someone age 65 years and over or households with someone under the age of 18. A higher percent of households with persons under the age of 18 years are located in the West while the North - the highest percent of households with persons age 65 and over are actually in the Northeast.


Now we will look at households with householder living alone. This graph shows the percent of households with one person between 1940 and 2010. A common non-family household type is actually living alone. The percentage of households containing just one person increased from 25.8% in 2000 to 26.7% in 2010.


As you can see on the graph, the percent of one person households has been increasing since at least 1940. And this is actually one of the biggest changes that we've seen in decades.


This table shows the top ten places of a population 100,000 or more with the highest percent of one-person households. In 2000 the top two places were Washington, D.C. and Alexandria, Virginia. While in 2010 the two of the top ten places were Atlanta, Georgia and Washington, D.C. In both cities 44% of households contained just one person.


Now this map shows the distribution of one person households by county for the nation. The U.S. average was about 26.7%. And as you can see, there is a high percentage of one person households concentrated along the upper and central Midwest extending down to the - into Northeastern New Mexico.


To look at this further, we constructed a map of one-person households for persons age 65 years and over. The national average for these households were - was 9.4%.


The breakout by county shows that the high percentages in the Midwest are the result of the elderly living alone, perhaps staying in or not moving far from homes or towns where they were born.


We also constructed a map of one-person households for persons age 15 to 65 years. The national average was about 17.3%. And as this map shows, the pattern for the high percentages in the Midwest does not hold for those age 15 to 64 like it did for 65 and over.


And now I will pass this on to Rose Kreider.

Rose Kreider:
Thank you Daphne. Next we'll focus on households in which the householder has a spouse or partner of a different race or origin group than themselves. First let me show you the questions from the 2010 census, which asks about race and origin.


As you'll see at the top of the page, respondents were instructed to answer both the race and Hispanic origin questions. Also note that when reporting their race respondents could mark as many choices as they wanted to. When we referred to people who reported more than one race, we may use the term multiracial or we may refer to them as the two or more races population.


Let's start with how we're defining interracial or interethnic couples. It's basically the three groups that you see listed here. Either the partners are of a different single race; for example, one partner is white only and the other partner is black or African-American only; or one partner is Hispanic, the other is non-Hispanic; or one or both of the partners report two or more races.


To make it easier to discuss, for this Webinar from here on I will just say interracial and I am referring to interracial or interethnic couples under this definition.


It's also important to keep in mind that Census 2010 data show only couples that include the householder. And again, as Daphne said earlier, that is someone whose name is on the lease or mortgage. We didn't have marital status collected in Census 2010 so we can only see couples that include the householder.


On this slide you'll see some state level maps that give you the percent of different types of couples households that were interracial. The percent of married couple households that are interracial increased from 7.4% in 2000 to 9.5% in 2010, which is not shown on this slide but just to let you know what that increase was.


So again, this slide shows three state maps that give you the percentage of coupled households that are interracial by type of couple. And the percent that are interracial really does vary by the type of couple. The maps are all on the same scale so it's easy at a glance to see that the percentage interracial is higher for unmarried couples than for married couples.


If you look at the percentage just below each map that is circled in red, you'll see that 10% of opposite sex married couple households were interracial in 2010 compared to 18% of opposite unmarried partners and 21% of same sex couple households.


States with high percentages of couples of a different race or origin are primarily located in the Western and Southwestern parts of the U.S. These are areas with a relatively high Hispanic population. And remember that we are including couples with one Hispanic member and one non-Hispanic member in our interracial couples. So this helps explain why there's a higher proportion of couples that are interracial in areas where Hispanics live.


Hawaii, Alaska and Oklahoma also have high percentages of interracial couples. Hawaii has a long history of a diverse population and has had a higher prevalence of interracial marriage than the rest of the states for quite a long time.


Alaska and Oklahoma both have relatively higher proportions of their populations who are American Indian or Alaskan Native. And this is another group that has higher levels of intermarriage.


A pattern of relatively low percentages emerges in a range of states extending from the Gulf Coast stats of Mississippi and Alabama through Appalachia to Ohio and Pennsylvania and then another cluster among the New England states of Maine, New Hampshire and Vermont.


And these lower proportions in New England states likely reflect lower racial diversity in these states as well as a lower percent of their population who is Hispanic. Note however that the basic patterns are pretty similar regardless of couple type.


So we've seen a profile of where interracial couples live. Now we'll focus on interracial couples themselves and look at what the data show about the makeup of the group as a whole. That is which race or ethnic groups comprise the most frequent couple combinations?


I think many Americans may picture a white-black couple when they hear the words interracial marriage. But actually the most frequent combination for intermarried couples under our definition here is of a non-Hispanic person married to a Hispanic person.


In 2010 Hispanics married to non-Hispanics made up 45% of all intermarried households. As I mentioned in discussing the maps that showed where interracial couples tend to live, the overall percentage of married couple households that were interracial in 2010 was 9.5%.


This graph shows the particular types of interracial couples that are included in that group. On the left again we see that the largest group of interracial married couples is those that include a Hispanic married to a non-Hispanic.


The next largest combination was couples where one of the spouses is multiracial. The third largest combination was white non-Hispanics married to Asians. And the fourth largest combination was white non-Hispanics married to blacks.


Note that the percentages are pretty similar from 2000 to 2010. The two groups with the largest differences, which are not radical differences, are Hispanics married to non-Hispanics and couples in which both partners were multiracial. The first Hispanics married to non-Hispanics was lower in 2000 while the second couple where both reported being multiracial was higher in 2000.


I'll take you out of my sequence of showing you graphs just for a moment to let you know that we are going to post some appendix tables that look just like this one that give you some of the detail that is behind the graphs.


And so you'll see that link along with the Webinar link and the link for the brief and the link for the supplemental tables that were also posting along with the brief. The table - the numbers that are in the appendix tables are derived directly from the Internet tables that we're posting along with the brief.


Now let's look at opposite sex unmarried partner households. As we saw in married couple households, the most common interracial couple type is Hispanics partnered with non-Hispanics. But unlike married couple households the second most common combination is couples where one is white non-Hispanic and one is black or where both report being multiracial.


And again, just for a bit of context, the percentage overall of all opposite sex unmarried partner households that are interracial is about 18%. So we're in on that 18% and showing you how - what the particular combinations were.


In 2010 16% of interracial opposite sex couple households were white-black and that was half as large for married couple interracial households at 8%. And the fourth most common combination here in the opposite sex unmarried partner households is white non-Hispanics who are partnered with Asians. And that percentage was lower than for married couples 8% compared with 14% in the married couple households.


Comparing the percentages for 2010 to those for 2000 we see that the makeup of interracial opposite sex couple households was very similar at these two time points.


Now let's look at the corresponding graph for same sex unmarried partner households. Again the largest group is Hispanics married, sorry, partnered with non-Hispanics. Fifty percent of interracial same sex couples fit this group and that was compared with 45% for both of the other couple types in 2010.


The second most common interracial combination among same sex couples was those in which one partner is multiracial. The third most common combination was white-black couples and the fourth most common was white-Asian couples.


It is important to keep in mind here that there are several external factors that affect counts for the same sex partner households. One is that who identifies themselves as a same sex couple may shift over time. Identifying as a same sex couple may be more acceptable now than it was in 2000 so that the groups who identified themselves as same sex couples might be a somewhat different group than it was in 2000.


And secondly, in the 2010 census data we had a problem with the non-response follow up form that created some issues in estimates of these households.


The data shown here are from the preferred estimates. And if you want details about those estimates, we have a report that was released last fall that is available on the same sex couples Web page on census.gov.


Another way to think about interracial marriage is to consider what proportion of any particular group is married to someone who's not in the same group as they are.


So next I'll show you a graph that shows for men and women the percentage in particular race groups who are married either to someone who's Hispanic, if they're non-Hispanic or vice versa or the percentage who are married to someone who reported a different single race than they did or someone who reported being multiracial. And again, this is for householders and their spouse or partner.


On the graph it's easy to see that race groups that are relatively smaller in the U.S. are those that have higher proportions married to those of a different group. So across the bottom you can see which race or origin group is being graphed. And again, this includes householders and their spouses.


Now we know from other data that about 97% of married couples do involve the householder. So looking at the graph while just 4% of white non-Hispanic women are intermarried, 59% of American Indian and Alaskan Native women were intermarried as were 42% of Native Hawaiian and (Skylander) women and 22% of Asian women.


Black women were more similar to white non-Hispanic women at 6% and nearly one in five Hispanic women were married to non-Hispanic men. Percentage for men follow a pretty similar pattern for many of the groups although I would point out two groups where it differs from women and that is black men and Asian men.


A higher percentage of black men are interracially married than black women and a lower percentage of Asian men are interracially married than Asian women.


I'm including the 2000 graph here mostly for reference. And if you take a look back and forth to the two graphs, you'll notice that for many groups a higher percentage were intermarried in 2010 than in 2000.


This graph shows the percentage of householders and partners in opposite-sex couples who are partnered with someone of a different race of origin.


One thing that stands out when you compare this graph with the corresponding graph for married couples that we just saw, is that in general where the percentages differ for opposite-sex partner households, opposite-sex partners have a higher percentage interracial and the differences are pretty striking when looking at whites, blacks, and Asians who are in an interracial couple.


For example: While 4% of white, married women in 2010 were in an interracial couple, 12% of white women in opposite-sex couples were in an interracial couple. Similarly, while 13% of black married men were in an interracial couple 26% of black men in opposite-sex couples were in an interracial couple. And while 9% of Asian men were in interracial married couple, this was true of 33% of Asian men who were living with an opposite-sex partner.


Let's look now at the 2000 graph. And if you compare this with the previous 2010 graph you'll notice that the proportion interracial increased for whites and blacks, but decreased for men and women in the some of the other race and origin groups. And the groups that saw small decreases tend to be the groups that already had a relatively high proportion that were interracial.


The corresponding graph shown here for same-sex partners is not shown by sex since the 2010 table that we're posting is not broken out that way. And except for Asians the percent of same-sex unmarried partner households that were interracial was higher in 2010 than it was in 2000.


Let me summarize a little bit. First of all, non-family households grew faster than family households from 2000 to 2010. And one of biggest groups of non-family households is with someone living alone did continue to increase, although if you recall back to that graph that showed you 1940 through 2010, it has slowed down somewhat in the past few decades. But it's one of largest changes we've seen over the course of 20th century, and it does continue into the 21st.


And as a sort of corollary this is the first time in decennial data since at lease 1940 that the largest group of family households, that is husband-wife households, fell below 50% of all households.


And we also see our aging population reflected in the age of people in households. We have an increasing proportion of households that included someone at least 65 years old, and fewer households containing children under 18. And, again, we saw an increase in interracial-coupled households.


This slide provides you with the link to the location of the brief on the census bureau website. And again those supplemental tables that show you husband's race by wife's race or partner one's race by partner two's race will also be posted there, as well as the appendix tables that I mentioned.


And thanks for listening and I'll turn it back over to (Stacy).

Stacy:
All right. Thanks, Rose. In just a moment we'll begin our question-answer session, but first let me point you to our online press kit. On the screen you can see the URL to get to the press kit. You can also find the page by visiting 2010census.gov and clicking on Press and Media at the top of the page, and then press Kits.


Currently we have information posted about accessing today's webinar. In the next day or so, we'll post an archive version of the webinar online. You can also find the slides we've discussed as well as the full brief and news release, the supplemental tables that were mentioned. There you will also find the previous briefs we have released from the 2010 census.


So if you have any questions about what we have discussed today please feel free to contact us and we'd be happen to assist you. If you're with the media please contact our public information office at 301-763-3030. And if you’re not with the media please call our customer services center at 1-800-923-8282.


With that, we will now open the session to questions. As a reminder we will first take questions from members of the media and then we'll take questions from the public and other organizations who may be on the line. When you do ask your question, we ask that you state your name and your affiliation. And because we do want to give everyone an opportunity to ask their questions, we'll allow just one question and one follow-up.


Operator?

Coordinator:
Thank you. At this time if you would like to ask a question please press star 1 on your touchtone phone. Please insure your phone is unmuted and record your name clearly at the prompt.


Once again, if you would like to ask a question please press star 1 on your touchtone phone. It does take a few moments for the questions to come through. Please stand by.


Our first question comes from (Frank Bass), (Bloomberg). Go ahead, your line is open.

(Frank Bass):
Right. You said opposite-sex unmarried couples the interracial figure for 2010 was about 18%? I must be missing the 2000 number.

(Rose):
We'll have to get back to you on that. I'm not sure we have that with us. It would - it is in the married couple and unmarried couple household special report that was released from 2000.

(Frank Bass):
Okay. Great thanks.

(Stacy):
Frank if you have trouble finding it just give us a call in PIO and we'll try to direct you to it.

(Rose):
We may have a copy here, hang on. It is 15% for opposite-sex unmarried partner households, the percent interracial in 2000.

(Frank Bass):
Great thanks so much.

(Rose):
You’re welcome.

Coordinator:
Thank you. Our next question comes from (Sharon Jayson), (USA Today).

(Sharon Jayson):
Hi, there. I just wanted to check with you with regard to - these trends seem to be pretty much a continuation of what we've been seeing. I mean was there anything here that struck you as this is a major change or a major shift, or something that was really striking?

(Rose):
I think you're right. What we're seeing is a continuation of trends that we had already seen for quite a while. What was nice was that between 2000 and 2010 we actually had the same collection for race. So that allowed us to compare more easily than we were able to do for earlier decades.

(Sharon Jason):
Was that (Rose)?

(Rose):
Yes, hi Sharon.

(Sharon Jayson):
Okay. I thought I recognized the voice I just wanted to check. Thank you.

Coordinator:
Thank you. Our next question is from (Britt Kennerly), (Florida Today). Go ahead, your line is open.

(Britt Kennerly):
Hi. I just needed to see with this - in regards to the households with someone over 65 if - where I would find specifics for the county?

(Rose):
The information for that will be in the SF-1 table if you go on American FactFinder on the census website.

(Britt Kennerly):
Okay, thank you.

(Rose):
I don't have a table number for you but if you search for, you know, put 65 and over or something like that in the search box it should come up.

(Britt Kennerly):
Great. Thank you.

Coordinator:
Thank you. Our next question is from (Sharon Schmikel), (Huffington Post) Go ahead, your line is open.

(Sharon Schmikel):
Oh, hello. Following on the previous question, I just wondered if you can give us some guidance on generating the local charts and data that relates to what you've just shown us today?

(Rose):
Right. Any local data that available are in the SF-1 data that's on American FactFinder. And you can get detailed geographic tables generated through there.

(Sharon Schmikel):
Okay, thank you.

Coordinator:
Thank you. Our next question is from (Jessica Huesman), (Housing Wire Magazine. Go ahead, your line is open.

(Jessica Huesman):
Hi. I was just interested in the population of people in a one-person household, and I know you said that the pattern for the upper and central midwest were the elderly living alone, but I'm interested in whether or not you assessed a pattern for the Washington, D.C., Alexandria, Virginia area, which seemed to be high on the charts for 2000 and 2010.

(Daphne):
Actually no. We didn't actually look for a pattern within specific areas. We focused more on the nation as a whole to see what the trends were across the country. If you do look at the - one of the slides I showed earlier, about the top ten places of a hundred thousand or more, you will see that D.C., Alexandria, and Arlington are all actually on that table. You can see that the number for D.C. in 2010 was 44%, Alexandria was 43.4%, and Arlington was at 41.3%.

(Jessica Huesman):
Yes, I was just wondering if you had any idea why there were such a high percentage of people living alone. I assume it's because of the careers there, but I didn't know if you had pulled that information out and assessed it.

(Rose):
We haven't, but I think you're right. It's population that has a lot of professionals who may come here to start their careers as a fairly young population in that way, that - yes, may live alone for a while while they're setting up their careers.

(Jessica Huesman):
Okay, thank you.

Coordinator:
Our next question is from (Stephanie Hanes), (Christian Science Monitor).

(Stephanie Hanes):
Hi. I was wondering if you had any data on children living in those opposite-sex unmarried partner households?

(Rose):
Yes. If you go to SF-1, again you can get to that through American FactFinder on census.gov, and table PCT-15 will give you households that have kids in them.

(Stephanie Hanes):
Great. And that's broken down in the same way you have it here?

(Rose):
I'm not exactly sure. You mean by geography or you mean the...

(Stephanie Hanes):
By same-sex unmarried, opposite-sex unmarried.

(Rose):
It's a slightly different configuration, but it does show you unmarried partner couples.

(Stephanie Hanes):
All right thank you very much.

(Daphne):
If you are actually interested in the same-sex couple households with children, the report that (Rose) mentioned that was released last fall by (Martin O'Connell) and (Sarah Feliz) will actually have supplemental tables that contain that information.
(Stephanie Hanes):
Wonderful. Thank you very much. I appreciate it.

Coordinator:
Thank you. Our next question is from (Paris Akin), (The Columbian). Go ahead, your line is open.

(Paris Akin):
I'm also interested in local data. I was wondering if there was a way to look up on FactFinder interracial couples by county?

(Rose):
No, there is not. One reason we focused on that here in the brief is because we do not have any tables, either in the (American Community Survey) or in (Census 2010), that show you this information. We had highlighted it somewhat in the census 2000 brief for coupled households and chose to highlight it again here, but we don't have local tables for that.

(Paris Akin):
I came in a few minutes late. You had a - I saw a map where you showed by states. There wasn't a county equivalent of that like there was for the households five...

(Rose):
You're right.

(Paris Akin):
Okay, thank you.

(Rose):
Yes, you're right.

Coordinator:
Okay, thank you. Our next question is from (Sara Sparks), (Education Week). Go ahead, your line is open.

(Sara Sparks):
Hi. How can I find cross-referencing the homes with kids under 18 with the homes with people over 65?

(Rose):
I'm not sure we have a table that crosses those two.

(Sara Sparks):
I'm trying to get a sense of the number of intergenerational families that are living together.

.

(Rose):
We do give you specifically an estimate of multigenerational households. And there where - you can see in the brief -- once you can get into the brief -- you can see the exact definition. But it's basically three-generation households. So a householder and their child and their grandchild, or a householder and their parents and their child. Three generations.

(Sara Sparks):
Okay, so that wouldn't necessarily include grandparents just raising their grandkids or something of that sort.

(Rose):
No, it would not. You're right.

(Sara Sparks):
Is there any way to find that data?

(Rose):
You can look in (American Community Survey), where we have questions specifically asking whether the grandparents have a grandchild present in the household and whether they are responsible for most of the basic care of that grandchild. So, if you go to (American Community Survey) data, we do have data specifically addressing that question.

(Sara Sparks):
Great. Thank you very much.

(Rose):
You're welcome.

Coordinator:
Thank you. And I show no further questions on phone at this time.

(Stacy):
Great, well we'll give it just another moment to see if there are any other questions, and while we wait I will just give you a heads up on some upcoming releases and events that we have in the next few weeks or within the next month.


Tomorrow we will publicly release the 2010 Census Summary File 2, for the final set of states, the states being Alabama, Arizona, Delaware, Kansas and Pennsylvania.


Additionally, we're releasing new geographic levels including, for the United States, regions, divisions, and other areas that cross state boundaries like metro and micro areas.


These (Summary File 2) tables add a new layer of detail to the population housing topics that we've released throughout last year. For example information such as age distribution, home ownership, various things like that. Things that were previously only available for an area's entire population are now available by specific race and ethnic groups for that community. So take a look at that.


Also in early May we'll continue our releasing of the 2010 census briefs with the next one. The next one is on the native Hawaiian and other Pacific Islander population in the U.S. We'll look at the size and growth of that population, as well as examining a few of the largest groups within that population.


Then on May 10 we plan to release a report on the foreign-born population in the U.S. It will give a look at the characteristics of the foreign born, including the world region of birth, and touch on a variety of topics that include household size, marital status, fertility, et cetera.


Later next month we'll release population estimates for the nation, states, and counties by demographic characteristics. Those demographic characteristics specifically race, Hispanic origin, age, and sex. These are the first demographic population estimates that we have produced since the 2010 census. So the estimates will examine population change for these groups nationally as well as within all states and counties from April 1, 2010, which was Census Day, through July first 2011. And so those estimates are scheduled for public release on May 17, and we'll have an embargo period for those beginning May 15.


Operator, are there any further questions?

Coordinator:
We do have a few more questions.

(Stacy):
Okay.

Coordinator:
The next one coming from (Sharon Jayson), (USA Today). Go ahead, your line is open.

(Sharon Jayson):
Hi there. I wanted to follow up on the statement about the last - the changes since 1940. I'm looking here you had made a statement about that it was the biggest - the first time decennial data with the largest group of married couples fell below 50%. But I thought I had remembered that it had fallen below previously. So can you clear that up for me.

(Rose):
Yes this is just that we have decennial data. But we have seen that in other data sets before this.

Sharon Jason:
Okay, so...

Rose:
The source of the data. Yes.

(Sharon Jason):
Okay, got it.

(Rose):
It's not saying 2010 is necessarily the first year that you'll see it in every data set, but in decennial data this is the first time we've seen it go below 50%.

(Sharon Jason):
I've got it. Thank you.

Coordinator:
Thank you. Our next question is from (Mara Lee), (Hartford Current). Go ahead, your line is open.

(Mara Lee):
Yes, I wanted to ask for data that shows adult children living with their parents. Is that from ACS and available at the county level or the state level?

(Rose):
No, actually the table we produce is available from the current population survey and is available only at national level. You can get that on our Families and Living Arrangements part of the census.gov website. And what we show is children age 18 to 24 or 25 to 34 who are reported as the child of the householder and are...

(Mara Lee):
Right, so that's not available at the state level through the ACS.

(Rose):
It is not.

(Mara Lee):
All right. Thank you.

Coordinator:
Thank you. The next question is from (Amy Vitner), the (Wyoming State Data Center). Go ahead, your line is open.

(Amy Vitner):
Yes I had a question related to family households. If you’re talking about a household where you have two adults, say opposite-sex partners, but they're not married, but you wanted to find statistics on that family household and they have children, would you go to that unmarried partner table, or - I wasn't sure if they might be under, like, if you had a male householder, no wife present.

(Rose):
Well one way that that could be defined as a family household to start with is if the children are claimed as either a bio, a step, or an adopted child of the householder. If the householder chooses to, you know, some other relative or some other non-relative, if it says some other non-relative, like his partner's children are not - the person the person is not claiming the child, then that wouldn't be a family household.

(Amy Vitner):
Okay, what if the children are of both the adults in the household? My question is, you know, when you look at, you know, data on husband and wife family is that just husband and wife in the legal sense because, you know, there's a lot of opposite-sex couples that aren't married. You know, they resemble a married family household, but they're not legally married. I want to know where would they fall into the tabulation? Under what heading of family household?

(Rose):
They would fall under the opposite-sex couple household.

(Amy Vitner):
Under the unmarried partners family household table like you had mentioned earlier with a question?

(Rose):
Basically if you search for unmarried partner, you'll get the tables that include them.

(Amy Vitner):
Okay.

(Rose):
Some may show whether it's family household or not, and some may just list it as unmarried partners and unmarried partner household.

(Amy Vitner):
Okay. Thank you.

Coordinator:
Thank you. And I show no further questions at this time.

(Stacy):
Okay, great. With that we will wrap up today's news conference or webinar. Just a reminder again, here's our contact information if you have any questions please feel free to follow up with us and also you can find all the materials we've discussed today on the online press kit.


Thank you for participating.

END

