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Estimates of Poverty Including the Value of Noncash Benefits: 1983

INTRODUCTION

This report describes alternative procedures for valuing non-
cash benefits received by the low-income population and
estimates the effect of these benefits on the size and combosi—
tion of the poverty population in 1983. The report updates the
estimates for 1979 to 1982 presented in Technical Paper 51
(issued in February 1984), using identical methods to value non-
cash benefits. Each of these methods is subject to many con-
ceptual and measurement problems. In addition, there is as yet
no consensus concerning either the relative merits of the three
methods or the appropriateness of incorporating noncash
benefits into the poverty measure in any form; therefore, all the
work in this report should be viewed as exploratory in nature.

The Bureau of the Census has been the source of the official
estimates of the poverty population since 1969 as specified in
Directive No. 14 issued by the Office of Management and
Budget. Estimates of the poverty papulation have been published
annually since that time based on the cash or money income
data collected in the March Current Population Survey (CPS).
In March 1980, the Bureau began collecting data on participa-

tion in a selected group of noncash benefit programs. Questions .

covering participation in the National School Lunch Program,
Food Stamp Program, public and other subsidized rental hous-
ing programs, Medicare, and Medicaid have been a permanent
part of the March survey since that time. These serve as the
basis for examining procedures for wvaluing benefits and
estimating the effect on poverty for this study.

The Bureau’s work in the area of noncash valuation research
began in the fall of 1980, following concerns expressed by Con-
gress as outlined in appendix A.- At that time Dr. Timothy
Smeeding came to the Census Bureau as a visiting scholar under
the American Statistical Association Fellowship Program. Dr.
Smeeding, a leading expert in this field, worked closely with the
Census Bureau staff to investigate various procedures that might
be used to value noncash benefits for 1979. This investigation
resulted in the publication of Technical Paper No. 50, issued in
March 1982, showing the effect of including the value of non-
cash benefits as income for purposes of measuring the poverty
population. The report examined three different valuation
methods: the market value, the cash equivalent value, and the
poverty budget share value. {The conceptual basis of these
methods is described later.) The three valuation approaches were
applied to three different combinations of food, housing, and
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medical care benefits, thus producing nine different alternative
estimates of poverty for 1979. it was found that the estimated
number of persons in poverty would be reduced between 12 and
42 percent in 1979, depending upon the choice of valuation
technique and combination of benefits. The calculations that
resulted in these estimates were based on the assumption that
itis appropriate to include the value of noncash benefits as part
of the income measure that is compared to the official poverty
thresholds. For a discussion of this point and other issues, see
the section on ‘‘Limitations of the Study.’”

This report is organized into several sections. Following the
introduction are sections covering the growth of noncash
benefits programs and a description of the three valuation con-
cepts used in this analysis. Succeeding those are sections on
the poverty population in 1983, changes in receipt and average
values of noncash benefits, and estimates of poverty before and
after inclusion of both cash and noncash benefits. This material
is followed by a discussion of the study’s limitations. Next are
the detatled tables, providing data on noncash benefits and their
effact on poverty for various demographic and socioeconomic
subgroups of the population. Technical appendixes are included
after the detailed tables. Appendix A describes the U.S. Senate
statement that initiated noncash benefit research at the Bureau.
Appendix B provides the technical details about the methods
used to value noncash benefits under each of the different
approaches. Appendix C provides information on the source and
reliability of the estimates. Appendix D gives a description of
each of the noncash benefit programs. Appendix E is a glossary
of standard statistical definitions and explanations. Appendix F
discusses problems of underreporting of recipiency and amounts
in the March CPS.

GROWTH OF NONCASH BENEFITS

The majority of Federal expenditures intended to assist the
low-income population are now concentrated in programs that
provide in-kind or noncash benefits. The market value of these
means-tested benefits surpassed that of means-tested cash
assistance during the early 1970’s and has continued to grow
in importance. The growth of both cash and noncash benefit pro-
grams is illustrated in table A. This table shows that in 1965,
the market value of means-tested noncash benetits was about
$5.5 billion (in 1983 constant dollars). About three-fourths of



these micsns-tested benefits were in the form of medical
assistance to low-income elderly persons. Thea means-tested
cash assistance in 1965 was about $17.8 billion, more than
three times the expenditure on noncash programs. By 1970, the
market value of noncash benefits had risen gimost four-fold to
about $20.3 biliion, Expenditures on cash assistance programs
increased by only 3 percent to $18.3 billion. In 1979, the first
year for which noncash benefit data were collected in the March
CPS, noncash benefits to the low-income population stood at
about $45.2 billion compared to $31.8 billion for the means-
tested cash assistance programs.

Data in table A indicate that the market value (the estimated
cost of an equivalent good or service in the private market place
as described in detail later) of means-tested noncash benefits
continued to increase between 1979 and 1981, declined in
1982, but rose again in 1983 to slightly exceed the level of two
years before. Means-tested cash benefits declined for each year
of this period and were lower in 1983 than in 1975 after
adjusting for the change in prices. It is clear from table A that
Medicaid is, by far, the largest means-tested noncash benefit
program, accounting for about 63 percent of the total in 1983,
The market value of Medicaid alone, $31.5 billion, exceeds the
$27.6 billion in means-tested cash assistance.

The lower portion of table A shows the two nonmeans-tested
benefits that were valued in this study. The market value of
Medicare has risen rapidly since the program began in 1966. The
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$55.6 billion figure for 1983 was the iargsst of any government
noncash benefit program. Over the period from 1979 to 1983
the market value of Medicare increased by 35 percent after ad-
justing for changes in the price of medical care. This compares
to only a 10 percent increase in the market value for Medicaid
benefits during the period.

 The other nonmeans-tested benefit, paid or full-price school
lunches, declined in market value during the 1979 to 1883
period, mainly the result of reduced Federal subsidies. The
market value of full-prica school lunch subsidies fell during this
period from $941 million in 1979 to $590 million in 1983.

EXPLANATION OF VALUATION TECHNIQUES

The valuation of noncash benefits in this report is based on
the three valuation methods presented in Technical Paper No.
50. Before examining each valuation technique in detail, it is
useful to understand the major conceptual differences between
them and their general relationship to one another. ‘‘Market
value’’ is the estimated private market cost of the goods and
services transferred to the recipient. '‘Recipient or cash
equivalent value’ is the estimated cash amount for which recip-
ients would be willing to trade their right 1o the noncash benefit
given their current incomes {including cash and the market value
of any noncash benefits received). The ““poverty budget share
value’’ approach assigns a value to the benefit equal to the

Table A. Means-Tested Cash Assistance and the Market Value of Noncash Benefits Valued in This Study: 1965,

1970, 1975, and 1979-83

{In millions of 1983 constant deollars)

Type of benefit 1965 1970 1975 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983
Means-tested cash
assistancel.scvcecanuaneaas | 517,772 | $18,284 | $33,122 | 631,764 | $30,812 | $29,444 | $28,069] $27,589
Noncash benefits, total..... 5,940 | 38,992 66,304 87,4161 93,236 | 99,972 | 101,699, 105,993
Means-tested, totale.ees.. | 5,514 | 20,321 | 36,591 | 45,208 | 47,222 | 49,634 | 48,405| 49,845
Food SLAMPSeccsssansases 100 | 1,414 8,119| 8,901 10,502 | 11,629 10,534 11,117
School luncheS.sessasses (NA) 316 1,529 1,811 1,851 1,847 1,827 1,989
Public housingz......... 1,109 4,208 4,190 5,740 5,445 5,039 5,175 5,223
Medicaldeesoaseseesnssaat| 4,304 | 14,383} 22,754 | 28,755 | 29,424 | 31,119| 30,868{ 31,516
Nonmeans—tested, total.... 426 18,671} 29,712 42,156 | 46,014 | 50,338 53,29 56, 148
MediCarCeasessvecncennns (NA) 18,215 28,855 |, 41,215 | 45,080 | 49,564 52,729 55,558
School luncheS.:secesassss 426 456 857 941 934 7174 565 590

NA  Not applicable.

Itncludes Aid to Families with Dependent Children, general assistance, Supplemental Security

Income, and means-tested veteran's pensions.

2Estimates for 1979 through 1983 were derived directly from the noncash valuation techniques

studied in this report.
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estimated amount by which the poverty threshoid could be
reduced for the family receiving the benefit. This reduction is
equal to the average dollar amount of the good or service con-
sumed by households with money income approximately equal
to the poverty level. The value assigned by either of the latter
two approaches cannot exceed the value assigned by the market
value approach,

Market Value

The market value (MV) of an in-kind transfer is equal to the
private market value of the benefits received by the individual.
In the case of food stamps, the market value is directly
measurable as the dollar value of food coupons. In other cases,
MV is not so easily determined.

The market values of Medicaid and Medicare benefits were
estimated by dividing total medical benefits paid by the programs
by the number of persons covered. The calculations were car-
ried out after persons were placed in various risk categories. For
Medicare, the risk classes were (1) age 65 and over, and {2) blind
and disabled. For Medicaid, the risk classes were (1) age 65 and
over, {2) blind and disabled, {3} age 21 to 64, nondisabled, and
{4) age less than 21, nondisabled. The market value assigned
varied by risk class, State of residence, and whether the value
of benefits going to institutionalized persons was included with
the value of benefits going to those .not in institutions. For
axample, the market value of Medicaid benefits in 1983 was

estimated to be $7,883 for a person 65 and over living in New

York and counting the benefits going to the institutionalized. If
the benefits going to the institutionalized were not counted, the
estimated market value dropped to $3,222. For nondisabled per-
sons under 21 living in New York, the estimated market value
of Medicaid was $602 when benefits going to the institu-
tionalized were included and $546 when they were not included.
In the case of public housing, the conceptual measure of MV
was defined as the difference between the private market rental
value of the unit and the rent paid by the tenants. Estimating
MV for public housing is difficult because the private market
rental vatue of public housing units is not available directly from
survays or other sources. Complex statistical procedures were
used to link data from the Annual Housing Survey and the March
CPS in order to arrive at estimates of MV for this benefit.

Recipient or Cash Equivalent Value

The receipt of noncash benefits may distort consumption pat-
terns and, therefore, add less to a recipient’s economic well-
being than an equal dollar value cash transfer. If so, the benefits
should be discounted from their market value to their recipient
value to reflect this lower value. Recipient value {RV) theoretically
reflects the program beneficiary’s own valuation of the benefit.
Theoretically, it would be measured by the amount of cash that
would make the recipient feel just as well off as the noncash
benefit. Many economists feel that, in theory, cash equivalent
value is the proper measure for valuing noncash benefits to
evaluate their effect on the economic well-being of the poor. Not
all economists are in full agreement on this issue, however, since
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- many earlier studies of the effect of noncash benefits on poverty -

have used MV. The Congressional Budget Office (1977} and
Hoagland {1980} both used MV but included a statement that
the cash value of noncash benefits to recipients may be less than
the MV.

in theory, the recipient or cash equivalent value can be
estimated by assigning a utility function' to all recipients. The
cash equivalent measure is the amount of cash transfer that
leaves the recipient at the same level of well-being or utility as
the noncash transfers. Accurate estimates of cash equivalent
value necessitate knowledge of zall recipients’ differing utility
functions and the prices they pay. Because utility functions can-
not be observed and measured with a high degree of accuracy,
and because of difficulties with current consumption data, a
simplified measure of recipient value was developed as a
substitute.

The cash equivalent value estimates in this study are based
on household survey data that allow the calculation of normal
(average) expenditures at different income levels. These
estimates were derived by assuming that the cash equivalent
value of a noncash benefit is equal to the normal expenditure
on that good or service by unsubsidized consumers with similar
characteristics {e.g., income size, location, and age). Calculating
cash equivalent value in this manner implicitly assumes that there
is no difference between the comparable family and the recipient
family. However, if both units are eligible for a given benefit and
only one actually participates in the program while the other (the
comparison unit) does not, it may be incorrect to infer that the
expenditures for the given good by the nonparticipant are
aquivalent to those of the participant if there was no program.
This may result in selectivity bias, one of the limitations of the
cash equivalent value approach.

If the recipient normally spends less than the MV of the non-
cash benefit on the subsidized good or service, the noncash

.benefit will cause a change in the expenditure pattern. This

means that the noncash benefit is worth less to the individual
than an equal amount of cash that would not lead to a change
in spending habits. If the MV of the benefit exceeds the normal
expenditure level, RV can be approximated by the level of nor-
mal expenditures. If normal expenditures exceed the MV of the
benefit, RV is equal to MV. That is, because the noncash benefit
recipient would normally spend at least as much as the MV on
the good, it would not alter the normal expenditure pattern.

The estimates of RV's were based on data from several
sources. The normal expenditures for food were computed
using diary data from the new Consumer Expenditure Survey.
Those for public housing were based on the complex linkage of
March CPS and Annual Housing Survey data for 1979 and 1981.
The data used to compute the RV's for medical benefits are
especially weak. They were derived from the 1972-1973 Con-
sumer Expenditure Survey and required the inclusion of persons
covered by Medicare and employer-provided heaith insurance.
More detaits on these problems can be found in appendix B and
Technical Paper No. 50.

1A utility function is an economic construct that indicates consumers’
relative preferences for various goods and services depending on how con-
sumers substitute these goods and services for one another.
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Poverty Budget Share Value

The third valuation method examined in this study was poverty
budget share {PBS). The PBS approach is a different type of

:valuation technique that links the value of noncash benefits

directly to the current concept of poverty. PBS is not strictly a
measure of the value of noncash benefits, but rather, it is a
method for dealing with such benefits in the determination of
a person’s poverty status. The poverty thresholds can be thought
of as the amount of money which, if spent wisely, will be suffi-
cient to meet the basic needs of a family or single person. The
amount of money needed to meet their needs will be reduced
if some of the needs are met by noncash benefits. For example,
if a low-income person participates in the Medicaid program, then
PBS assumes that at least some of his or her medical needs are
being met and the amount of money required to achieve a basic
standard of living is reduced. The amount that the money poverty
thresholds would be reduced would be no more than that im-
plied by observed consumption levels for people near the poverty
level who were not receiving such benefits. This assumption
does not presume that benefits above this amount have no worth
to the individual; it merely presumes that recipients have littfe
ability to use excess amounts of one noncash benefit to meet

different types of needs. To assign a substantially farger value -

to a particular benefit would require the assumption that recip-
ients can make such substitutions to a significant extent.

Derivation of PBS values were based on data from the Annual
Housing Survey and the 1860-61 Consumer Expenditure Survey.
Because the poverty levels were developed assuming one-third
of income is spent on food, the PBS value limits on food were
set at one-third of the poverty levels. The PBS value limits for
housing were obtained from the Annua! Housing Surveys for
1979 and 1981 by computing the average proportions of income
spent on housing by families with incomes near the poverty level
not residing in public housing. Values for medical benefits were
estimated based on the 1960-61 Consumer Expenditure Survey.
Poverty levels were mulhtiplied by the proportions of incorme spent
on medical care during the 1960-61 period to arrive at the PBS
limits.

ILLUSTRATION OF VALUATION TECHNIQUES

Two of the three valuation techniques used in this study, recip-
ient value and poverty budget shares, are difficult for many
people to understand. To help provide a clearer picture of these
concepts and the relationship between the three approaches,
examples have been included for food stamp and Medicaid
benefits.

Food Stamps

The market value has been defined as the price of the good
or service provided for by the noncash benefit. A four-person
family with an annual cash income of $6,000 in 1983 and receiv-
ing an annual face value of $1,500 in food stamps would be
assigned $1,500 as a market value. This value was assigned
because the food stamps purchase that amount of the good, in

this case food. The total income of -the family wquld then be
$7,500, still below the poverty level of $10,178.
The recipient value assigned would, in most cases, be

somewhat less than the market value because most recipients .

would prefer cash and woutd be willing to exchange the food
stamps for an amount which is less than the face value of
$1,500. The normal expenditure approach used in this study
assigned recipient values for food stamps that averaged about
96 percent of the market value. Hence, this hypothetical family
would have been assigned a value of $1,440 for the recipient
value. '

The third approach, poverty budget shares, requires the
calculation of the amount that the family needs to meet its basic
food requirements. Because the official poverty definition
assumes that one-third of total income is required for food, the
food budget is calculated by multiplying the poverty threshold
(510,178 for a four-person family} by one-third. In this case, the
amount required for food is set at $3,393. The value assigned
by the poverty budget share approach is equal to the market
value of the benefit if the market value is less than or equal to
the calculated required budget amount. If the market value of
the bensfit exceeds the calculated required budget amount, then
the latter amount is assigned as the value of the benefit. In this
example, the poverty budget share approach assigns the market
valua of the food stamps {$1,500).

Medicaid

An insurance value approach was used to assign the market
value of Medicaid benefits. Under this concept total medical
benefits paid were divided by the number of persons enrolled
in the program. Beneficiaries were grouped into four categories:
aged, blind or disabled, nondisabled persons age 21 to G4 years,
and nondisabled persons under age 21. Insurance values for per-
sons in these four groups were computed by state of residence
and by whether total benefits were defined to include or exclude
those going to persons in institutions. For example, an elderly
person living in New York with money income of $4,400in 1983

would have been assigned a market value of $7,884 if covered

by Medicaid, if expenditures for institutional care were included
in the calculation of average benefits. This amount is $3,109
higher than the poverty level of $4,775 for elderly unrelated
individuals.

The normal expenditure approach to assigning recipient value
for Medicald would have used data from the 1972-73 Consumer
Expenditure Survey to assign a value of $567 for the insurance
value of Medicaid to this individual. Under this concept, the value
of the benefit is limited to the amount spent for the good or
setvice, on average, by persons not covered by the program.

The poverty budget shares for medical care were based on
the 1960-61 Consumer Expenditure Survey. This survey showed
that aged persons living alone, with money income near the
poverty level, spent about 11.4 percent of their income on
medical care. Based on this figure, the required budget for
medical care was $544, 11.4 percent of the $4,775 poverty
level for this aged person in 1983. Because the market value
of Medicaid exceeded the calculated required budget amount,



the poverty _quget shares approach valued the benefits this per-
son received from Medicaid coverage at $544.

CHANGES IN POVERTY, 1582-83
Official Poverty Statistics

Between 1982 and 1983, the number of poor persons
showed some evidence of an increase, rising from 34.4 t0 36.3
_million {the difference was statistically significant at the
90-percent confidence levell. These persons represented 16.2
percent of the noninstitutional population, about the same as
in 1982. The poverty threshold for a family of four was $10,178
in 1983, 3.2 percent higher than in the previous year.

Few of the major population subgrcuns experienced changes
in the number of poor or the poverty rate during 1983 (see table
Bl. The changes in these figures for Whites, Blacks, and per-
sons of Spanish origin were not statistically significant. Neither
the elderly {persons 65 years and over) nor the young (persons
under 18 years) showed significant changes, although the
number of poor persons under & years ofd was 6.5 percent higher
in 1983 than in 1982 (the change was statistically significant
at the 90-percent confidence level).

The poverty rate in 1983 for all persons in families was 13.8
parcent, not significantly different from 1982. The poverty rate
for persons in married-couple families was 9.1 percent in 1983,
and the poverty rate for persons in families with a female

householder, no husband present, was 40.2 percent.

Table B. Persons in Poverty, by Selected Characteristics: 1979-83

(Numbers in thousands.

Persons as of March of the following year)

Selected characteristics

NUMBER IN POVERTY

All pPerSONS.icsscsvsssnsscsscssasssscscsssens
Whiteeesoesoessasorenncanssnesrsnnsnsasssssrsssasass
BlacKeessooavasesoanansassasnasasasssnnnsassssacasas
Spanish originlessivereerenreenenseccanosenncnnnns
Persons under 6 years.ceusessssscssacsscscavesasns
Persons 6 to 17 yearSeseceeseensnscesscsssssananns
Persons 65 years and OVer.iiiessesscssssoscssssenas
Persons in families, total.caeesecessssacasnssssee

Persons in married-couple famllieS.i.caceacsssee
Persons in families maintained by women, no
husband presenticeeccscssscsssssssssssssssennse
Unrelated individuals.seececrsscossconranaassosanne
MaleSeveosveceenssosssnnssanasnssasasosasnassnsasns

_?emalesnoaoo..............................;-....

PERCENT IN PQVERTY

Al]l PErBONS.cessessscsctesssscnnsnannsanasess
Whiteeseieosneoeeaconssssassscnnssscusnnsssansnsss
BlacKsssssoosesacnseansasssnsssasssssanasssonansas
Spanish originl...................................
Persons under 6 years.esscoscesncsssceenononannnss
Persons 6 to 17 YeArS eansersetsnancssscssssnannnss
Persons 65 years and OvVeresseesseccrencsacsssssnnss
Persons in families, totBlecatvasscccccccsscsnsees

Persons in married-couple familieSeieveseesasanas
Persons in families maintained by women, no
husband presenteccscssstssssncsscssoscasasassnses
Unrelated individualSssissvernsncscscsnascsnsasanas
Males.....----..............;......--....-......

Females....................--...................

1983 1982 1981 1980 1979
35,266 | 34,398 | 31,822| 29,272 26,072
23,974 | 23,517 21,553 19,699 17,214
9,885 9,697 9,173 8,579 8,050
4,249 4,301 3,713 3,491 2,921
5,302 4,977 4,555 4,107 3,521°
8,505 8,670 7,950 7,436 6,856
3,711 3,751 3,853 3,871 3,682
27,804 | 27,349 24,850 22,601| 19,964
15,001 | 14,839 13,177{ 11,861] 10,074
12,020 | 11,701 | 11,051 10,120 9,400
6,832 6,458 6,490 6,227 5,743
2,619 2,347 2,239 2,109 1,972
4,213 4,110 4,251 4,118 3,771
15.2 15.0 14.0 13.0 1.7
12.1 12.0 11.1 10.2 9.0
35.7 35.6 34.2 32.5 31.0
28.4 29.9 26.5 25.7 21.8
25.0 23.8 22.4 20.7 18,2
20.8 20,9 18.9 17.3 15.6
14.1 14.6 15.3 15.7 15.2
13.8 13.6 12.5 11.5 10.2
9.1 8.9 8.0 7.2 6.1
40.2 40.6 38.7 36.7 34.9
23.4 23.1 23.4 22,9 21.9
19.9 18.8 18.1 17.4 16.9
26.2 26.6 27.7 27.4 26.0

lpersons of Spanish origin may be of any race.
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The poverty rate for unrelated individuals did not change
significantly between 1282 and 1983, remaining at about 23
percent. However, the actual i:umber of these individuals who
waere classified as poor rose by almoust 400,000,

Between 1979 and 1983, the number of perscns below the
poverty level rose by 9.2 million or 35.3 percent, and the poverty
rate rose from 11.7 to 15.2 percent. Most segments of the U.S.
population experienced increases in poverty during this period.
Persons 65 years and over were a notable exception to this trend;
the number of elderly poor was about 3.7 million in both 1979
and 1983. :

See Current Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 145, Money
Income and Poverty Status of Families and Persons in the United
States: 1883 (Advance Data from the 1984 Current Population
Survey) for a more detailed examination of the official poverty
estimates for 1983.

Poverty Statistics After Valuing Noncash Benefits

Comparisons of estimates of the poverty population before
and after inclusion of the value of noncash benefits are sum-
marized in tables C, D, and E. Because there are different view-

points concerning the desirability of inciuding the value of non-
cash benefits in the measure of income used ic determine
poverty and because there are serious questions concerning
some of the techniques used to value noncash benefits, the
estimates shown in this report must be viewed as experimen-
tal. The tables show data for nine different combinations of the
thres valuation approaches and three groupings of benefits
valued, These nine alternative estimates are identical to those
shown in Technical Papers 50 and 51. Three different group-
ings of the food, housing, and medical benefits were chosen
because of the overwhelming importance of medical benefits
and concetns over the proper treatment of medical expenditures
for the institutionalized in the calcutation of insurance values for
Medicare and Medicaid. Detaited discussions of these issues are
contained in Technical Paper No. 50. The three categories of
benefits used were 1) food and housing benefits only, 2) food,
housing, and madical benefits including expenditures for institu-
tional care, and 3} food, housing, and medical benefits excluding
expenditures for institutional care.

The effect of the value of noncash benefits on estimates of
poverty varies significantly for different subgroups of the popula-
tion since certain subgroups tend to receive larger or smalfer
amounts than others. The poverty rate for the aged population,

Table C. Number of Persons in Poverty, by Valuation Technique and Type of Noncash Benefits Included:

1979-83

{Numbers in thousands.

Persons as of March of the following year)

-

Type of measure 1983 1982 1981 1980 1979
Official definitioN.esiesasosecscsasasarassasssasnas| 35,266 34,398 31,822 29,272 26,072
Market value approach:

Including food and housinge.ccecaccosessososssas| 31,903 30,688 27,932 25,042 21,698

Including food, housing, and medical .

care for noninstitutionalized persons..........}| 24,334 23,563 21,046 18,221 15,696

Including food, housing, and all medical -

CAL@usssvssacnsssnsnsotrtstarnssesnansnsnannnns| 23,739 22,885 20, 500 17,706 15,099
Reciplent value approach:

Including food and housing...................... 32,528 31,365 28,651 25,633 22,270

Including food, housing, and medical

care for noninstitutionalized persons..essess..| 30,585 29,407 26,784 23,895 20,478

Including food, housing, and all medical

CATBoesvssseassosnsncncnansnsansaancssnssensanes| 30,202 29,058 26,500 23,512 20,152
Poverty budget share value approach:

Including food and housing eeceveveceanenesensns ) 32,237 31,111 28,317 25,602 22,409

Including food, housing, and medical

care for noninstitutionalized persons...cece.....| 29,935 28,720 26,175 23,299 20,186

Including food, housing, and all medical

CATRrensrrsvnsosssassnssnsssssssasncansnansanss| 29,935 28,713 26,175 23,299 20,184
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Table D. Percent of Persons in Poverty, by Vaiuation Technique and Type of Noncash Benefits Included:

1979-83
Type of measure 1983 1282 1981 1980 1979
Official definltioNeeesecesnrseretisscnesctnsanrssacs 15.2 15.0 14.0 1300 11.7
Market value approach:
Including food and housinge.esseesosasssssnsvaas 13.8 13.4 12.3 11.1 9.7
Including food, housing, and medical ’
care for noninstitutionalized persous.icisecsss 10.5 10.3 9.3 8.1 7.0
Including food, housing, and all medical
CAlC es v v rnvnrarrsssasnsssnssanssoboonniasnisrsaveten 10.2 10.0 9.0 7.9 6.8
Recipient value approach:
Including food and housinge.seseeesceccracacaness 14.0 13.7 12.6 11.4 10.0
Including food, housing, and medical
care for noninstitutionalized personsS..cecescass 13.2 12.8 11.3 10.6 9.2
Including food, housing, and all medical
CATC es o v e s neaansvrnssascsnsssrsrasesnsersnsesssonasess 13-0 12-7 11-7 lo.l' 9-0
Poverty budget share value approach:
Including food and housingececeeeesessnccsssnans 13.9 13.6 12.5 11.4 10.1
Including food, housing, and medical
care for noninstitutionalized personS.sececcces 12.9 12.5 11.5 10.4 9.1
Including food, housing, and all medical
CBEEasasvoanonnsasasassssassssnsnansvnsssssanss 12,9 12.5 11.5 10.4 9.1

persons 65 years or older, is especially sensitive to the value
of medical benefits since such a large proportion of this group
is covered by Medicare.

Market value. The market value approach assigns the largest
values to noncash benefits and, therefore, yields the lowest
estimates of poverty. In 1983, accounting for the market value
of food and housing benefits alone resulted in a poverty popula-
tion of 31.9 million, 9.5 percent lower than the estimate based
on money income. When all medical benefits were valued as
well, the number of poor was estirmated at 23.7 million in 1983,
32.7 percent lower than the cash-only figure. Medical benefits
are responsible for 71 percent of this difference.

Although valuation of noncash benefits at their market value
rasults in a poverty population that is much smaller than the
official estimate, the percentage increases in the two estimates
between 1982 and 1983 were not significantly different: 2.5
percent under the official definition and 3.7 percent including
the market value of all food, housing, and medical benefits. Dur-
ing the 1979-83 period, however, the number of poor rose by
57 percent with market valuation of these benefits, substantially
{arger than the 35-percent increase based on money income only.
Under the official definition of poverty, there was no significant
change between 1982 and 1983 in the overall poverty rate or
in the rate for any major population subgroup. The same is true
when the market value of noncash benefits is added to cash
income,
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As discussed in the earlier technical papers, the inclusion of
noncash benefits at their market value reduces the official
poverty rates more for some groups than for others. In general,
the groups that are affected most are those with higher than
average poverty rates, since they are more likely to be eligible
for means-tested benefits, and the elderly, because almost all
are covered by Medicare. For 1983, the poverty rate for all per-
sons under the market value approach {valuing food, housing,
and all medical benefits) was 10.2 percent, about one-third less
than the official rate. Howaver, the poverty rate for Blacks under
this approach was 41 percent lower than their official rate; for
persons in families maintained by women with no husband
present, 39 percent lower;? and for persons 65 years old and
over, 77 percent lower. Table E shows the effect of each valua-
tion method on the poverty rates for these and other selected
groups.

The very low 3.3 percent poverty rate for the aged results
almost entirely from counting the market values of Medicare and
Medicaid as income (the poverty rate for the aged was 12.3 per-
cent valuing only food and housing). The method used to value
medical benefits involved calculation of their insurance value,
so that people covered by the programs are not assigned large
amounts of "“income’’ when they become ill. Nevertheless,
critics of the market value approach have contended that even

The difference between the 39-percent and 41-percent reductions was
not statistically significant.




Table E. Percent of Persons in Poverty, by Valuation Tachnique by Selected Characteristics: 1983

and 1982 :
Including value of all food,
housing, and medical benefits
(including Institutional care
expenditures)
Year and characteristic
Poverty
Official . budget
poverty Market ; Recipient share
definition value value value
1983
Al]l PErSONSecvsesrrevsssansrsnsossssssasnssansss 15.2 10.2 13.0 12,9
WHit@.asssaueasosesesansnscsasussansvencsnsscssssascsonnaa 12.1 8.6 10.5 10.5
BlacK.ecssessossasosasnsncssoncasansssrssssansassaasnaes 35.7 21.2 29.4 28.7
Spanish orfginleeeeieeesriniarranrsesnnerenersrvscars 28.4 20.2 25.0 24,8
Persons under 6 YearSieeeeesssscssassssssasssascsscnns 25.0 18.2 22.6 21.9
Persons 6 to 17 yearSecesesscsccccscassacsrnersrsnnrans 20.8 14.2 17.9 17.5
Persons 65 years and OVEereeceecessanssssssesnescssasans 14,1 3.3 8.7 9.1
Persons in families, totalaseeseencestessecncasranena 13.8 9.4 11.8 11.7
Persons In married—couple familieS.ssvsvrecvcsannss 9.1 6.6 7.8 7.9
Persons in families maintained by women, no husband
present........................_................... 40.2 2’4.7 34-1 32-6
Unrelated individualS.ceseceesassssasaaanasasssnsasss 23.4 £5.0 19.7 20.0
MaleSavesssararssaansassaasnssnracssstsosssssssssnsastos 19.9 15.5 18.4 18.7
FemaleSeesssracnaanscsssanasassvoaaseatennttonssnsans 26.2 14.5 20.9 21.1
1982
All DErSONSessssccceccsnassccssnsansnsansnnnsans 15.0 10.0 12.7 12,5
Whit@eeeeaaoasooensenssossenscasssosnsasoscanasansans 12.0 8.3 10.3 10.2
BlacKeeesaseeoseooseosanssacaraennnnsssrsanssssanasssns 35.6 21.5 29.3 28.7
Spanish originl.eseeeveeveereresnenncaranasasasasnnnes 29.9 20.5 26.1 25,5
Persons under O YearS.sssseesesassssscesssssnssasssas 23.8 17.2 21.2 20.6
Persons 6 £o 17 YeATSeeeccocasansscasasnsnsecasasennoes 20,9 14.0 17.6 17,2
Persons 65 years and OVer.cesescsccacssascssvtnnanssnas 14.6 3.5 9.3 9.6
Persons in families, totalesssceccscssscsnossasssncsas 13.6 9.1 11.5 11.3
Persons in married—couple families....eveseesvcensns 8.9 6.4 7.5 7.5
Persons in famllies maintained by women, no husband
PresSeNtesssscacascaasccacrsnassccssrasnsnansssonns 40,6 24.8 33.9 32.7
Unrelated individualS..cececcscesosscssoonsacnosoaasanas 23.1 14.7 19.6 19.7
MAleSceasunssassnssennccscannosnesssnosnsnnsersnsscas 18.8 14.9 17.2 17.5
FemaleSssasennsansassasassnsasonsssasnsscesasnnsnas 26.6 14.5 21.5 21.6

lpersons of Spanish origin may be of any race.

the insurance value concept overstates the value of medical

benefits, at least for the purpose of determining poverty status.
One argument is that a high percentage of program benefits are
paid during the last year of life, and that the guarantee of medical
care during a final iflness does not improve the well-being of per-
sons who have not reached that stage. Another point is that
health care costs have risen much faster in recent years than
the overall rate of inflation, so that the market value of benefits
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has risen faster than the poverty thresholds {which are linked
to the all-items Consumer Price Index). This has the effect of
lowering poverty rates even though there may have besn no
change in the amount or quality of health care paid for by the
programs. A third argument would question the assignment of
a market value for Medicare that would raise people above
the povarty threshold, with regard to whether their nonmedical
needs are met.




Recipient or cash equivalent value.Because recipient values for
noncash benefits are based on the normal expenditure approach
and are limited to be na greater than the market value, the recip-
ient value technigue results in higher estimates of poverty than
the market value. In 1983, the number of pcaor after inclusion
of food and housing was 32.5 million, 7.8 percent lower than
the cash-only figure. Adding all medical benefits, there were 30.2
million persons classified as poor, 14.4 percent below the official

- astimate. Between 1982 and 1983, the poverty population in-

creased by 3.9 percent; from 1972 to 1983 the increase was
60 percent. :

The estimata of the number of poor persons based on recipient
values for food and housing is similar to that based on market
values; however, when medical care is included, recipient values
produce a much higher estimate than market values. The 1983
poverty rate for the elderly using recipient value was 8.7 per-
cent, in between the rate based on market value and the official
rate.

Problems with the recipient value approach center around the
difficulty of estimating recibient values accurately. One problem
is the possibility of selactivity bias, which is discussed in the
earlier section, *’Explanation of Valuation Techniques.” The
effect of this type of bias on the estimates is unknown. Another
problem is the absence of a sufficiently large nonsubsidized
group from which to estimate values for medical transfers. The
inclusion in the so-called counter-factuat groups of persons who,
in fact, receive some type of health care coverage probably leads
to a downward bias in the recipient values calculated for
Medicaid and subjects the estimated values for Medicare to a
high degree of unreliability.

Poverty budget shares value. The poverty budget share approach
results in an overall estimate of poverty similar to that produc-
ed by the recipient value approach. in 1983, there were 32.2
million persons classified as poor using this method to value food
and housing only, dropping to 29.9 million when medical henefits
were also valued. These figures are respectively 8.6 percent and
15.1 percent below the official poverty estimates. Including all
food, housing, and medical benefits, the poverty population us-
ing poverty budget shares rose by 4.3 percent between 1982
and 1983, and by 48.3 percent from 1979 to 1983.

Critics of the poverty budget share approach have focused
on the fact that it is not really a valuation technique at all, con-
tending that the cap it places on the value of in-kind transfers
is arbitrary and fails to account for all the goods and services
provided to recipients. In addition, poverty budget shares are
determined on the basis of 1960-61 expenditure data, which
may be considered a problem by those who are concerned about
the currency of the data underlying the poverty measure.

RECEIPT OF NONCASH BENEFITS AND AVERAGE
NONCASH BENEFIT VALUES

in 1983, 80.3 percant of all families below the poverty lavel
recaived at least one noncash benefit, as shown in table F. This
proportion was not significantly different from the previous
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year’s figure but was significantly tovver than the 83.1 percent
receiving benefits in 1979. Similarly, the proportion of unrelated
individuals in poverty who received one or more noncash benefits
in 1983 (565.1 percent) was unchanged from 1982 but lower -
than in 1979 (60.2: parcent}. '

Consistent with the overall lack of change between 1982 and
1983, there were no significant changes in the receipt of non-
cash bensfits in most of the various family size categories. In
general, larger families were more likely to receive benefits than
smaller ones; for example, 79.6 percent of poor three-person
tamilies received one or more benefits in 1983, compared with
94.2 percent of poor families with seven or more members. Fur-
thermore, families on the whole were more likely to receive
benefits than unrelated individuals. Aged individuals and two-
person families with an aged householder were exceptions to
these overall patterns because of the universality of Medicare
coverage for persons 65 years old and over.

The average market value of benefits received by poor families
was 83,503 in 1983, not significantly different from the 1982
figure. The 1983 figure indicates a leveling off of the decline
in real average market value that ocurred between 1979 and
1982. For unrelated individuals below the poverty level, there
was no change in the average market value of benefits ($2,749
in 1983). For unrelated individuals 65 years and over, the
average benefit value rose by 5 percent, while the noneldetly
showed no significant change.

POVERTY BEFORE AND AFTER CASH AND NON-
CASH BENEFITS

The cumulative effect of cash assistance programs and non-
cash benefit programs on the poverty population is summarized
in table G for families and unrelated individuals for 1982 and
1983. The detailed tables contain similar data for these two
groups by selected characteristics.

If neither cash assistance nor the value of noncash benefits
is considered, 12.1 million families would have been classified
as poor in 1983, resulting in a poverty rate of 19.5 percent. Both
of these figures are unchanged from 1982. Social Security, by
far the largest cash transfer program, effects a 33-percent reduc-
tion in the number of poor families in 1983, to 8.1 million. The
inclusion of means-tested cash transfers lowers this figure by
another 6 percent, to 7.6 million, and yields a poverty rate of
12.3 percent. These are the estimates produced by the official
definition of poverty.

The impact of counting noncash benefits, including the value
of medical care with institutional expenditures, depends on the
valuation method used. Market value lowers the official 1983
estimates of poor families by one-third, to 5.1 million. Cash
equivalent value results in a 15-percent reduction, to 6.5 million;
poverty budget shares, approximately the same.

The lower portion of table G shows data for unrelated in-
dividuals, 29 percent of whom were age 65 or older in 1983.
Before transfers, there were 10.9 million unrelated individuals
classified as poor in 1983, with a poverty rate of 37.1 percent.
Social Security alone reduced the number in poverty by 34 per-
cent, to 7.1 million. The addition of means-tested cash transfers




- Table F. Percent of Families and Unrelated Individuals in Poverty Receiving Noncash Beneflts and Mean
--Market Value of Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983 and 1982

Percent of families| Mean market value of
and unrelated indi- benefits received
viduals in poverty (Constant 1983
Number in poverty receiving one or dollars. Includes
more noncash expenditures for
benefits institutional care)
Characteristic
Dif- Dif-
fer- fer- Percent
1983 1982 | ence 1983 | 1982 | ence 1983 1982| change
FAMILIES
Totaleeessersessansessnscnesas | 7,041 7,512 129 80.3| 81.4 ~1.1 |1$3,503| $3,437 1.9
2-person families, householder
under 65 yearS.sescesesecsesssss| 1,863 1,765 98 64.3| 65.3 1.0 | 2,787 2,607 . 6.9
2-person families, householder
65 years 0ld OF OV@Fasssssnansne 639 6741 -35 96.4 | 96.1 0.3 | 4,301 4,288 0.3
3-person familieSsesasscrevsseeee | 1,645 1,715 =70 79.6| 78.4 1.2 | 3,043 3,238 -6.0
4-person familieS.eeecasvssesnsea| 1,553] 1,413 140 81.3] 84.1 2.8 | 3,216 3,139 2.5
S-person familieS.seesveccssassan 974 958 16 87.4| 88.0) -0.6 | 3,352} 3,303 1.5
6-person familieSeceeerovssnssnas 489 508 -19 91.4| 93.7| -2.3 } 4,508 3,934 14.6
7-or-more—-person families...svsas 479 478 1 94,2 96,2 -2,0 | 5,737 5,386 6.5
UNBRELATED INDIVIDUALS
Totalesessecnsensocsenssanss | 6,832 6,458 374 55.1| 55.9] -0.8 | 2,749] 2,710 1.4
Under age 65¢ceevevvonasscarsanes | 4,559 4,183 376 34,3 34.3 - | 2,256 2,354 -4.2
65 years and OVereeeseessooscesea | 2,273| 2,275 -2 96.7| 95.7 1.0 | 3,099| 2,945 5.2

- Rounds to zero.

vielded the official estimate of 6.8 million,® with a poverty rate
of 23.4 percent. The value of noncash benefits resulted in
estirmates ranging from 4.4 million to 5.9 millien for the number
of poor in 1983 and from 15.0 to 20.0 percent for the poverty
rate.*

LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY

There are many conceptual and empirical problems associated
with the procedures used to value noncash benefits for purposes
of measuring the poverty population. Limitations of the valua-
tion techniques themselves are discussed separately in the sec-
tions describing each procedure. White Technical Paper No. 50
discussed many of these limitations in detail, some of the prob-
lems are outlined below.

*The difference between 6.8 million and 7.1 million was not statistically

significant.

*For both the number of poor persons end the poverty rate, there was no
significant difference between the results of the recipient value and poverty
budget share approaches. .

A major empirical problem that was encountered in this
research effort was the lack of a more comprehensive data base
from which to launch the study. First, the March CPS does not
collect information on all sources of noncash benefits. Data for
some public noncash pregrams such as free or reduced-price
school breakfasts, the Women and Infants Care Program, and
soveral smaller programs for child nutrition, low-income energy
assistance, etc., assisting the Iqw-income population were not
included. Data covering all noncash benefits received by the low-
income population have not been coilected because of con-
straints on interview time and questionnaire size. It should be
noted, however, that the value of the benefits covered in the
March CPS represent over 90 percent of the noncash benefits
to the low-income population. Second, no data were collected
on in-kind assistance provided by private charities or other
organizations. Third, the questions on the March CPS were not
specifically designed for purposes of noncash valuation. The lack
of detailed information covering participation in the National
School Lunch Program including amounts paid and days of par-
ticipation probably prevented a more accurate distribution of
these benefits. Estimating the value of subsidies for public or
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Table G. Poverty Status of Families and Unrelated hidividuals Before and After Cash and Noncash

Transfers: 1983 and 1982

(Numbers in thousands)

Number in poverty Percent in poverty
Rectiplency
Differ- Differ—
1983 1982 ence 1983 1982 ence
FAMILIES
Before transferSeieeccesscscsnsscsssescananas 12’085 12,024 61 19.5 19-6 -Ool
After Social Seculityisececsasssavesreranas 8,127 8,008 119 13.1 13.0 0.1
After all cash transfersleiviieieeeceeeasss| 7,641 7,512 129 12.3 12.2 0.1
After all cash and noncash transfers
Market valUuGeeessacrcessseasnssscanssnnnns 5'080 4,90[‘ 176 8-2 8.0 0-2
Cash equivalent valu@...ceceeeososcaaancsns 6,478 6,274 204 10.4 10.2 0.2
Poverty budget Shar€.cesceacessasssasesss 6,389 6,157 232 10.3 10.0 0.3
UNRELATED INDIVIDUALS
Before ttansferSesssacsssessnasossnessvaonnssd 10,860 10,558 302 37.1 37.8 -0.7
Aftel’ Social Security..................---. 7,124 6,711 alj 24-3 24.0 0.3
After all cash transfers’.ceceecvesscaasans 6,832 6,458 374 23.4 23.1 0.3
After all cash and noncash transfers
Market valuCeeeesssosssnssssnanonsssssnnsnas 4,385 4,094 291 1500 14-7 0-3
Cash equivalent valuCeseseerssasasasassrne 5,775 5,462 313 19.7 19.6 0.1
Poverty budget share.ceceevecsccsssarsans 5,850 5,506 344 20.0 19.7 0.3

lIncome concept used in the official poverty definition.

other low-rent housing was also difficult. Data from the Annual
Housing Survay were used to assign market rents and subsidized
rents paid to households reporting residence in public and other
subsidized rental housing. The lack of data on the “‘true’’ market
rent of the subsidized unit is probably the most serious problem
in this area. As was the case for all benefits except food stamps,
no data were available on the number of months of participa-
tion. All recipients were assigned amounts that reflect 12-month
participation. This procedure tended to distribute benefits evenly,
thus overestimating the values for part-year participants and
underastimating the values for full-year participants.

A second empirical problem is the underreporting of cash in-
come and noncash benefits. This is a common problem en-
countered in household surveys that attempt to collect these
types of data. The effect of underreporting is downward biased
estimates of income and program participation and overestima-
tion of the extent of poverty. The magnitude of this problem is
unknown. While income underreporting is a serious problem in
household surveys such as the March CPS, its effect on
measures of year-to-year change in levels of income and poverty

449-223 0 - B4 - 3
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is much less important because year-to-year variations in under-
reporting are relatively small. Estimates of underreporting are
contained in appendix F.

There is a conceptual issue concerning the measurement of
poverty that is germane to this report. The official poverty defini-
tion is based essentially on the cost of an economy food plan
and a “‘multiplier’’ which was intended to account for amounts
needed to cover the basic costs of housing, medical care,
clothing, transportation, and other items. The value of the
multiplier was set at three on the basis of a 1955 survey which
showed that families spent one-third of their after-tax income
on food. The poverty thresholds are updated annually to account
for price changes. The value of the multiplier, then, depended
only on the total value of money income after taxes and on the
proportion spent on food. The introduction of noncash benefits
into the income measure raises the question of whether it is
desirable to compare this augmented income measure against
povarty thresholds which were developed without taking into
account noncash benefits or the proportion of total resources,
cash and noncash, allocated to food.




Table 1. Number of Persons Below The Poverty Level and Poverty Rate—~Current Poverty
Definition and Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected
Characteristics: 1979 to 1983

{Nurmbars In thousands. Persons as of March of the following year)

'

Number below the poverty level
vahuing tood, ing, and
Val food and Vahuing lood, , and 4
hacsing bonats oy i odcal benet o e e
Year and characteristic
Poverty Poverty Poveorty
Current budgst budget . budget
poverty Market Recipient share Market Reciplent share Market Reciplort share
definition valus value value vale value value vale value
a5 266 31 603 32 528 32 27 23 739 an 202 20 935 24 34 30 585 29 835
34 358 30 688 31 385 31 1M1 22 985 20 058 28 713 23 563 28 407 28 720
31 822 27 632 28 651 28 317 20 500 26 500 28 175 21 048 26 784 26 175
1880 ., . 29 272 25 042 25 633 25 602 17 706 23 512 23 269 18 221 23 895 23 2689
TOTH o eccsanmmamraarenssts 26 072 21 680 22 270 22 409 15 0659 20 152 20 184 15 696 20 478 20 188
RACE AND SPANISH
ORIGIN
23 974 22 105 22 375 22 285 16 958 20 782 2 744 17 323 21 020 '
23 517 21 280 21 685 21 507 18 272 20 102 19 837 16 653 20 383
21 552 19 218 19 6832 10 440 14 482 18 092 17 838 14 767 18 288
19 699 17 381 17 727 17 689 12 728 18 257 18 151 12 997 18 503
17 214 14 897 15 136 15 253 10 €45 13701 13 748 10 965 13 888
9 B85 8 480 8 513 8 6268 5 566 B 148 7 841 8 091 0 269
9 8087 8 347 8 833 8 523 5 B39 7 982 T 811 8128 8 068
8172 T T84 8 080 T 925 5 278 7 408 T 327 5 538 7 579
a 579 6 767 7 008 7 004 4 201 6 289 4 525 8 529
8 050 & 088 6 407 B 428 3 887 5 747 5 4 126 5 B84
4 249 3 870 3 830 3 012 3 015 3739 3 704 A 067 3 764
4 301 3 806 3017 3 867 2 849 3 756 3673 3 020 a 780
3713 320 3 X7 3270 2 355 3 118 3 03z 2 4 3137
3 401 2 023 3 014 2 990 2 059 2 785 2732 211 2 B29
291 2 328 2 38 2 418 1 606 2214 2185 1 668 2 234
AGE
§ 302 4 833 4 655 4 891 3 888 4 702 4 649 3 940 4 810
4 977 4 472 4 597 4 535 3 587 4 423 4 287 3 640 4 431
4 855 3 De4 4 13 4 034 3112 3 835 3 g18 3 160 3 049
4107 3 502 3 802 3 807 2 670 3 468 3 376 2 722 3 482
3 s 29870 2 973 2 983 2192 2 803 2 744 2 253 2 815
B 505 7 542 7 681 7 567 5 812 7 325 T 186 5 935 7 360
8 670 7 514 7 663 7 823 5 811 7 275 2 5 982 7 320
7 850 8 732 8 830 8 814 § 193 8 645 6 482 5 314 6 661
7 436 8 032 8 239 6 179 4 334 5 900 5 726 4 452 5 940
& 858 5 208 5 550 5 564 3 824 5 205 5125 3034 5 251
4 938 4 574 4 B34 4 608 3 857 4 463 4 430 3 921 4 490
4 548 4 182 4 250 4 224 3 557 4 122 4 053 3813 4 143
4 329 3 832 4 015 3 878 3 359 3 876 3 842 3 407 3 gad
3 818 3 428 3 482 3 484 2 868 3 aro 3337 2 802 3 388
3 366 2 883 2925 2 947 2 381 2 800 2793 2 433 2 818
8 379 7 630 7 754 7 695 8 313 7 480 7 353 6 399 7 499 7 383
a0 7178 7 344 7 272 & 011 7033 a8 897 8 124 7 068 8 859¢
7 010 8 170 8 304 8 24% 5156 6 057 5 958 5 236 6 075 5 958
6 242 5318 5 458 5 438 4 3N 5 224 5137 4 385 5 258 5137
4 549 4 108 4 227 4 253 3an 4 00O KR ] 3 348 4 023 38R

1Parsons of Spanish origin may be of any race.
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Table 1. Number of Persons Below The Poverty Level and Poverty Rate-Current Poverty
Definition and Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected .
Characteristics: 1979 to 1983—Con. , -
(Numbers in thousands. Persons s of March of tha following yoar) ' ]
I
Valing food and Valuing food, and Valuing food, and 3y
housmﬁ:oneﬁu only ell macical ts M i
Yeer and characleristic ;]
Current budget budget budgot o
poverty Market Reciplont share Markot Reciplent shara Market Rucipient share "
dofinition value valug value value value value vahie value value H
152 138 140 10.2 13.0 129 105 12| . 120
150 13.4 137 136 10.0 127 125 103 128 125 |
140 123 128 125 00 17 15 83 118 115
13.0 1.1 1.4 1.4 78 104 10.4 8.1 106 10.4
1y 87 10.0 68 5.0 a1 7.0 0.2 81 :
RACE AND SPANISH |
ORIGIN [
12.1 1.2 11.3 113 86 105 105 8.8 108 105 f
120 109 111 110 83 103 102 85 10.4 102 )
1.1 2.9 101 10.0 74 93 92 76 9.4 92
102 8.0 82 02 68 8.4 84 67 88 84
20 78 X} 80 58 71 7.2 57 7.2 7.2
357 307 1.9 31.2 21.2 204 287 220 20.0 287
. 256 307 317 a4 215 203 287 225 29.6 287
1981 ..oiii i 342 289 300 285 187 270 2773 206 282 273
1080 1.iiiiieeinanirneiaians 328 2556 . 285 265 182 242 238 17.1 247 218
1078 ..l 310 235 247 2438 ] 222 221 159 227 221
2.4 259 263 262 202 250 248 205 252 1 8 ‘
209 285 272 269 205 26,1 5.5 211 283 255
265 228 .6 233 16.8 222 218 171 224 218
257 205 222 220 152 205 20.1 155 208 20.9
21.8 17.4 179 18.1 12.0 188 183 125 18.7 18.3
AGE i
W
2238 234 231 18.2 228 218 18.6 227 21.9 '
23 214 220 217 172 212 206 175 7z 206
4 195 203 199 153 19.4 108 158 19.4 188 !
0.7 17.8 18.1 182 13.4 17.5 17.0 13.7 17.5 17.0 E
2 148 15.4 154 13 145 142 118 145 142
208 18.4 18.8 188 142 17,8 175 145 18,0 175 b
20.9 181 18.5 18.4 140 17.8 17.2 14.4 17.7 17.2
189 160 164 16.2 123 15.8 153 126 158 153
. 17.3 14.0 14.5 143 101 13.7 133 10.3 13.8 133
1979 ..ot e e 156 120 128 128 a7 118 16 Y 19 116
18 to 24 Years
172 159 16.2 16.1 134 158 15.4 137 187 15.4
15.7 14.4 4.7 145 122 142 14.4 12.4 143 14.0
148 135 138 138 15 133 132 17 133 132
13.3 1.7 11.9 119 8.8 115 114 9.9 11.8 114
116 09 100 101 82 08 9.8 B4 87 8.8
b
119 109 1.0 110 2.0 108 105 2.1 107 105
18 105 108 107 8.8 103 101 2.0 10.4 10.1 .
108 93 95 25 7.8 92 8.0 78 9.2 20 .
98 8a 85 85 87 8.2 80 68 82 80
8.0 Y] a8 69 53 64 a4 54 &5 64

TPearsons of Spanish origin may be of any race.




Table 1. Number of Persons Beiow The Poverty Level and Poverty Rate--Current Poverty
Definition and Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected
Characteristics: 1979 to 1983—Con.

{Numbars In thousands. Persons as of March of the tollowing year)

Number betow the poverty level
Vahing food and Vaking food, housing. end o et dcapa e
housing oriy &l modical institutions! expencitures
Year and characteristic
Poverty Poverty Poverty
Currant budgoet budget budget
paverty Market Recipient share Markel Rocipient shara Market Recipiom share
dafinition value value value vale value value value vale vale
AGE~CONTINUED
45 to 64 Years
4 430 4 081 4 192 4 203 3 021 3 883 3 653 31177 3 942 3 953
4 423 4 048 4133 4 151 3 006 3 807 3874 3 153 3 en 3 876
4125 3707 3 859 3 883 2 755 3 560 3 820 2870 3 6823 3 820
379 3 405 3 480 3530 2 489 3 148 3 206 2 614 3 232 3 208
3 897 3 304 3353 3 415 2 399 3 036 3150 2 527 3 097 3 150
ImM 3 242 3 3N 3 248 869 2 200 2 384 983 2 485 2 384
3 751 3 204 3 368 3 308 "2 2 39% 24N 1043 2 586 247
3 853 3 M7 9 430 3 360 924 2 427 2 468 1 058 2 50 2 486
3 8T 3 255 3 305 J 364 1 034 2 405 2 427 1189 2 600 2 427
3 682 3 237 3 242 3 248 1033 2 304 2 378 1 200 2 476 22379
FAMILY STATUS
In Famiiies, Total?
27 804 24 975 25 449 25 182 18 81 23 28 23 488 19 308 24 028 23 488
27 3 24 144 24 665 24 438 168 273 23 018 x2 61 18 8509 23 219 22 638
24 850 21 491 22 074 21 764 16 085 20 533 20 218 16 500 20 717 20 218
22 601 18 568 19 477 19 379 13 553 18 (38 17 723 13 614 18 281 17 723
14 964 18 070 16 604 16 668 1t 258 15 056 15 006 11 666 15 274 15 008
15 001 13 829 13 889 3 880 10 870 12 981 13 041 11137 13 073 13 041
14 839 13 342 13 478 13 412 10 572 12 547 12 534 10 762 12 647 12 534
13 177 1 722 11 807 31 781 9 263 10 961 10 985 9 ar2 11 085 10 685
11 881 10 264 10 377 10 381 7 826 9 578 9 597 D 745 9 597
10 074 8 844 8 743 8 772 8 47 7 895 8 & 613 8 00 8 002
, No Husband
12 020 10 419 10 842 10 571 7 401 10 182 b 755 7 570 10 278 9 755
1701 10 084 10 437 10 284 7 137 g 788 2 .17 7 438 9 870 B 423
11 051 0 214 8 710 9 428 & 437 9 074 8 710 6 716 g 122 a8 710
10 120 6 183 8 572 8 470 5 318 7 965 7 845 5535 8 039 7 845
9 400 6 988 7 425 7 458 4 473 8 772 8 807 4 TN 8 881 8 &08
6 832 8 317 8 469 8 445 4 305 5 775 5 850 4 493 & 853 5 850 ‘
6 458 5 658 8 115 6 088 4 064 5 482 5 508 4 228 5 603 5 508 |
6 490 5 681 8 116 6 089 3 989 5 519 5 511 4 119 5 618 5511 ‘
8 227 5 669 5 741 § 802 3 792 5 084 5170 3 548 5 202 5170
5 743 5 280 5 314 5 388 3 537 4 745 4 830 3 608 4 853 4 830 |
2 619 2 515 2 547 2 557 2 044 2 418 2 480 2 085 2 450 2 460
2 47 231 2 269 2 282 1 863 2 148 2182 1908 2174 2 182
2 230 2150 2181 2184 1 749 20M 207 17789 2 088 207
2 109 2 C10 2 C25 2 050 1 584 1 883 1914 1623 1914 161
1 872 1875 1 B85 1910 1 505 1 762 1 788 1 542 1779 1788
4213 3 802 3 822 3 g8 2 341 3 359 3 360 2 408 3 503 3 390
4110 3mn 3 047 3 BOS 2231 3318 3324 2 320 340 3 324
4 251 3 83 3 835 3 B0S 2 240 3 448 3 440 2 340 |, 3 532 3 40
4 118 3 859 arie A 2 209 3 182 3 258 2323 3288 3 256
am 3 405 3 429 3 479 p i<} 2 983 3 042 2154 3074 3 D42

Hnciudes familios with & male householdor, no wifa present, not shown separately.



Table 1. Number of Persons Below The Poverty Level and Poverty Rate—Current Poverty
Definition and ARternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected
Characteristics: 1979 to 1983—Con.

{Nurnbers in thousands. Persons as of March of the following year)

Poverty rate
Vi food, and
v food and Valuing food, and
ha::‘%wm only A odes benks _ M
Year and characteriatic b
Poverty Poverty Poverty
poverty Markot Recipiont shara Market Recipient share Market Rocipient share
definition vale value value value value vaiue valuo value value
AGE~-CONTINUED
10.0 8.2 85 85 88 8.7 8.6 72 849 8.9
10.0 9.2 0.4 04 &8 86 a8 741, 88 8.8
8.3 8.8 B.7 X ] 8.2 8.1 82 8.5 8.2 B2
6.8 7.7 7.8 8.0 56 71 7.5 59 73 75
8.4 7.5 78 7.7 54 a9 71 57 1.0 71
141 123 128 123 as| 87 2.1 a7 05 0.9
148 12.8 13.1 128 a5 83 9.6 41 10.0 9.6
15.3 133 138 133 3.7 8.6 08 42 103 0.8
157 138 130 138 42 . a7 2.8 105 5.8
152 13.4 13.4 134 4.3 8.5 8.8 10.2 0.8
13.8 124 127 125 94 18 11.7 8.6 19 1.7
13.8 120 12.3 122 9.1 15 1.3 9.4 116 13
125 108 1.1 1.0 8.1 103 0.2 8.3 104 10.2
1.5 8.6 0.9 a8 6.9 9.2 2.0 7.1 8.3 9.0
102 8.2 85 85 5.7 7.7 1.7 6.0 7.8 .7
9.1 83 8.4 8.4 as 7.8 6.7 7.8
88 8.0 a1 8.1 8.4 7.5 7.5 8.5 7.8 7.5
8.0 71 T2 72 58 8.7 8.7 57 8.7 87
7.2 6.2 8.3 [ %] 48 58 58 48 58 5.8
8.1 63 53 53 3.9 48 4.0 48
402 4.8 38.3 247 341 2e 253 3
40.6 34.9 357 249 330 27 258 2
8.7 . 322 340 330 225 az 235 3.8 305
36.7 207 31 0.7 193 289 277 20.1 20.2 27,
34.9 28.0 276 ar7 166 25.2 24.5 178 25.5
24 218 22.4 220 150 197 200 154 203 200
a1 214 218 218 "7 198 197 152 20.1 197
234 26 221 20 14.4 199 199 149 203 19.9
228 200 21.2 214 14.0 18.7 181 14.5 19.2 19.1
279 20.2 203 8 135 181 185 4.1 185 18.5
19.9 191 19.4 19.4 15.5 18.4 18.7 15.8 18.8 18.7
188 17.8 1082 183 148 17.2 75 153 17.4 1.5
184 174 17.8 17.7 141 14.8 168 14.4 169 188
174 4.4 187 18689 13.1 165 158 13.4 158 158
169 161 182 164 129 151 153 132 153 153
o
226 244 241 145 209 211 15.0 218 211
8 242 24.9 247 14.5 215 2186 15.0 n2 21.8
217 249 256 254 14.8 225 224 152 230 224
274 24.4 24.7 25.0 14.7 212 2.7 15.5 21.8 2.7
0 235 236 240 14,0 208 210 14.8 N2 N0

Tncludes tamiles with 2 male householder, no wife present, not shown separatoly.



Table 1. Number of Persons Below The Poverty Level and Poverty Rate—Current Poverty
Definition and Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected
Characteristics: 1979 to 1983—Con.

(Numbers in thousands. Persons as of March of the following year)

Numbgrbelowmepwenylwd
Veluing food, and
Vi food and Valuing tood, and .
houssing only o odical benalia mwm‘%
Year and characteristic
Poverty Poverty Poverty
poverty Markot Reciplent shere Market Recipient share Market Recipient share
. dafinition value valuo value value valuo value value value value
REGION
Northeast
- 8 681 5 853 5 983 5 950 3718 5 379 5 353 3 891 § 515 5 353
g 384 5 451 5 631 5 580 3 579 5 102 487 3 6as 5 228 4 911
5 815 5 040 5 22 5 154 a 377 4 850 418 3 442 4 887 4 718
§ 389 4 456 4 6813 4 567 2 8089 4 135 4 032 2 883 4 226 4 032
1978 .o iiiiiiinaniaiinianiiane 5 058 3 832 4 095 4127 2 208 3 840 3 807 2 443 3 684 3 807
North Central
1983 ........... 8 538 7 752 7 032 7819 6715 7 432 7 303 5 BOO 7 456 7 303
.. 72 7113 7 278 T 202 5180 8 720 68 810 5 343 8 782 6 816
T 142 8 2717 6 477 8 371 4 518 5 999 5 879 4 832 8 050 5 B79
6 592 5 690 5 833 5 883 4 009 5 451 § 324 4 114 5 533 5 324
5 639 4 753 4 901 4 89 3 238 4 388 4 343 3329 4 455 4 343
13 484 12 142 12 356 12 253 9 482 11 482 11 448 879 11 855 11 446
13 667 12 507 12 705 12 611 9 588 11 B4t 11 854 8 oer 11 961 11 854
13 258 11 875 11 893 11 813 § 906 10 958 10 085 g 247 11 123 10 885
12 363 10 498 10 693 10 684 7 783 9 B8589 9 882 8 058 10 037 9 882
11 008 9 248 9 487 9 558 6772 8 820 B 753 7 073 8 814 8 754
6 Bo4 146 6 258 6 218 4 824 5 899 5 833 4 864 5 920 5 B33
8 208 5 817 5 752 5 707 4 528 5 385 5 279 4 569 5 426 5 280
5 606 4 931 5 069 4 980 3 699 4 696 4 554 3 725 4 724 4 594
4 958 4 391 4434 4 407 3 305 4 068 4 082 3 388 4 100 4 082
4 278 3 785 3 808 3633 2 789 3 504 3 482 2 851 Q524 3 462
21 750 19 650 100 19 865 14 278 18 6168 18 404 14 589 18 831 18 404
21 247 18 783 19 275 19 117 13 806 17 863 17 547 14 187 18 062 17 553
19 347 18 778 17 348 17 072 12 056 16 034 15 781 12 338 16 163 15 7681
18 021 15 287 15 763 15 78 10 604 14 460 14 287 10 892 14 688 14 287
16 134 13 196 13 €38 13711 8 178 12 445 12 379 2 513 12 573 12 379
12 812 11 458 11 802 11 625 8 015 10 830 10 751 8 159 11 061 10 751
12 698 11 073 11 447 11 309 7710 10 640 10 408 8 026 10 744 10 413
11 231 9 503 8 981 9 805 6 825 9 273 9 084 8 8 9 343 9 064
1 et rerre e 10 644 8 795 g 167 9122 5 818 8 390 a 248 8 005 8 542 | 8 249
9 720 7 609 7 8924 7 975 4 999 7 159 7110 5223 7 251 7 110
8 878 8 181 8 208 8 270 8 261 7 688 7 853 8 440 7 e 7 653
B 551 7 8 7 828 7 Boa 8 039 7223 7141 6 181 7 318 7141
8116 7 183 © 7 3685 7 287 5 430 8 782 6 896 5 505 8 B0 6 696
7377 8 492 6 596 6 5968 4 788 8 070 6 037 4 B8y 8 125 8§ 037
8 415 5 587 5 M2 5 738 4179 5 285 5 269 4 200 5 322 5 269
13 518 12 253 12 429 12 342 9 463 11 587 11 531 8 735 11 754 11 51
12 152 11 925 12 091 11 984 B 076 11 1685 11 168 9 378 11 345 11 167
. . 12 475 11 158 11 305 11 245 8 444 10 468 10 414 8 708 10 61 10 414
L . 11 251 9 755 9 870 U o4 7 101 9 052 0 013 7 329 9 228 2013
1879 Liriiiraeas @ 937 8 502 9 634 8 868 5 o1 7 707 7 805 6 182 7 904 7 807

Nota: The metropobtan poputation is based on standard metropoiltan statistical arsas as defined in the 1870 census and does not inciude ey subsaquont edditions or changes.




Table 1. Number of Persons Below The Poverty Level and Poverty Rate—Current Poverty

Definition and Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected
Characteristics:

{Numbers in thousands. Persons as of March of the following year)

1979 to 1983 —Con.

Poverty rate
Valing food, ing, and
Vi food and Vahing food, and
By ooty b3 o bnetl, xkuing
Year and characteristic
Poverty Poverty Poverty
poverty Market R shara Market Reciplent share Markat Reciplent share
definttion value value value value value valuo value volue value
REGION
Northeast
- << 134 1.9 12.2 124 7.6 10.9 10.9 79 11.2 109
1882 .. oviiiiiiiira i 13.0 1.1 11.5 11.4 7.3 10.4 101 7.5 107 104
1881 ......... 1.9 10.3 10.8 105 8.8 :3:] 28 7.0 10.0 9.8
1930 1141 9.2 8.5 9.4 54 8.5 a3 55 8.7 83
170t iiinsi i cirn et 10.4 81 8.4 a5 47 75 T4 5.0 78 T.4
14.6 133 13.8 13.4 8.8 12,7 12, 8.9 128 125
133 122 125 124 8.9 11.5 1.4 8.2 11.7 114
123 10.8 1141 10.6 78 103 10,1 8.0 10.4 10.1
11.4 9.8 102 10.1 6.8 8.4 9.2 741 0.5 8.2
9.7 8.2 85 8.4 5.6 78 7.5 8.7 7.7 7.5
17.2 155 157 156 124 146 14.6 124 148 148
181 182 164 163 124 153 1583 129 155 153
174 154 158 155 1.7 14.4 14.4 122 148 14.4
18.5 4.0 14.3 142 104 131 13.2 10.7 134 13.2
15.0 12.5 12,8 128 8.2 ny 1.8 9.8 11.9 1.8
14.7 135 13.7 138 106 129 128 10.7 13.0 128
14.1 12,5 129 128 10.1 121 11.8 10.2 121 119
127 11.2 11.5 113 8.4 10.7 10.4 8.5 10.7 104
114 10.1 10.2 10.3 7.8 9.4 8.3 7.7 9.4 8.3
10.1 8.9 8.0 8.0 6.6 8.3 8.2 6.7 83 B2
METROPO!
NONMETROPOU‘I’AN
RESIDENCE
Inside Metropolitan Areas,
Total
13.8 12,5 12.8 126 2.1 1.8 1.7 8.3 18 1.7
13.7 121 124 123 a9 11.5 1.3 &1 1.8 1.3
126 10.8 113 1.1 7.8 104 10.3 8.0 105 10.3
1.9 101 104 103 1.0 25 9.4 7.2 87 9.4
10.7 8.7 9.0 2.1 8.1 a.2 8.2 8.3 2.3 82
Inside Centra!l Citles
1963 10.8 17.7 18.2 17.9 123 18.8 166 126 170 18.6
19.9 17.4 18.0 17.8 12.2 18.7 18.3 128 18.9 164
18.0 154 18.0 157 10.8 14.9 14.5 1.0 150 14.5
172 14.2 148 147 9.4 135 133 a7 138 133
15.7 123 128 12.8 a1 11.8 s B4 1.7 1.5
0.6 8.8 2.0 8.0 [:%:) 0.3 83 6.9 B4 83
8.3 B.4 85 8.5 68 7.8 78 8.7 8.0 78
8.9 7.9 8.1 8.0 59 74 7.3 8.0 75 7.3
8.2 7.2 73 73 53 8.7 8.7 54 68 87
7.2 8.3 84 84 4.7 5.8 59 4.8 8.0 58
18.3 * 168 168 167 12.8 15.7 15.8 13.2 159 15.8
17.8 18.2 184 183 123 15.2 15 127 154 151
17.0 15.2 15.4 154 1.5 14.2 14.2 '11.8 14.4 14.2
. 15.4 134 13.5 135 8.7 124 12.3 10.0 12,8 123
1979 ... 12.8 1.8 120 121 82 10.7 108 86 11.0 10.9

Nma:ThomtrupoﬂnnpopulaﬁonbbeudonmdmwmmﬂmMmWhMWMwummmidMuquMWUW
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Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Families, by the Cfficlal Poverty Definltion and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Seiected Characteristics: 1983

(Numbers in thousands. Persons and families as of March 1964. For meaning of symbols, see text)

Below 100 percent of the poverty level
Current . Market value Recipient value Poverty budget
|
Poverty Poverty Poverty Poverty |
Total Number rate Number rate Number rate Number rate ‘
YALUING FOOD AND HOUSING 1
QHNLY
. |
All Races
31 812 35 266 152 31 603 138 32 528 14.0 32 237 13.8 ‘
21 205 5 302 250 4 B33 28 4 855 23.4 4 B9 231 ‘
40 835 8§ 505 208 7 542 18.4 7 601 188 7 897 1886
20 &7 4 538 172 4 574 15.9 4 634 16.2 4 608 16.1
70 230 8 378 118 7 630 10.9 7 764 1.0 7 695 110
44 273 4 430 10.0 4 081 4 192 85 4 203 9.5
26 21 arn 141 3 242 123 3 30 128 3 248 123
201 142 27 804 13.8 24 975 124 25 449 127 25 182 125
165 661 15 001 8.1 13 829 8.3 13 88d B4 13 880 8.4
47 BOY 6 282 121 5713 hF A 5 T4 121 5 763 121
29 12 020 40.2 10 419 348 10 842 36.2 10 574 353
12 100 8 709 554 5 830 48.2 & 094 50.4 5 919 459
5 582 782 14.1 727 131 Tie 129 730 13.2
1 483 35 226 205 299 202 306 20.6
1213 630 519 811 504 611 504 811 50.4
24 257 6 832 234 & 317 2186 8 489 221 8 445 220
13 155 2 619 19.9 2 5815 18.1 2 547 194 2 557 © 104
1 865 412 24 372 19.9 an 204 a7z 199
16 102 4 213 3 802 2386 3 622 24.4 3 888 241
6 727 1881 217 1553 231 1 612 240 1 555 231
157 6815 21 750 138 19 650 125 20 100 128 18 895 126
84 907 12 872 19.8 11 458 17.7 11 802 18.2 11 625 17.9
82 709 8 B78 -1 8 191 8.8 8 200 8.0 8 270 [-X-]
73 997 13 516 18.3 12 253 16.6 12 429 168 12 342 18.7
49 132 & 581 12.4 5 863 11.9 5 983 12.2 5 850 121
58 205 8 538 14.6 7 752 133 7 932 13.6 7 818 13.4
78 §70 13 484 17.2 12 142 15.5 12 356 187 12 253 1568
45 616 6 664 14,7 6 148 135 & 258 137 6 216 38
61 997 7 641 123 8 849 11.0 7 007 113 8 521 112
3 258 2962 . 205 882 264 254 27.4 are 270
28 695 4 081 142 3 591 125 3 98 129 3 630 128 ‘
20 3682 1778 8.7 1 830 8.0 1 658 8.1 1 645 8.1 |
g 682 841 8.7 767 19 781 79 767 7.9
. 24 821 2 501 10.1 2 281 9.1 2 g 83 2 297 9.2
. 14 427 1 645 114 1 415 98 1 460 102 1 435 9.9
. 13 228 1 553 1.7 1 418 107 1 458 1.0 1 425 10.8
. 5 016 874 1 890 15.0 B92 15.1 850 15.0
& porgons. . - 2276 489 1.5 438 192 439 18.3 440 193
7 persons of Mone . 1319 478 383 420 325 431 327 433 328
Type of Famiy
Marrled-couple familles......... 50 090 3 820 7.6 3 528 70 9 548 71 3 542 74
With related children W e 25 172 2 545 101 233 83 2 343 93 2 339 2.3
Female householder, no .
presont . .....oiivinnnes 9 870 3 557 3680 3074 3.1 3 ns 328 3130 9Nz
Wwith retated children under 18 years .. 4 608 3118 4T.2 2 672 40.4 2 813 428 2726 412
Male houssaholder, no wife prasent ...... 2030 264 130 247 122 246 124 249 123
With related chiidren under 18 years . 943 188 19.7 173 18.4 172 18.3 175 185
Work Experionce of Householder
Total civilan housshokdors ...... . €1 301 7 610 124 8 821 111 4 979 114 8 892 11.2
P 47 088 3 765 8.0 3 367 7.2 3 44 73 3 285 7.2
Worked 50 o 52 weeks . .........nn- 34 189 1 596 A 1 415 39 1 430 40 1 418 39
Full tme .. ..o iiiireacnrarnnnay . 34 269 1 289 3.8 1 148 33 1153 34 1 149 3.4
Worked 1to 49 woaks ........c.vtnee 10 869 2 169 19.6 1 9853 17.9 2 004 18.4 1977 181
Did not work lastyear........ccccvmnen 14 214 3 45 270 3 453 243 3 545 24.9 3 487 248



Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Families, by the Official Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983

—Con.

(Numbers In thousands. Peorsons and families as of March 1884. For meaning of saymbols, see text)

Below 125 parcent of the poverty level

Current Markoet valua Recipient value Poverty budget
Characteristic daﬂnmeﬂy concept concept share concept
Poverty Poveorty
Number rate Number rate Number rate Number raty
VALUING FOOD AND HOUSING
ONLY
47 124 203 4 e 19.4 45 303 19.8 45 225 19.5
6 694 ns 6 460 0.5 4 482 308 6 468 30.5
10 914 28.7 10 358 253 10 409 264 10 378 254
6§ 274 21.8 6 o8t 212 611 21.3 8111 213
11 263 16.0 10 764 153 10 820 154 10 806 15.4
& 081 13.7 5 846 13.2 5 923 134 5 829 13.4
5 889 224 5 408 206 5 558 211 5 533 21.0
37 206 18,5 36 500 17.7 25 764 17.8 a5 e75 17.7
21 996 13.3 21 040 1227 25 121 127 21 068 127
2 013 18.9 8 573 17.9 8 607 18.0 8 576 17.9
14 206 478 13 598 45, 13 701 458 13 654 456
7 648 3.2 T 319 60.5 7 387 60.9 7 341 80.7
1 004 18.1 ' D54 172 042 17.0 054 172
407 274 389 26.3 383 258 389 26.3
699 57.7 692 57.% 68¢ 56.8 698 578
9 128 31.2 8 835 205 8 850 30.2 8 852 303
3 349 255 3 252 247 3 297 25.1 3 304 251
837 34.2 585 N4 608 328 801 322
5 760 359 5 383 334 5 553 345 5 547 345
2 898 43.1 2 586 38.2 2 708 403 2en 29.7
28 901 183 27 464 17.4 27 740 17.8 27 679 17.8
16 712 257 15 791 243 18 004 24.7 15 Q42 24.8
12 189 13.1 1% 672 128 11 737 12.7 11 797 127
18 222 24.8 17 23.8 17 583 2.7 17 548 23.7
8 729 178 8 170 188 8 291 169 8 268 168
11 187 192 10 670 183 10 748 184 10 730 18.4 |
18 180 2.1 17 414 22.2 17 855 223 17 525 223 |
9 18 198 ] 18.0 B8 708 191 8 703 18.1
10 358 16.7 9 877 159 9 954 16.1 9 907 18.0
Age of Houssholder
Under 25 1172 3.0 1130 M7 1 144 351 1135 340
25044 5 953 18.7 5 083 1.7 5130 17.8 5 087 178
45 to 64 2 458 121 2 3580 15 2377 11.7 2 359 1.6
85 yaars 1374 142 1313 138 1 304 135 1315 136
Size of Femily
2 persons , 3 501 141 9 336 13.4 3 a8t 126 3 353 135
3 persons . 2 200 153 2083 144 2106 148 2 092 14.5
4 persons . 2 086 158 2 000 15.1 2 018 152 2 008 152
5 persons , 1 302 20 1 258 213 1 258 213 1258 233
persons .. 682 300 851 288 649 285 851 20.6
sr7 438 548 415 545 41.3 548 s
5 709 1.4 5 476 108 5 404 11.0 5 486 1.0
3 737 14.8 J 5668 1“2 3 564 14.2 3 588 142 |
4 308 43.6 4 074 412 4 135 41.9 4 094 41.4 ‘
3 650 55.2 3 480 523 3 511 531 3475 52.6 ‘
343 18.8 az 181 325 16.0 327 18.1
229 242 222 2328 224 222 236
10 25¢ 18.7 9 787 160 0 864 18.1 8 ;7 18.0
5 484 11.6 5 187 1.0 5 242 14 &5 199 11.0
2 53§ 7.0 2 403 X 2 428 8.7 2409 8 |
2 e 8.2 2 006 5.9 2 027 5.9 2 008 50 |
2 948 2r.1 2 785 255 2 814 258 2 796 a5.7
4772 ase 4 599 324 4 622 25 4 813 25

©o




Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Families, by the Official Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983

—-Con.

(Numbers in thousands. Persons and tzmilies es of March 1984, For meaning of symbols, ses taxt)

Below 100 percent of the poverty level

Curent Market value Reciplont vitlue Poverty budget
Characteristic deﬂrmﬂ concept concept share concept
Poverty Poverty Poverty
Total Number rate Nurmber rate Number rata Number rate
VALUING FOOD AND HOUSING
ONLY-CON.
197 61 23 974 121 2 105 1nz2 22 375 113 22 285 113
17 140 3 19.9 3120 182 3 168 185 3 144 183
33 488 5 375 18.1 4 887 14.6 4 044 14.8 4 918 14.7
23 9389 3 242 13,5 30 12.9 3 099 129 3009 129
60 223 5 874 8.8 5 453 8.1 5 503 81 5 485 8.1
39 109 3 220 82 3 026 7.7 3 090 7.9 3 108 79
2MmMm 2 860 120 2529 108 257 io0e 2 532 107
171 418 18 269 10.7 18 771 9.8 18 948 0.9 16 873 88
148 061 11 852 8.0 10 688 T4 11 028 7.4 1y 028 T4
41 874 4 1.7 4 514 108 4 527 108 4 6526 108
19 153 5 958 Nnd 5 350 279 5 487 286 5 413 28.3
T 148 3 358 44.9 3 003 420 3 084 431 3 037 42.5
4 204 481 11.0 423 10.3 434 103 434 103
1 068 202 19.0 185 17.3 185 17.3 185 173
B84 414 48.9 401 454 401 45.4 401 454
25 369 5 20 209 4 933 194 5 026 10.8 5011 19.8
....... 11 136 1926 173 1 068 1848 1 882 16.9 1 B89 170
65 end over .. ..oeenennan 1613 208 185 270 16.8 279 17.3 270 18.8
Fi [ . Cereneanee . 14 233 3 365 238 3 087 215 3144 21 3122 21.9
€5 yoors and over .......e.e 6 148 1 507 24.5 1 280 208 1 319 215 1 202 209
Residence
| matropolitan Cearreanen 131 577 13 770 10.5 12 753 9.7 12 925 2.8 12 877 0.8
Inside central citles ..... 47 384 6 861 14,1 8 185 13.0 & 268 13.2 8 242 13.2
central cites ............. 84 193 7 110 8.4 6 588 7.8 8 850 78 6 835 79
roetropoltan sreas ... ......- 68 004 10 204 15.4 g 352 141 9 450 14.3 9 408 14.2
Region
Northeast.........oecevennes PP 43 133 4 745 11.0 4 282 89 4 348 101 4 347 101
North Contrad ......... verisenaaniannn . 52 395 8 353 124 5 06 1.3 5 985 "4 5 955 1.4
South .....coiiiiiiinneiinas 82 ag1 7 728 12.3 712 113 7 188 11.4 7150 1.4
West... ooiinnnnns fesieireatieean 39 282 5 148 134 4 795 122 4 844 123 4 B33 123
Familes
Total....ooeaalt Gesearrinnaes . 53 934 5223 o7 4 790 8.9 4 858 9.0 4 829 2.0
Age of Householder
Undeor 26 2727 835 23.3 576 211 590 218 583 21.4
2510 44 24 544 2 787 1.3 2 503 10.2 2 548 10.4 2 623 10.3
45 to 64 17 052 1 230 8.0 1 164 8.5 1174 8.5 1175 a5
65 yoars 8 710 581 68 547 6.3 545 8.3 547 8.3
Size of F
2 272 1 807 8.1 1 877 75 1 705 7 1 6898 76
12 510 1132 8.0 268 8.0 1026 8.2 1-009 a1
11 53% 1075 0.3 1 005 87 1016 8.8 1 007 8.7
4 840 863 13.4 808 123 609 123 608 123
1 782 nz 178 20 163 281 16.4 293 16.4
Bg1 230 258 214 240 212 238 214 24,0
45 529 3 135 1] 2 916 6.4 2 920 8.4 2 028 8.4
22 334 2 050 9.2 18 8.5 1 888 8.5 1 885 8.5
& 784 1 920 283 1714 253 1768 28.1 1741 257
4 197 1 670 308 1 473 3514 1 528 36.3 1 498 357
1821 188 104 160 9.9 161 9.8 161 8.9
729 120 18.5 113 158 114 158 114 15.8
53 358 5 200 8.7 4 770 8.9 4 837 8.1 4 BOD 9.0
41 668 2 853 88 2 816 83 2 839 8.3 2 630 8.3
32 217 1 254 39 1 149 36 1155 a8 1149 38
30 505 1 041 3.4 061 3.4 663 a1 861 3.4
9 469 1 589 18.9 i 487 15.5 1 484 15.7 1 481 5.8
11 870 2 347 201 2 154 18.5 2199 18.8 2 179 18.7




Table 2. Poverty Status of
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits,

—Con.

(Numbers in thousands. Parsons end familles s of March 1884, For meaning of symbols, 8se text)

Persons and Families, by the Official Poverty Definition and
by Selected Characteristics: 1983

Below 125 percent of the poverty level

W Markel value Reciplent value Poverty budget
Characteristic concept concapt share concept
Poverty Poverty Poverty
Number rate Number rete Number rate Number rate
YALUING FOOD AND HOUSING
ONLY-CON.
33 310 189 31 836 18.1 32 148 16.3 32 037 16.2
4 452 260 4 287 25.1 4 N6 252 4 302 251
7 188 215 6 848 204 8 8T7 20.5 6 BS2 205
4 289 17.9 4171 174 4 108 17.5 4 180 175
8120 135 7 M 12.8 7 820 1.0 7 609 13.0
4 528 116 4 385 11.2 4 443 11.4 4 442 114
4 735 19.9 4 04T 182 4 487 16.9 4 452 187
25 560 149 24 480 143 24 607 144 24 518 14.3
17 605 1.8 18 B86 11.4 16 951 114 16 908 11.4
7113 17.0 8 778 16.2 6 BOS 163 6719 182
T 372 385 7 040 368 7 100 371 7 G55 388
3 929 550 3778 52.8 3 800 53.2 3 7685 52.9
. 563 13.8 555 13.2 585 132 555 13.2
Related chiidren under 18 years ... . 233 8 226 22 27 2.2 226 212
In unrelatod subfamilies............0e 457 5.7 456 51.8 453 51.2 458 518
Unrelatod individuals .. ... cieeeeaeaine 7 292 28.7 8 900 27.2 7 089 279 7 065 278
deasimsensanrentaranar 2 518 226 2 443 1.9 2 478 2232 2479 223
65 and over.......ccueneeiees 485 30.1 441 274 482 2.7 455 282
deeeiasrrraan Ceenanan 4774 335 4 457 313 4 613 324 4 5868 322
65 yOars and OVET. ....ouiieaareers 2 460 40.0 2 185 355 2 320 ar7 2275 3ro
Residence
tnside metropolitan areas .............. 19 139 145 18 289 13, 18 472 14.0 18 297 140
Inside contral ciies . .........000eaeen 6 235 18.5 o 769 18.5 8 910 18,8 8 845 18.7
Outside contral cities .......cccuavnne 9 804 118 0 490 11. D 562 11.4 9 542 1.3
Cutside motropolitan 8reas., ........ooxe 14 170 21.4 13 578 20, 13 678 207 13 651 7
68 563 152 6 151 143 8 273 14.5 6 21 14.4
8 530 163 8 164 156 8 213 15.7 8 203 15T
11 089 17.6 10 631 17.0 10 704 172 10 747 171
7127 18.1 6 839 17.4 § 869 17.5 6 865 175
7 329 138 7 034 13.0 7077 13.1 7 048 131
803 20.4 776 285 785 28.8 7768 28.5
3774 154 3 602 14.7 3 &1 148 3 6807 147
1 742 2.7 1 684 9.4 1701 8.5 1 689 2.4
1 011 1.8 971 1.2 869 114 ar4 112
Size of Family
ZPOrBOMSE _.ivvirnnsirireaeriirnnents 2 607 1.7 2 503 12 2 531 114 2.514 113
. 1 544 123 1 482 118 1 48B3 11.9 1 483 11.8
1 530 133 1 466 127 147 127 1 469 127
8853 181 888 17.6 B&a 17.8 868 17.8
450 253 430 244 434 243 430 241
306 343 285 3.9 286 320 285 e
4 708 103 4 531 100 4 547 10.0 4 540 10.0
3 028 136 2 897 13.0 2 909 13.0 2 868 13¢
Prosent .......cooearin PP cannan . 2 409 355 2 297 32.9 2224 343 2 303 339
With related children under 18 years .. 2 003 47.7 191 458 1 630 482 1825 45.9
Male householder, no wife present...... 214 13.2 205 128 205 127 205 126
With related chidren under 18 years .. 144 19.7 14 19.4 142 19.4 141 194
Work Experience of Householder
Total chillan householders ....... 7 258 13.6 & o 134 704 134 6 985 121
diannns sernnnaan PP 4 21 10.4 4 028 8.7 4 055 0.7 4 035 8.7
Workod 50 10 52 woeks ......i..ies . 1 953 B.1 1 887 59 1 896 59 1 887 5.0
Fi 1 681 5.4 1 605 5.2 1613 53 1 605 52
Worked 1 t0 40 weeks. . ..........00e 2 258 239 2 142 226 2 160 28 2 148 227
Did not work last year .......... 3 047 26.1 2 842 25.2 2 858 254 F3: ) 253




Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Familles, by the Officlal Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983

—Con.
{Numbers In thousands. Perscns and famifies as of March 1984, For meaning of symbola, see text)
Below 100 percent ¢f the poverty level
Current Market value Recipient value Poverty budget
Characteristic csﬁrmw concept concept share concept
Total Number rete Number rate Nurnber rata Number rate
VALUING FOOD AND HOUSING
ONLY-CON.
Biack
Persons
L= - 27 668 9 B85S 35.7 8 480 30.7 e 813 AR 8 628 32
3 A28 1 648 485 1 478 444 1 543 483 1 510 45.4
8 051 2738 452 2 281 7.7 2 377 393 2313 382
3 619 1 465 37.4 1273 25 192 335 1 288 328
7 640 2 156 27.2 1 848 233 1818 242 1877 28
4 238 1 D84 258 939 586 23 960 221
21 796 363 662 30.2 677 309 662 30.2
24 143 8 3681 7 133 05 7 400 307 7 235 309
12 886 2 344 18.2 249072 18.1 2 087 16.2 2 085 16.2
4193 261 22.9 851 203 848 202 B60 20.5
prosont 10 085 5 754 5§7.2 4 808 471.7 5 075 50.4 4 892 486
Relatad chikiren under 18 years ... 4 652 3 185 68.5 2 688 57.7 2 855 614 2738 58.9
, No wite 1182 283 24.0 255 21.7 244 208 250 219
360 112 a2 100 219 95 26.4 102 283
257 170 85.9 164 638 184 838 164 6.6
3 268 1334 40.8 1184 88.2 1241 38.0 1229 318
1 682 578 344 5368 319 551 3248 555 33.0
229 105 48.0 83 40.7 04 41.0 83 40,7
1 506 756 477 848 40.8 890 435 G674 42.5
536 340 63.6 260 48.8 280 52.3 280 48.8
2t 039 7017 34 8 008 285 a8 262 208 6123 28.1
14 905 5 514 7.0 4 851 2 4 874 327 4 737 1.8
8 135 1 503 245 1 355 2.4 1 388 286 1 386 226
8 628 2 867 43.3 2 475 373 2 551 385 2 505 37.8
5 108 1 688 325 1 457 28.0 1511 29.1 1 476 284
5 208 2 039 39.2 1703 327 1799 .5 1730 33.2
14 841 5 485 375 4 769 328 4 504 3835 4 543 331
2 622 672 258 552 210 500 229 579 221
8 675 2 182 324 1 825 273 1810 208 1 858 27.8
437 200 B6.4 253 578 267 §1.1 262 59.9
3 408 1157 340 959 281 1017 260 877 28.7
1 684 484 24.4 410 20.7 427 21.5 414 20.9
B8 230 er2 203 24.0 199 234 209 24.0
2228 640 20.7 538 24.1 566 25.4 551 24.7
1 587 475 20.9 364 24.2 406 25.7 92 24,7
1 352 an 311 381 26.7 388 287 387 271
775 &n 35.0 242 N3 244 31.5 242 N3
aar 147 38.0 124 20 124 31.9 124 320
348 208 80.0 177 512 181 523 181 524
3 448 533 155 468 136 47 13.7 470 13.8
2 054 338 179 azz 15.7 az2 15.7 323 157
2 874 1 545 538 1 282 448 1 386 475 1311 458
2 250 1 367 60.7 1127 50.1 1213 53.9 1158 51.4
354 B4 3.7 74 21.0 73 20.7 78 213
185 57 30.7 51 278 50 F4{A] 52 283
8 587 2 156 aaz 1819 278 1 904 289 1850 281
4 340 B804 18.5 849 15.0 801 150 a82 153
3135 290 83 215 6.9 224 72 218 7.0
2 875 201 7.0 142 4.9 145 5.1 142 4.9
1 206 514 42.7 434 36.0 468 387 444 388
2 248 1352 802 1170 52.1 1214 54.0 1188 52.9
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Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Families, by the Officlal Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983

—Con.

(Numbers in thousands. Persons and families es of March 1884, For meaning of symbols, see text)

Bolow 125 percent of the poverty tevel

Cumrent Market value Recipient value Poverty budget
Characteristic dsﬂrm concept concept share concept
Poverty Poverty Poverty Poverty
Number rate Number rate Mesnber rate Murnber rate
YALUING FOOD AND HOUSING
ONLY-CON.
Black
Porsons
B 12 080 437 11 408 412 11 485 415 11 507 49186
Age
Under 1 942 58.9 1 887 58.1 1 888 50.2 1 870 56.2
8to amn S54.0 3 084 50.8 3 08 51.0 3 081 509
18 to 1708 438 16839 418 1 641 419 1 858 423
25 to 2 689 339 2 543 320 2 81 324 2 582 a3
45 to 1 402 33.1 1 314 31.0 1 334 315 1 337 ANs
85 yoars and over 1 069 48.8 882 44.8 881 448 1 000 456
Family Status
LR T 10 300 427 g 718 403 9773 405 o 768 40,5
.............. 3 381 26.2 3 181 24.7 3 204 248 3 188 24.7
Relatad children under 18 years 1 309 334 1 308 31.2 1315 34 1 308 312
, N0
PrOSOOT . ... ievarimaraar e st 8 529 85.0 8 179 £1.4 6 224 61.8 B8 223 a1.8
Related children under 18 years ... 3 519 75.8 3 344 719 a 370 724 3 380 722
Maie householdor, no wife vaes 380 321 358 30.3 345 26.2 358 303
Retated children under 18 years ... 153 425 142 39.4 135 375 142 30.4
tn unrolated subfamilies.. .. 196 76.2 190 73.9 190 73.8 106 782
tirmelated individuats .. 1 584 485 1 500 459 1 822 466 1 543 47.2
702 41.7 683 40.6 €94 413 688 4.5
141 " 61.8 135 50.2 137 50.9 137 £0.0
BB2 55.8 B17 515 828 522 845 533
409 764 360 873 387 88.5 374 9.9
8 583 40. 8 087 383 B 138 38.7 B8 147 38.7
8 647 448 8 225 418 8 209 42,3 & 292 422
1 638 ne 1 842 30.0 1 839 30.0 1 855 302
3 4066 52 3 341 50.4 3 347 50.5 3 360 50.7
1 568 379 1 838 353 1 B34 353 1 862 358
2 485 417 23N 448 2 360 45.3 2 348 451
8 761 48.2 6 416 438 6 441 440 g 460 44.1
865 3.0 825 s 849 324 839 320
2 687 40.3 2 514 7.7 2 552 382 2 51 37.9
319 73.0 305 69.7 306 70.8 307 703
1 392 40.9 1 304 38.3 1332 39.1 1313 38.68
644 325 504 289 604 30.5 509 30.2
332 391 312 36.8 307 382 312 36.8
a7 368.7 757 34.0 7 .9 764 343
800 378 541 4 558 35.2 549 4.6
485 359 487 345 477 353 470 347
355 459 337 436 a37 438 337 438
202 52.1 191 45.4 188 47.9 191 40.4
227 65.8 220 83.5 218 825 220 63.5
784 228 37 214 743 218 730 214
539 26.2 508 247 512 24.9 506 247
1 787 822 1 688 58.0 1702 59.2 1883 58.6
. 1 548 68,8 1 442 841 1 474 5.5 1453 4.6
Male houssholder, no wife present ... 118 327 109 30.8 107 30.2 108 308
With related chikdren under 18 years .. 75 40.7 T2 38,0 70 an7 72 39.0
2 667 40.5 2 495 37.9 253 385 2 512 381
1115 25.7 1007 23.2 10358 238 1012 23.3
505 16.1 443 14.1 459 14.6 443 141
k.l 13.8 340 11.8 353 12.3 340 11.8
610 50.7 564 4638 576 478 569 47.2
1 552 89.1 1 488 86.2 1 488 88.7 1 800 80.8
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Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Familles, by the Officlal Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983
—Con.

{Numbers In thousands. Persons and familles as of March 1984. For meaning of symbols, see text)

Below 100 percent of the poverty levet ;
Cwmﬂnﬁgmty Market value . Recipiont value Paovarty budget
Characteristic definition concept concept share concept
Poverty Poverty Poverty Poverty
Total Number rata Number rate Number rate Number rate
YALUING FOOD AND HOUSING
ONLY-CON.
Spanish Origin'
Persons
Total covnrivrnnrirrnariinnnanaas 14 938 4 249 28.4 3 870 25.9 3 830 263 3 812 282
Age
Under B yBars......ocoviuvusniivannnns 2 009 B840 #11.8 783 300 795 Bs 788 301
Go17yolrs ..o cesae 3 841 1320 38.2 1196 328 1203 33.0 1204 33t
180 24 years ......... 2 019 554 215 520 258 523 258 521 258
251044 YORMB ... .cnniirannnnnnns 4 551 1033 7 207 964 212 §53 209
450684 yerrs ... .uuuens rsarerasannn 249073 353 17.0 314 151 3268 15.8 333 18.1 ;
G5yparsandover ............... 645 149 23.1 115 17.8 117 18.2 1ns 178 ‘
Famity Status
Infamilles .......ooomeniiainaan.s 13 754 3822 278 3 480 25.4 3 535 25.7 3 515 25.8
tamilies........o..cnnn 10 580 2 154 204 1 881 188 1 997 188 1 6689 18.8
Related under 18 years .... 4 074 1085 269 1 o 248 1016 24.9 1013 24.9
Female householder, no husband
PrOSOM .o vvarrtarrarrannarnnannnns 2741 1 549 56.5 1 408 51.3 1 435 52.4 1 423 51.9
Related children under 10 years .... 1 354 058 706 280 842 883 652 878 4.8
Male householder, no wife 453 119 26.3 102 26 103 228 1 26
142 54 38.0 44 3.2 A4 a2 44 312
85 &7 59.5 57 58.5 57 50.5 57 59.5
1 08% 370 34.0 324 28.7 339 3 340 3z
598 172 8.7 185 275 187 280 188 28.0
57 22 (8) 20 ) 21 (B) S.S»B)
490 188 40.3 158 3 171 350 172 1
116 £3 45.8 32 271 34 293 271
12 817 3 587 218 3 249 254 3 305 258 3 288 25.7
7 511 2 354 ne 2 186 201 2 243 209 2 224 298
5 1173 1 1 061 20.0 1 082 200 1 084 201
2121 882 321 621 202 625 29.5 624 204
2 827 1 028 39.14 893 340 520 354 g 35.0
1083 206 26.2 274 251 274 251 274 25.1
4 880 1259 258 1138 233 1151 236 1143 234
8 338 1675 26.4 1 587 24.7 1576 24.9 1578 24.9
Families
3 587 833 26.1 843 238 ga2 24.2 853 23.8
306 143 488 131 ‘220 122 4386 131 4.0
2 009 563 28.0 506 252 520 259 512 255
1018 183 17.9 168 16.5 172 188 172 18.9
233 45 181 ar 161 ar 16.7 37 18.1
854 186 21.8 170 189 178 208 178 208
823 218 283 181 219 190 231 182 22.2
865 207 240 182 222 188 22.5 195 2.5
528 139 26.4 13N 24.7 1 247 131 247
264 89 33.8 35 a3 s 83 31.5
froc ) o5 406 87 373 88 37.0 :14 ara
2 606 456 17.9 426 163 431 166 428 168.5
1 865 3099 21.4 386 16.6 era) 199 388 19.7
[y O T 810 433 53.5 388 48.0 401 49.8 395 48.8
‘With refated children under 15 vears .. &n 401 8.6 358 56.8 370 58.8 364 57.7
Male householdor, no wife present ...... 151 M 225 20 19.0 29 1841 28 18.1
With retated childron under 15 yaars | a1 27 33.3 22 26.8 22 27.1 22 273
Work Experi of Household
Total civilian householders ....... 3 517 /M 265 B41 239 860 245 as2 242
Worked........ seeavanreeronnn . 2 688 464 172 424 15.7 429 159 426 158
Worked 50 to 52 weeks . . 1811 180 2.8 169 8.8 71 8.9 169 88
ult 1 802 165 9.1 146 8.1 148 8.2 148 8.4
Worked 1 to 4! 788 275 34.9 255 324 258 27 257 328
Did not work Iast vear. ................. 818 467 374 “7 51.0 432 528 428 52.0

'Persons ¢f Spanish origin may be of any race.
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Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Families, by the Official Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983
—Con.

(Numbers In thousanda. Persons and families ae of March 1984, For meaning of symbols, see taxt)

oy

sluwuvywines oo

Below 125 percent of the poverty levet
Current Rgvm‘ry Market value Recipient value Poverty budget
Characteristic definition concept concept share concept
Porverty Poverty Poverty Poverty
MNumber rate Humber rate Number rate Number rate
VALUING FOOD AND HOUSING
ONLY—CON.
Spanish Origin?
Persons
Total ... 5 587 374 5283 354 5 335 5.7 5 309 35.5
Age
Under 8 years .........cvvvevurivnnans 1 517 485 209 49.7 498
Glo17years ... ..coonveiiiinicnnnnens 113 471.0 1 814 443 1 626 44.7 1614 443
18024 y0arS ..o vvvinrnsiinnnren e bk 353 343 699 34.8 34.3
P T 1 378 30.3 1310 28.8 1319 29.0 1313 28.9
A5 64 years (... ......o.iiiinunn ve 499 24.1 469 2286 477 230 AT4 28
65 yoars Bnd OVEr.....c.uvvvriiirernras 245 38.0 213 33.0 215 333 220 34.1
Family Status
Intemiies ........coiivrannerieninnnas 5 059 36.8 4 708 4.9 4 B35 35.2 4 799 34
nrried-coug:e familes ......c0iieeas 3120 29.8 2 543 27.9 2 982 201 2 943 27.
Related children under 18 years .... 1 566 3.5 1 462 359 1 489 38.1 1 462 35
Femnale householder, no husband
Present ....ouereniriansonnanracans 1 802 B5.7 1738 63,3 1 754 84.0 1738 63,
Retated children under 16 years ... 1 067 708 1 035 76.4 1 045 72 1 038 78.
Mala householder, no wife 128 283 118 26.1 118 26.1 118 26.
Reolatad children under 18 years ... 57 403 52 38.3 52 36.3 52 38.
tn unrelated subfamilles .. .............. 81 637 81 83.7 a1 83.7 &1 83,
Unrelated individuals ............ aen 467 42.9 435 30.0 440 40.4 449 41.
211 352 200 33.4 201 336 204 34,
34 (Bg 26 4&8& 29 {B) 29 {B
258 52. 235 . 235 48.6 245 B0
B84 71.8 65 571 67 57.9 3 62.8
4 678 38.5 4 425 s 4 487 349 4 440 34.8
078 41.0 2 912 30.8 2 957 30.4 2 925 3.9
1 601 30.2 1513 285 1510 28.5 1 518 28.6
909 428 B&Y 410 869 40.9 41.0
1223 1141 43.4 1183 44.3 1150 438
358 27 k23 a2z 348 an.z 342 313
sl 352 1 631 334 1 647 33.7 1 638 335
2 200 36.1 2 180 34.4 2178 34.4 2 182 M4
1224 343 1 165 a2 1175 329 1 1568 32.7
187 54.7 164 53.5 165 54.0 164 835
728 36.1 692 4.5 867 347 693 M5
256 252 240 238 244 2.9 240 235
75 322 60 207 €9 297 ] 20.7
257 309 238 279 243 285 239
283 31.8 258 313 258 313 258 31.3
267 0.9 255 205 257 28.7 285 29.
- 188 358 183 u.7 183 a7 183 34,
119 45.3 12 423 13 428 112 42,
130 559 120 S1.4 2 51.8 120 51
681 261 844 247 849 249 844 24.7
568 30.4 539 288 543 291 539 289
506 825 487 80.2 402 80.7 488 80.3
455 721 441 60.§ 443 70.3 442 70.0
7 24.7 2.7 k) 227 34 227
20 35.6 27 332 27 33.2 27 332
1211 34.4 1152 328 1162 30 1153 328
663 248 626 232 832 234 826 23.2
209 16.2 260 15.2 204 15.4 290 15.2
278 153 258 143 282 14.5 258 14.3
355 45.0 337 42.7 338 4320 337 42.7
547 £6.8 528 84.3 530 848 g27 4.4
Persons of Sparieh ongin may be of any race. ’
15
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Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Famllies, by the Officlal Poverty Definitlon and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983

—Con.
{Numbers in thousands. Persons and families as of March 1984. For meaning of symbols, see text)

Below 100 percent of the poverly level
Current poverty Market value Recipiont value Poverty budget
Characteristic defination concept concept share concept
Poverty Poverty Povorty Poverty
Total Number rata Number rate Number rate Number rate
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
ALL MEDICAL BENEFITS
All Races
231 612 35 266 15.2 23 739 10.2 30 202 130 29 935 128
21 205 5 302 250 a 868 18.2 4792 ° 2268 4 849 219
935 8 505 208 5 812 14.2 7-325 17.8 7 166 17.5
878 4 638 17.2 3 857 134 4 483 158 4 430 154
70 230 8 3m 1.9 8 313 8.0 7 460 108 7 353 105
273 4 430 10.0 3 021 8.8 3 BB3 8.7 3 953 8.9
28 am 141 869 33 2280 8.7 2 384 8.1
201 142 .27 804 138 18 831 9.4 23 828 1.8 23 488 1.7
185 681 15 001 2.1 10 870 8.6 12 661 7.8 13 041 79
47 801 L] 13.1 4 782 10,0 5 574 1.7 5 554 116
29 829 12 020 402 7 401 24.7 10 102 4.1 9 755 326
12 100 8 709 55.4 4 231 350 5 798 47.9 5 508 455
Male houscholder, noMfegmoem 5 552 782 141 10.1 875 122 889 124
Relatod children under 18 years 483 235 228 243 16.4 262 18.0 288 194
tn unrelated subfamilies 1213 830 519 523 43 49.4 569 40.4
29 257 6 32 234 4 385 150 5775 18.7 5850 | 200
13 185 2 619 19.6 2 044 155 2 416 184 2 460 18,7
865 412 22.1 85 4.5 300 18.1 300 16.1
18 102 4 213 28.2 2 341 145 3 359 20.9 3 300 21.1
8 727 1 881 ar7 agr 58 1134 189 1 108 185
157 815 21 750 138 14 276 a.1 ‘18 816 11.8 18 404 1.7
84 BO7 12 872 198 B8 015 123 10 830 168 10 751 16.6
92 709 8 978 08 6 261 6.9 7 668 84 © 7 653 8.3
73 897 13 518 183 9 483 128 11 587 15.7 11 534 15.8
49 132 8 561 134 3 718 78 5 379 108 5 353 109
265 8 538 146 5 715 8.8 7 432 127 7 303 125
78 570 13 484 17.2 9 482 121 11 482 14.8 11 446 14.6
45 616 8 684 147 4 824 10.8 5 896 128 5 833 128
681 997 T 841 123 5 080 8.2 6 478 10.4 8 389 103
3 258 205 724 2.2 878 26.9 25.8
28 895 4 061 14.2 2 878 10.0 3 554 124 120
20 82 1776 8.7 1235 8.1 1541 76 1 538 7.8
P 682 1 87 243 25 507 5.2 574 5.9
24 831 2 501 101 1 524 8.1 2 028 82 2 027 8.2
14 427 1 645 1.4 1 088 75 1 368 8.5 1 327 8.2
13 228 1 553 17 1109 8.3 1389 10.6 1 362 10.3
5 918 074 18.5 L T22 122 840 143 850 4.4
2 276 488 215 326 14.3 424 186 420 185
] 318 478 383 n7 24.0 410 Mo 403 305
50 090 3 820 7.8 2 685 5.4 3 229 8.4 3277 85
25 172 2 545 10.1 1 645 77 2 255 2.0 2 248 8.8
9 879 a 557 360 2 200 223 308 30.5 2875 281
8 60% 3118 47.2 1 957 208 2 676 40.5 . 2524 | -
2 030 264 13.0 196 87 232 1.4 226 116
843 188 18.7 141 150 164 17.4 168 8
81 301 7 610 124 5 052 B.2 B 440 105 § 380 10.4
47 088 3 785 B0 2 584 83 3 349 7.1 3 272 6.9
36 189 1 588 4.4 1 340 ar 1 404 3.9 1 389 a8
Full time . . . . 34 269 1 268 8 1 088 a2 1138 33 1132 33
Worked 1 to 49 weeks .. 10 899 2 169 18.9 1 644 15.1 1 845 17.8 1 882 17.3
Did not work lastyear.............. 14 214 3 845 27.0 2 D68 1486 3 100 218 3_088 21.7
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Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Familles, by the Official Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983

—Con.

{Numbers in thousands. Persons and families as of March 1984. For meaning of symbols, ses text)

Below 125 percent of the poverty level

Cument Market value Recipient value Poverty budget
Characteristic nrkaﬁr\‘mteﬂ'y concept concept share concept
Peowerty
Number raie Number rate Number Pov:g Number rate
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
ALL MEDICAL BENEFITS
All Races
Persons
L . PN 47 124 . 203 36 841 158 43 488 188 43 544 i6.8
Ageo
Under 8 yBaIS ... 0. viiresrnrrnrnnnnes 6 694 318 5 931 28,0 8 0.2 6 380 30.1
6 to 1?‘ymn ................ 10 614 268.7 g 267 228 10 241 25.0 10 220 25.0
18024 ¥8ar8 .. oenvvevnrnrnncaannann 6 274 219 5 533 183 & 018 210 8 028 210
251044 YBArB .o vuuiii i iy 11 263 18.0 9 666 138 10 621 15.1 10 648 15.2
AS 10 B4 YBAMB .....iviiniiaviriianas g 081 1.7 4 589 10.4 5 821 12.7 5 726 12,8
Eysamandover............ioieeuan, 5 6838 224 1 925 73 4 546 173 4 543 172
Family Status
In families ........... ar 208 18.5 30 189 15.0 34 497 17.2 34 617 17.2
L 21 906 13.3 8 118 10.9 20 342 129 20 418 123
Related under 18 . 9 013 18.9 781 18.7 B 454 17.8 8 463 17.7
Female houssholder, no
PFESON . .cuvrivrrareerrananraconnn 14 296 47.8 11 238 ars 13 258 443 13 279 44.4
Relatad chiliren under 18 YOoRrS .... 7 648 63.2 8 350 525 7 283 £6.9 722 59.7
Male householder, no Mfagraaam 1 004 1841 a15 147 897 168.2 g22 16.6
Related d\ildmn under 1 . 407 274 354 239 374 252 382 258
In subfamiBes................ 699 57.7 685 54.9 683 56.9 892 57.1
Umdaleckxﬁvktmls Cearraierraareaees 9128 312 6 107 20.9 8 788 203 8 235 281
............... 3 349 255 2 689 203 312 241 3 200 242
837 34.2 218 11.8 522 280 511 27.4
5 780 359 3 437 213 5 114 1.8 5 035 N3
2 858 431 849 141 2 304 M3 2175 323
28 901 18.3 22 395 142 26 588 189 28 829 16.8
18 713 25.7 12 610 19.4 15 342 236 15 350 23.6
12 189 131 g 785 10.8 11 248 121 11 279 122
18 222 246 14 545 19.7 18 878 228 16 915 228
8 729 i7.8 & 268 128 7 903 168.1 7 888 16.0
11 197 19.2 8728 15.0 10 322 17.7 0 343 17.7
18 180 231 14 832 18.6 18 84 214 16 637 218
9 018 198 7 3N 18.0 8 400 18.4 8 378 e84
10 358 16.7 8 074 13.0 9 489 153 9 518 163
1172 36.0 1 043 R0 1 134 34.8 1119 343
5 353 18.7 4 822 16.1 5 087 177 5 033 175
2 458 121 1 946 :X:) 2272 1.2 2 285 11.2
1374 14.2 463 4.8 996 10.3 1079 1141
3 501 141 2 307 8.3 3035 122 3 080 124
2 209 153 1728 120 2 026 14.0 2018 14.0
4 2 088 158 1 B44 139 1 988 15.0 1 881 150
5 1 302 220 1 144 18.3 1245 21.0 1 248 211
Spersons ........... £82 30.0 569 250 . 634 218 842 28.2
T PErsONI OF MOME ..u.vsuucsrvasnnsaan 877 438 482 366 540 408 538 40.8
Type of Famnily
families ...... TR TN 5 708 114 4 450 8.9 5 187 10.4 § 237 10.5
With related children under 1 . 3 737 148 3 200 1341 3 528 14.0 3 518 140
) O
PrEsemt ... ..iiaiianaitiaisasiinsinnn 4 306 43.8 3 344 39 3972 40.2 3 98z 401
With related d'llldfen under 16 yoars . 3 850 56,2 2 675 45.0 3 442 521 3 404 51.5
Male householder, no prasem 343 188 280 138 308 15.2 ne 158
With retated cﬂldren under 18 years 228 242 201 213 213 2.8 218 231
Work Experience of Househoider
Total civillan householders ... .. . 10 258 16.7 7 084 13.0 9 379 153 D 426 15.4
Worked ... ccvariiiiiarienrieesrninas 5 484 11.8 4 833 10.3 5181 1.0 5113 109
WOtked 50t0 52 weeks ............. 2 535 7.0 2 206 8.3 2 am 66 2an 8.6
......................... 2 119 6.2 1837 5.7 2 004 58 1 982 58
Worhoditoﬂwaeks........... 2 840 271 2 537 233 270 254 274 252
Did not work fast year ...v.eevaiainnas 4772 338 3 151 222 4218 29.7 4 313 303
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Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Familles, by the Official Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983

—Con.

(Numbers In thousands. Persons and famillos as of March 1984, For meaning of symbaols, see taxt)

Below 100 porcent of the poverty level
Current poverty Market value Raciplent value Poverly budget
Characieristic definition concept concept share concept
Poverty Poverty Poverty Poverty
Total Number rate Number rate Number rate Number rate
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
ALL MEDICAL BEXEFITS—CON.
White
Persons
Totb.ooleaetes iesrraaananas . 187 671 23 674 121 16 858 :X.] 20 782 10.5 20 744 10.5
Aga
Under & years 17 140 3 403 19.9 2 609 15.2 3 088 18.0 3017 17.8
6 to 17 33 488 5§ 375 16.1 393 1.7 4722 141 4 €87 13.8
18102 23 839 3 242 13.5 271 11.4 3 008 12,6 3 005 1268
25 to 44 . 80 223 5 874 2.8 4 833 7.7 5 322 8.8 5 277 8.8
45 to 84 3¢ 109 3220 8.2 2 380 8.0 280 7.4 2 g42 7.8
85 years and over 237N 2 B&O 12.0 692 29 1775 7.5 1 838 7.7
Family Status
Intamilies ......ccocvevmnnens traminaas 174 118 18 289 10.7 13 170 7.7 15 922 2.3 15 835 8.2
M. e families........... 148 061 11 852 0.0 a8 950 60 10 317 7.0 10 383 7.0
Related children under 16 years .... 41 674 4 068 1.7 3 885 8.3 4 365 10.4 4 348 10.4
Female householder, no husband
19 153 5 958 3l 3 870 202 5 194 271 5§ 035 26.3 1
7 149 3 358 449 2 209 308 2 854 413 2 848 398
4 204 461 1.¢ 350 8.3 410 b8 416 9.9
1 068 202 18.0 158 14.8 178 18.7 179 16.8
884 414 488 358 40.3 380 441 00 44.1
25 369 5291 209 3433 13.5 4 480 17.7 4 520 17.8
11 136 1826 17.3 1 544 138 17 18.1 1 819 16.3
1613 298 18.5 72 45 224 12.9 21 13.7
14 233 3 365 238 1 883 133 2 688 18.9 2701 18.0
6 148 1 507 245 325 53 21% 149 148
131 677 13 770 10.5 B 845 7.3 12 004 8.1 11 846 0.1
. 47 364 6 681 14.1 4 488 8.5 5 806 123 5 789 122
84 183 7 110 8.4 65 147 B.1 & 198 74 6 157 73
66 094 10 204 154 733 1.1 8 788 133 8 798 133
43 13 4 745 1.0 2 790 6.5 3 p22 9.1 3 897 9.0
52 385 g 353 121 4 471 a5 5 820 10.7 5 598 10.7
&2 881 7729 12.3 § 718 8.1 6 649 10.8 8 678 108
39 282 5 148 131 3 978 101 4 601 11.7 4 571 1.8
53 934 5 223 87 3 658 68 4 500 83 4477 8.a ‘
2727 835 233 503 18.4 877 1.2 560 205 |
24 544 2 767 113 2 057 B.4 2 457 10.0 2 401 9.8
17 95 1 230 6.9 934 5.2 1112 62 1114 8.2
8 710 591 8.8 172 20 355 4.1 402 4.6
22 272 1 807 B.1 1143 5.1 1 464 6.7 1 495 8.7
12 510 1132 9.0 789 8.3 264 7.7 843 75
11 539 1075 2.3 818 71 282 8.5 869 a4
4 940 12.4 511 103 585 11.9 584 11.8
1782 nr 17.8 23 13.0 282 15.8 280 15.7
291 230 258 175 198 203 2.t 205 229
i
Married-coupta famikes 45 529 3 135 8.8 2 289 5.0 2 680 59 2 715 8.0
hmbandwu‘ . 22 34 2 050 9.2 + 627 73 1 831 B2 1 823 8.2
Female householder, no
present......couiiiinniiaes 8 784 1 920 283 t 248 18.4 1 660 24 1 608 2.7
With refatad children under 16 years .. 4 197 1 670 398 1099 262 1 463 349 139 332
Male householder, no wife present ...... 1 621 168 10.4 129 80 151 9.3 154 9.5
With relatad chlidren under 18 years .. 729 120 168.5 ) 134 106 149 1o 151 ‘
|
|
53 356 5 200 8.7 3 645 8.8 4 480 8.4 4 457 B.4
41 688 2 853 88 2 348 58 2 575 6.2 2 537 8.1 |
az 217 1 254 33 1096 34 1139 35 1131 a5 |
30 505 1 041 3.4 230 a0 255 3.1 953 31
9 469 1 589 16.9 1 252 13.2 1 436 1562 1 405 148
11 670 2 347 201 1297 1.1 1 805 163 1 920 185
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Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Families, by the Officlal Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983

—Con.

(Numbers in thousands. Parsons and tamilles as of March 1684. For meaning of symbols, see text)

Below 125 percent of the poverty level

Current Market value Recipient value Poverty budget
Characteristic W concept concept share concapt
Poverty Poverty Poverty
Number rate Number rate Number rate Number rate
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
ALL MEDICAL BENEFITS-—COH
White
33 30 188 26 380 133 30 673 155 30 696 155
4 452 28.0 4 018 23.4 4 268 24.9 4 249 24.8
7 188 215 8 250 18.7 8 756 202 a8 T4 20.
4 289 179 3 005 163 4 142 17.3 4 135 17.3
8 120 12.5 7141 1.9 7 699 128 7 708 128
4 628 11.8 3 517 8.0 4 169 10.7 4276 109
4 735 19.9 1 531 B4 3 508 15.2 3 589 151
25 560 149 21 063 123 23 844 138 23 717 13.8
17 805 118 14 621 ) 16 288 1.0 16 351 1.0
7113 17.0 8 341 15.1 6 715 18.0 6 694 16.0
7372 385 5 958 31.1 8 825 358 8 829 35.7
3 929 55.0 3 381 47.0 3729 5§22 3 713 51.9
583 13.9 484 1.5 531 128 537 128
233 218 213 20.0 223 209 222 20.8
457 51.7 434 48.1 447 5068 450 51.0
7 292 28.7 4 883 19.2 € 582 2598 8 528 25.7
2 518 226 2 027 182 2 387 214 2 400 218
485 30.1 160 8.9 390 242 arg 235
4 774 335 2 B8 169 4 185 295 4128 20.0
2 460 40.0 814 13.2 1933 314 1 832 29.8
19 139 145 15 027 11.4 17 584 13.3 17 598 13.4
9 235 185 7 066 14.9 8§ 442 17.8 B 445 17.8
o 9504 11.8 7 861 8.5 9122 10.8 9 153 10.8
14 170 21.4 11 333 171 13 108 198 13 088 188
8 563 15.2 4 804 10.8 5 926 13.7 5 807 13.7
8 530 18.3 & 842 13.1 7 864 15.0 7 872 15.0
11 089 17.8 9 028 14.4 10 290 16.4 10 323 18.4
7127 181 5 796 148 6 533 16.8 £ 594 168
7 929 13.8 5 807 108 6 698 12.4 6 743 125
Under 2D yOars .........cceevvivnnnnas 803 294 724 285 760 286 768 282
2510 A4 YOAMS . ....oiiiiiiiaiiiiiaaens 3774 15.4 a 327 138 3 583 14.8 3 568 145
45tos4ym................., ...... 1 742 9.7 1438 8.0 1621 8.0 1 832 2.1
BS5years and OVEf.......cvnaninnes 101 11.8 318 a7 714 82 773 a9
2 6807 1.7 1727 78 2 250 101 2 303 10.3
1 544 123 1 260 101 1 433 1.5 1 427 11.4
1 530 133 1374 1.8 1 453 126 1 451 126
893 181 803 | - . 183 859 17.4 860 17.4
450 253 382 214 421 23.8 422 237
308 4.3 261 293 283 3.7 280 N4
4 708 103 3 707 81 4 280 2.4 4 322 0.5
3 v28 1.6 2 683 121 2 8ee 128 2 858 128
present .......iiieinnnrnans 2 409 355 1 920 283 2220 327 2 222 328
With related chlidmn under 18 years . 2 003 47.7 1 693 40.3 1 898 452 1 888 44.9
Maje househoider, no prasem 214 132 180 1.1 197 12.2 199 123
With relateddidtwmdu 18 yoars .. 144 1y 133 18.3 140 18.2 139 18.1
Work Experlence of Householder
Total civiian householders ....... 7 258 138 5 744 108 6 524 12.4 8 680 125
Worked ... 421 10.1 3 782 9.1 3 997 2.8 3 976 9.5
wmedsowszwm.......... . 1 853 6.1 1 812 56 1 869 5.8 1 862 58
....................... . 1 681 54 1 E59 5.1 1 505 5.2 1 587 5.2
w«muwwm............ . 2 258 238 1 970 208 2127 225 2 113 223
Okt not work lastyesar . ............... 3 047 28.1 1 882 18.8 2 638 228 2 704 232
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Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Familles, by the Official Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983
—Con.

(Numbers in thousands, Perscns and families &s of March 1984. For maaning of symbols, see tod)

Below 100 percent of the poverty lavel
Craon ity g ook g eare sonoupt
Characterstic concept concept share concopt
Poverly Povarly Poverty Poverty
Total Number rate Number rate Number rate Number rate
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
ALL MEDICAL BENEFITS-CON.
|
27 868 0 865 367 5 886 212 8 148 29.4 7 941 2.7 ‘
33z 1 648 485 1 104 as.2 1 470 44.2 1 408 423
6 051 2 738 452 1 642 271 2 259 37.3 2 157 35.7
3 818 1 465 74 048 242 12 1.6 1219 30.9
7 840 2 158 272 1 434 18.1 1 B22 229 1781 222
4 238 1 084 258 580 137 875 20.7 602 21.3
21 708 .38.3 157 7.2 482 22.0 501 229
24 143 8 381 34.7 4 652 205 6 BB 28.5 8 648 275
12 896 2 344 18.2 1 419 11.0 1010 14.8 1 929 150
4 183 961 229 648 16.5 815 19.4 817 19.5
10 065 5 754 57.2 3 348 33.2 4 739 471 4 469 44.4
4 852 3 185 88.5 19020 413 2 do8 58.0 2 528 £4.3
1182 283 240 187 158 239 20.2 248 210
360 112 N2 21.2 4 26.1 -] 27.4
257 170 65.8 137 53.4 164 63.6 164 636
3 268 1 334 4038 776 238 1 097 336 1132 3.6
1 682 578 4.4 398 237 512 30.5 528 314
229 105 480 1 4.9 68 297 Ll 31.0
1 586 756 47.7 37e 238 585 369 604 381
538 340 83.6 80 1.1 205 38.3 202 arz
|
21 0638 707 334 4 067 18.3 5 746 273 5 612 267
14 905 5 514 7.0 314 211 4 486 30.1 4 341 29
6 135 1 503 245 626 151 1 260 20.5 1272 207
8 828 2 887 43.3 1 708 271 2 402 36.2 2328 351
5 188 1 688 325 a8ar 181 1 342 258 1 340 258
5 206 2 039 38.2 1 142 2.8 1673 az1 1579 303
14 841 5 485 37.5 3 523 241 4 592 a4 4 508 308
2 622 ar2 25, 364 13.9 541 20.§ 512 18.5
8 675 2 162 324 1254 188 1 757 28.3 1 693 25.4
437 260 668.4 193 442 262 50.9 243 55.5
3 408 1157 3.0 734 21.8 276 28.7 821 7.0
1 564 484 24.4 283 133 aa1 19.2 a4 18.8
848 230 272 83 138 1684 158 18.4
2 228 640 28.7 344 154 504 228 488 21.8
1587 475 26.0 2713 17.2 an 234 as 221
1 352 421 a4 248 18.2 383 26.8 345 25.5
75 2N 35.0 188 24.3 228 206 3 208
387 147 38.0 80 2086 118 30.7 17 30.1
48 208 60.0 124 BT 17 40.6 182 470
3 448 533 15.5 303 8.8 415 121 AZ8 12.4
2 054 368 179 240 "7 309 15.0 300 151
2 874 1 545 63.8 804 3 1271 44,2 1 183 4115
2 250 1367 60.7 802 356 1141 50.7 1 081 47.2
354 84 3.7 58 18.3 M 20.4 72 20.3 |
185 57 30.7 8 203 49 28 50 27.0 |
6 887 2 158 327 1 248 189 1761 1 687 258
4 340 804 18.5 545 128 674 155 839 147
3135 290 8.3 198 83 216 8.9 208 68
2 875 201 7.0 126 4.4 139 48 134 4.7
1 205 514 427 350 29.0 458 33.0 43 357
2 245 700 32 1077 48.0 1 048 46.7

1 352 802

20



Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Families, by the Official Poverty Definition and

Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983

-Con.

(Numbers in thotsands. Persons and familles a3 of March 1884. For meaning of symbols, sea text

Below 125 percent of tha povorty level

Cument Markat value Reciplont value Poverty budget
Characteristic demmﬂy concept concept shara concept
Poverty Poverty Poverty Poverty
Number rate Number rate Mumber rate Number rate
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
ALL MEDICAL BENEFITS—CON.
Black
Parsons
Total. o ceivisiiinranscanaanes 12 080 497 g 118 329 11 154 40.3 1 211 40.5
Age
Under 8 yoars 1 842 58.3 1 845 484 1 B49 55.5 1 843 55.4
8to 176 3am 54.0 2610 431 3 044 50.3 3039 50.2
1ab21yeu:.. 1 708 438 1383 353 1 603 409 1 830 416
25 10 44 yoars . . 2 689 33.9 2 184 272 2 507 ale 2 513 31.7
45 0 64 yeers .. 1 402 331 957 28 1 201 0.2 1304 30.8
65 years and over 1 069 488 as? 16.3 Lr) 36.7 881 40.2
10 300 427 7 583 32y 9 454 39.3 9 549 396
3 381 26.2 2623 203 3100 240 3 009 240
1389 B4 1174 280 1 202 30.8 1 280 30.5
8 539 650 4 975 40,4 & 087 603 6 105 80.7
a 519 758 2 823 80.7 3333 71.8 3 714
380 321 204 249 327 27 348 20.3
153 425 121 3.7 131 8.4 140 38.8
196 762 185 720 190 739 108 8.2
1 564 . 485 1038 318 1 470 45.0 1 465 4.8
702 .7 525 Nz 658 3841 874 40.1
14 81.8 50 21.9 123 539 123 53.7
882 55.6 513 23 a4 51,2 702 49.9
400 76.4 126 235 a1 654 323 802
@ 589 4058 8 405 30.4 7 015 978 7 624 a7y
6 847 4.6 4 875 7 8 119 1.1 6 133 41,1
1 936 31.6 1 531 250 1 708 293 1789 20.2
3 496 527 2 40.9 3 238 489 3 287 49.6
1 068 e 1425 274 1 706 4.6 1818 35.0
2 485 47.7 1 740 394 2 288 440 2297 441
8 78 48.2 5300 02 6 238 426 6 207 43,0
885 330 651 24.8 834 KIE ] 08 304
2 687 40.3 1 985 287 2 454 388 2 454 96.8
319 730 270 618 65.6 300 68.6
1392 40.9 1132 a2 1 an 385 1282 37e
B4 25 451 27 581 26.3 583 204
32 301 132 15.8 258 30.4 280 3.0
2 persons 817 387 521 2.4 nrz 322 78 322
3 persons 600 arse 421 285 537 328 535 3.7
4 porsors .. 485 359 408 0.1 480 347 482 342
S persons .. 355 45.9 204 are 333 43.0 333 430
68 pamons 202 52.1 158 40.7 183 473 1689 489
227 858 185 563.5 215 821 28 83.0
T84 228 565 16.4 707 205 Fahl 206
538 26.2 448 217 498 242 454 241
1787 622 1333 46.4 t 847 57.3 1638 57.0
1548 888 1 200 533 1 450 84.4 1427 63.4
116 27 88 247 100 281 105 29.7
% 40.7 58 321 &5 353 70 are
2 687 40.5 1 967 209 2 435 37.0 2 435 a0
1115 25.7 210 21.0 1015 234 987 227
505 181 413 132 449 14.3 438 13.9
3am 13.8 318 11, 348 12.1 o<1 11.6
810 50.7 497 41.2 566 47.0 B51 45.7
1 552 80.1 1057 47.1 t 420 6.2 1 448 B84.5
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Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Families, by the Official Poverty Definition and

Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983

—Con.

(Numbers in thousands. Parsons and families as of March 1584. For meaning of symbols, see taxt)

Beilow 100 percent of the poverty level

Current paverty Market value Recipient valve Poverty budget
Characteristic dafinstion * concept concept share concept
Poverty
Total Number rate Nurnber rate Nurnber rate
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
ALL MEDICAL BENEFITS~-CON.
Spenish Origin'
Persons
Total .....connnntae rrmaarieanans 14 938 4 249 28.4 3015 20.2 3 738 248
Age
Under 8 years......... PR 2 009 B840 418 629 31.3 73 374
S i17years ...... R perarrennas 3 541 1 320 382 920 253 1151 3.3
18 10 24‘ YOAIE . .tiiiieiiininaaens vee 29 554 275 435 215 508 248
25044 YOAIS ... ouiiiiiiiiiiianiinaas 4 551 1033 227 776 17.0 923 20.0
45t Bdyears ... ... ....iieliina. 2073 353 17.0 233 11.2 302 153
GSyearsand Over ...........0uun theean 845 148 23.t 23 3.8 84 133
Family Status s
Infamilies .....ooviiiniiiiiiianne 13 754 3 a2 278 279 16.8 3 375 242
Mmbdcogefanﬂlies 10 580 2154 204 1 882 160 1629 183
Related children under 10 years . ... 4 074 1085 288 888 218 ag7 24.3
Fermale householder, no husband
............................ 2741 1 548 585 B4 44 1 349 4T8B
Related children under 10 years .... 1 354 856 708 578 427 830 68.5
Malehwsaholdunovﬂfogresem 453 18 2683 83 18.3 87 210
Related children under 18 years ... 142 54 8.0 37 259 43 291
In urredated sublamilies ................ 95 57 58.5 43 451 55 57.3
Unredatod indhIGUAIS . . .oouuuvininianis 1 089 ar70 340 254 223 310 289
Maies 580 172 28.7 138 23.0 159 26.4
57 22 883 4 ) 18 B}
490 108 40, 118 .7 151 32.0
118 53 458 -3 4.8 23 188
12 847 3 587 218 2 475 19.3 3 137 241
7511 2 304 310 1 581 211 2122 277
§ 308 1173 221 B804 16.8 105 18.1
2121 6a2 329 540 255 602 288
2 827 1028 301 513 10.5 858 31.8
1 003 2688 26.2 185 178 249 224
4 B80 1 259 258 287 202 1115 228
6 338 1875 264 1 320 208 1517 239
TOtl .o uusiiiiianiiiimnniiiinas J 587 933 281 637 178 Bi4 225
308 143 46.6 103 337 132 43.1 411
2 009 563 28.0 388 19.8 495 248 241
1019 183 17.9 127 125 182 15.8 1841
233 45 18 ] a.9 28 1.0 11.8
854 188 218 116 138 180 18.7 18.6
823 216 284 |. 130 15.8 174 21.1 |- 202
865 207 24.0 148 172 189 219 2.7
528 139 264 | 100 189 124 235 229
264 89 a3s 68 57 82 .0 30.7
233 95 40.6 75 2.0 B5 36.6 36.8
2 806 486 17.9 352 13.5 410 158
1 885 398 21.4 319 17.1 382 18.2
present.......... P T T, 810 433 535 263 324 378 45.0
With retated children under 18 years .. 831 401 €3.6 242 384 350 53.2
Male householder, no wife present ..., 151 34 225 2 15.2 27 17.3
With retated chilcren under 18 years .. 81 27 33.3 18 22.4 21 237
Work Experience of Houssholder
3 57 831 265 638 18.1 813 227
2 699 464 17.2 a7 14.0 418 15.2
1611 190 8.9 160 8.4 169 a7
1 802 165 8.1 140 7.8 147 X4}
788 275 34.9 217 5 250 30.9
818 487 571 259 e 304 47.6

'Parsorts of Spanish origin may be of any race,




Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Families, by the Officlal Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983

—Con.

(Numbers in thousands. Persons and families as of March 1684, For meaning of symbols, see text)

Below 125 percent of the poverty level

Current Market value Recipient value Poverly budget
Cheracteristic dat‘ln‘*:g\r'f’ﬂy concept concept share concept
Pepeerty Poverty Poverty Poverty
Number rate Number rate Number rate Number rate
YALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
ALL MEDICAL BENEFITS—CON.
Spanish Origin'
Porsons
L 5 587 374 4 617 0.9 5 183 348 5177 34.7
1038 51.7 233 48.4 894 49.5 887 49.1
1713 47.0 1 438 39.5 1 502 43.7 1 580 43.4
713 353 847 320 685 4.4 887 34.0
1379 30.3 1177 25.0 1301 28.6 1204 28.4
486 241 385 17.8 448 218 457 221
245 38.0 58 8.0 164 254 172 28.7
5 059 358 4 235 308 4 M7 4.3 4 699 342
3 130 29.8 2 B65 25.2 2 906 275 2 897 274
1 566 8.5 1 387 336 1 458 358 1 445 355
1 802 65.7 1 467 53.5 1 698 62.0 1 €88 61.8
1 087 788 898 88.3 1018 752 1012 74,7
128 28.3 109 227 12 248 112 24.8
57 403 45 317 50 348 50 34.8
a1 63.7 59 815 81 63.7 81 83.7
487 429 324 29.7 418 382 417 8.3
44 35.3 170 204 194 24 197 33.0
34 [ 11 8) 24 gag 24, (8)
258 52. 154 31.4 222 45, 220 448
84 719 9 7.0 53 45.6 49 422
Inside 10 S 4 878 38.5 3 Bas 299 4 338 339 4 320 37
3078 41.0 2 458 327 2 881 381 2 842 378
1 504 302 1383 281 1 473 279 1 478 278
209 4298 e 387 854 40.3 856 404
1223 466 8g2 340 1128 429 1121 427
358 327 2 29.4 344 315 338 3.0
1718 35.2 1 465 30.0 1 604 328 1807 329
2 200 38.1 1 639 0e 2118 334 2 110 333
1224 34.3 297 280 1135 318 1137 319
187 54.7 159 51.8 184 53.7 164 53.5
728 36.1 822 30.9 852 a5 666 M
256 25.2 197 10.3 231 227 231 227
75 322 20 X} 48 20.4 58 241
257 30.1 174 20.4 218 25.8 226 285
283 Nne 212 25.7 251 30.5 T 248 30.2
287 30.9 232 26.8 252 281 251 281
. 188 358 165 N2 183 4.7 183 3.7
GPOrBOMNS .. vvrrrarrrrrarnnranarnree 19 453 107 408 11 42,0 "ol - 419
TPOrsonS Or MOM® ...covaurvnnnvennnns 130 55.8 108 48.2 120 51.4 17 5041
Type of Family
Married-couple fames ........cveuvene [:3) 26.1 563 218 827 240 630 242
With related children uw .. 568 30.4 501 268 537 288 534 288
Female householder, no
Prosent ......cosveeriinsirnannnaannns 508 825 404 49.8 478 588 475 58.7
With related children under 18 years .. 455 721 374 £6.3 435 68.9 4 €8.4
Male , N0 wife presemt...... 7 247 30 20.2 32 213 32 213
With related chikiren under 18 years .. 29 3568 24 29.2 25 308 25 30.
Work Experience of Householder
Total civillan householders ...... 1211 344 984 26.0 1122 3.9 1124 32.0
OMKOD .. uvvrienrrrarseriariamaananns 683 2486 585 2.7 624 231 620 23.0
Worked 50 10 52 weeka ............. 306 18.2 272 143 287 15.0 288 | 14.9
Fulltime ................. 278 15.3 . 243 135 257 14.3 255 141
Worked 1 to 40 woeks...........u00s 355 45.0 313 397 337 428 335 425
Did not work last year .........ccovnnues 547 6889 329 48.8 498 609 504 61.6
1Persons of Spanish origin may be of any race.
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Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Families, by the Official Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983
—Con. )

{Numbersa in thousands. Persons and familles as of March 1084, For meaning of symbols, soe text)

Below 100 percent of the poverty lavel
Current Market value Recipient value Poverty budget
Charactariatic deﬂm concept concept share concept
Poverty Poverty Poverty Poverty
Total Number rate Number rate Number rate Number rate
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
MEDICAL BENEFITS,
EXCLUDING INSTITUTIONAL
EXPENDITURES
All Races
Persons
231 612 35 2668 152 24 334 10.5 30 585 13.2 29 835 129
21 205 5 302 250 3 840 18.6 4 810 227 4 849 21.9
935 8 508 208 5 935 14.5 7 380 18.0 7 166 17.5
26 678 4 538 17.2 3 13.7 4 490 15.7 4 4320 154
70 230 8 379 118 6 389 6.1 7 499 10.7 7 353 10.5
44 273 4 430 10.0 3177 7.2 3 842 8.9 3 953 :L]
26 261 a3 14,9 983 ar 2 485 9.5 2 384 8.1
201 142 27 804 138 19 308 0.6 24 028 11.9 23 488 11.7
165 861 15 001 2.1 11 137 8.7 13 073 78 13 041 7.8
47 801 6 262 13.1 4 BO1 102 5 588 "7 5 554 1.8
29 629 12 020 40.2 7 570 25.3 10 278 343 9 755 28
12 100 & 709 5.4 4 308 3586 5 811 48.2 5 508 455
5 552 82 141 602 108 a7 122 639 124
1 483 335 228 256 17.2 282 19.0 268 104
In unvelated subfamiliea 1213 630 51.9 533 440 605 49.9 589 49.4
Unredated 20 257 6 832 23.4 4 493 15.4 5 853 203 5 B850 200
13 155 2 819 19.8 2 085 158 2 450 188 2 480 18.7
1885 402 221 2y 48 3198 17.1 300 18.1
18 102 4 213 28.2 2 408 150 3 503 1.8 3 390 211
6 727 1 881 21.7 418 8.2 1 247 18.5 1108 185
157 815 21 760 138 14 569 . 18 8 1.9 18 404 11.7
64 907 t2 872 19.8 8159 128 11 081 170 10 751 188
B 878 8.6 8 440 9 7770 5.4 7 653 8.3
73 997 13 516 183 9 735 13.2 11 754 15.9 11 531 156
49 132 6 561 13.4 3 801 7.8 5 515 1.2 5 353 10.9
58 205 8 536 146 5 800 9.9 T 496 128 7 309 125
78 570 13 484 17.2 9779 12.4 11 655 14.8 11 448 148
45 618 6 654 14.7 4 864 10.7 5 820 13.0 5 833 128
&1 097 7 641 123 5 210 8.4 8 551 108 8 389 10.3
3 258 982 28.5 728 223 Ba2 A 835 258
28 695 4 061 142 2 905 101 3 563 124 3 440 120
20 362 1776 87 1204 6.4 1 564 7.7 1 538 78
9 682 841 8.7 284 29 543 56 574 58
24 811 2 501 101 1577 8.3 207 83 2 027 8.2
14 427 1 845 . 114 1105 1.7 1 385 2.6 1327 9.2
13 228 1 583 11.7 1128 8.5 1 408 10.7 1 382 103
£ 018 074 16.5 736 12.4 953 14.4 a50 14.4
2 278 489 M5 341 15.0 424 16.8 420 18,56
1318 478 36.3 324 245 4110 3 43 30.5
50 090 3 820 78 2 749 55 3274 8.5 3277 6.5
25 172 2 545 101 1 689 7.9 2 2685 8.0 2 248 : 1]
present......... seantererrateranrreann 9 878 3 557 360 2 255 228 3 045 30.8 2 875 201
With related children under 18 years .. 6 609 3118 47.2 1 696 30.2 2 692 40.7 2 524 38.2
Male houssholder, no wite present ...... 2 030 284 13.0 205 101 233 1.5 236 1.6
With related children under 10 years .. 043 186 10.7 149 158 1684 174 186 17.6
Work Experience of Householder
Totel civilian householders ....... €1 31 7 810 124 5 181 85 6 523 10.8 8 380 10.4
i . 47 088 3 765 8.0 2 999 8.4 J 357 71 3 6.9
38 189 1 598 4.4 1345 a7 1 408 3.9 1 389 3.8
34 269 1 289 a8 1102 a2 1 140 33 1132 2.3
10 899 2 169 19.9 1654 15.2 1 951 17.6 1 882 17.3
14 214 3 845 27.0 2182 153 3166 223 3 088 27
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Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Families, by the Official Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983
—Con. .

{Numbers in thousands. Persons and tarnilies as of March 1584, For meaning of symbols, see text)

Below 125 percent of the poverty level
Current Markst value Reciplent value Povorty budget
Poventy Poverty Poverty
Number rate Number Number rate Nurmnber rate
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
MEDICAL BENEFITS,
EXCLUDING INSTITUTIONAL
EXPENDITURES
All Races
4T 124 203 38 138 43 7168 18.9 43 544 18,8
N6 8 018 28.4 8 414 30.2 6 380 301
16 914 26.7 0 492 232 10 274 251 10 220 250
6 274 21.9 5 820 196 8 044 211 6 028 21.0
11 263 16.0 D 884 14.1 10 683 152 10 848 152
& 081 13.7 4 819 108 5 682 128 4728 129
5 896 224 2 292 ey 4 640 176 4 543 173
37 200 18,5 268 15.4 34 866 172 34 817 17.2
21 098 132 18 476 11.2 20 400 123 20 418 123
013 188 8 CBO 18.9 8 485 178 B 463 17.7
14 296 478 11 €63 30.0 13 370 447 13 278 a4.4
7 648 63.2 8 651 S54.1 7 288 60.2 7 220 £9.7
1 004 18.1 829 149 018 18.5 922 16.6
407 27.4 359 242 arne 255 382 25.8
689 57.7 6885 54.0 683 58.3 892 57.1
0128 N2 8 503 222 8 347 28.5 8 235 28.1
3 349 255 2 780 211 31683 243 3 200 24.3
637 4.2 278 15.0 532 285 51 274
5 780 359 3723 231 5 155 azg 5 035 81.3
2 899 431 1150 171 2 337 347 2175 323
28 801 18.3 100 28 772 17.0 26 629 18.8
16 713 25.7 13 076 15 471 2328 15 350 23.6
12 189 13.3 10 024 11 301 122 11 279 122
18 222 246 16 0368 16 544 229 16 915 229
8 720 17.8 8 525 7 870 16.2 7 886 18.0
11 187 19.2 039 10 365 17.8 10 343 17.7
18 160 23.1 15 149 16 542 218 16 937 218
g 018 19.8 7 423 8 439 185 8 378 184
Total....oovannnnes 10 358 18.7 8 299 9 537 154 9 518 153
1172 38.0 1 055 1134 34.8 1119 33
5 353 18.7 4 703 5 076 17.7 5 033 175
2 458 1241 2014 2 300 1.3 2 285 1nz
1374 142 527 1027 106 1079 1.3
3 501 14.1 2412 3 080 124 3 090 124
2 209 153 1 766 2 039 14.1 2018 140
2 086 158 1 868 1983 15.1 1881 150
1302 20 1183 1248 211 1 248 211
882 300 563 €38 281 842 28.2
577 438 459 540 4080 539 408
tamilies .........oooll 5 708 114 4 543 5 210 104 § 237 10.5
With retated childroen under 18 . 3 737 148 33 3 529 14.0 3 518 140
Female , NG
Ceemerrisaan rreerearieeeaas 4 300 436 3 472 35, 4 009 408 062 49,
With redated chikiren under 18 years .. 3 650 85.2 3 086 48.4 3 458 523 3 404 51.:
, No wile prasent ...... 342 18.9 284 14.0 N7 15.6 n7 15
With refated children under 18 yoars .. 228 242 203 1 218 231 218 23.
Work Experience of Householder
Total civilian householders ....... 10 258 18.7 8 208 13.4 0 447 15.4 0 4268 154
tereanranaas fierseseriannns 5 484 118 4 870 10.3 5 168 11.0 5113 109
Worked 50 to 52 wooks ......... 2 535 7.0 2 310 8.4 2 208 X} 2N 6.6
Fi Creriearairanes PR 2119 8.2 1 046 5.7 2 008 5.9 1 582 5.8
Worked 1 to 40 weekn............ 2 849 271 2 580 235 2 770 254 274 252
Did not work last year ........vecenans 4 172 336 3 340 235 4 280 301 4 312 30.3
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Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Families, by the Officlal Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983

—Con.
(Numbers in thousands., Persons and families as of March 1884. For meaning of symbols, see text)

Below 100 percent of the poverty level
Current Market valve Redipient value Poverty budget
Characteristic defwm concept concept share concept
Poverty Poverty Poverty Poverty
Total Number rats Number rate Number rate Number rate
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
MEDICAL BENEFITS,
EXCLUDING INSTTTUTIONAL
EXPENDITURES—~CON.
197 871 23 974 124 17 323 8.8 21 020 10.6 20 744 105
17 140 3 403 199 2 857 155 3 006 18.1 3017 17.8
33 480 5 375 18.1 3 698 119 4 738 14.1 4 667 13.9
23 938 3 242 135 2 764 11.5 3 g22 128 3 D05 128
60 223 5874 2.8 4 694 7.8 5 350 8.9 5 277 8.8
a9 100 3 220 8.2 2 483 8.3 2 915 75 2 642 7.5
23 1M 2 BBO 12.0 750 32 1 800 a0 1 838 1.7
171 418 18 269 10.7 13 480 7.9 18 027 4.3 15 835 9.2
148 061 11 852 8.0 0 143 6.2 10 391 7.0 10 383 70
41 B74 4 8H8 n7 3 859 85 4 379 10.5 348 10.4
19 153 5 856 aa 3 054 208 s 273 § 035 263 |
Related children under 1B years 7 149 3 356 4589 2 244 314 2 983 414 2 B4s 398
Male householders, no wﬁarmni 4 204 481 11.0 383 B.8 412 88 416 2.8
Retated dﬂdmn undar 18 yoars 1 068 202 19.0 162 152 178 18.7 179 18.8
In unrelated subfamilies . B84 414 489 356 403 305 447 ao| 44.1
nrelated 25 389 5 20 209 3 507 138 4 589 181 4 520 17.8
11 138 1 928 17.3 1573 14.1 1818 18.3 1818 18.3
1613 298 18.5 76 47 237 14.7 221 13.7
14 233 3 365 236 1834 136 2 783 19.6 270 19.0
6 148 1 507 24,5 M3 5.8 0] 168.2 -] 148
131 577 13 770 10 9 823 75 12 113 8.2 11 848 8.1
47 364 & 661 141 4 55% 9.6 5 124 5 789 12.2
64 193 7110 8.4 5 264 8.3 8 247 T4 8 157 73
66 004 10 204 154 7 500 1.3 8 908 13.5 9 768 13.3
43 133 4 745 11.0 2 B98 8.7 4 012 0.3 3 897 9.0
52 205 & 353 121 4 538 8.7 5 664 108 5 508 10.7
62 BBy 7729 123 5 873 8.3 8 727 10.7 8 678 106
39 282 5 148 3.1 4 013 10.2 4 817 1.8 4 57 18
53 934 5223 9.7 3 748 6.9 4 540 ‘ 84 4 477 a3
2 727 6835 233 18.4 583 21.4 560 20.5
24 544 2 767 11.3 2076 B85 2 483 100 2 401 9.8
17 852 1230 8.9 875 54 1117 8.2 1114 8.2
8 710 591 8.8 195 2.2 376 43 402 4.6
22 272 1 807 8.1 1164 53 1 508 6.8 1 485 8.7
12 510 1132 2.0 759 8.4 973 7.8 843 7.5
11 539 1075 8.3 830 72 687 8.8 269 8.4
4 940 13.4 515 104 587 11.8 584 11.8
1782 a1 1748 241 135 282 158 280 157
a9 25.8 180 202 203 227 205 229
Mared-couple families............ 45 520 3135 6.9 2 338 5.1 2708 59 2715 8.0
With related children under 18 years ., 22 34 2 050 9.2 1 657 74 1 840 82 1823 8.2
Fernale householder, no husband
Prosent......coisviinnnas 6 784 1 920 28.3 1279 188 1 881 248 1 608 23.7
wnh rdaneddildron under 18 years .. 4 167 1 870 36.8 1116 26.8 1 4687 350 1395 3.2
Male householder, no wife prasant ...... 1 621 188 10.4 133 a2 152 9.3 154 8.5
With related childmn undor 18 years 720 120 185 101 138 109 148 10 151
Work Experience of Householder
Total civitan householders 53 356 5 200 9.7 3 728 7.0 4 519 85 4 457 8.4
Worked.,..........ce0aveiiis 41 686 2 853 8.8 2 380 57 2 583 8.2 2 537 8.1
Wi to 52 weeks . az 2117 1 254 3.8 1101 34 114 a5 1131 3.5
ceisariierran 30 585 1 041 3.4 934 a1 857 a1 659 31
Worked 1 to 49 waeks .. 9 469 1 599 16.8 1 259 13.3 1 442 15.2 1 405 14.8
Didnot work last year....ooouieenennnn 11 670 2 347 20.1 1 368 11.7 1 837 18.6 19820 16.5
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Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Families, by the Official Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983
—Con.

{Numbers in thousands. Persons and families as of March 1984, For meaning of symbols, see text)

Below 125 percent of the poverty level
Gurrent nmﬂy Market valve Raciplent value Poverty budget
Characteristic defi concept concept share concept
Poverty Poverty Poverty Poverty
Number rate Number rate Number rate Number rate
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
MEDICAL BENEFITS,
EXCLUDING INSTITUTIONAL
EXPENDITURES—CON.
White
Persons
33 310 18.9 27 042 13.7 30 855 158 30 606 155
4 452 26.0 4 047 236 4 272 24.9 4 249 24.8
7 188 21.5 & an 18.0 8 773 20.2 B 741 201
4 289 17.8 3 944 185 4 156 174 4 135 17.
8 120 135 7 248 12.0 T 718 128 7 708 128
4 528 116 3 656 8.3 4 245 10.8 4 278 1
4 738 19.9 1779 75 3 888 155 3 589 5.
25 560 14.9 21 488 1256 23 778 139 237 138
17 605 1.8 14 821 10.0 18 337 110 16 351 1.0
7113 17.0 ] 15.3 6 N7 16.0 6 6854 18,0
7 372 38.5 6 158 321 8 901 36.0 6 629 35.7
3 929 55.0 3 455 48.3 3 748 52.4 an3 51.9
583 13.9 490 1.7 538 128 837 128
23 218 213 2.0 223 209 222 208
457 51.7 434 431 447 50.8 450 51.0
Unvelatod indviduals ................00 7 292 28.7 5 142 203 6 632 28.1 8 528 257
Males 2 518 228 2104 18.9 2 400 216 2 400 21.6
485 30.1 203 126 400 248 are 235
4 774 335 3 038 s 4 228 N 20.7 4128 29.0
2 480 40.0 853 15.5 1 861 31.8 1 832 208
19 138 14.5 15 401 11.7 17 690 134 17 508 13.4
6 235 18.5 7 250 153 B8 520 18.0 8 445 178
8 004 1.8 a8 151 8.7 9170 109 8 153 109
14 170 214 11 842 17.6 13 165 109 13 068 198
8 563 4 457 13 5 584 139 7 137
8 530 18.3 7 034 134 7 885 151 7 B2 15.0
11 89 178 9 278 148 10 347 18.5 10 16.4
7127 5 873 15.0 8 630 16.9 168
7 329 138 5 934 1.0 6 747 125 B8 743 125
803 204 ™ 2.8 780 20.8 769 20.2
3774 154 3 370 13.7 3 587 14.8 a 568 14.5
1 742 8.7 1471 82 1 641 9.1 1 632 2.1
1011 118 381 4.1 8.5 773 a.8
2 €607 1.7 1701 8.0 2 284 10.3 2 303 103
1 544 123 12684 10.3 1 441 115 1 427 114
1 530 133 1388 12.0 1 45% 126 1 451 128
893 18.1 8123 18.4 860 17.4 860 174
450 253 390 21.9 424 238 422 23.7
308 343 268 301 283 7 280 314
4 708 102 3 787 8.3 4 3N 9.4 4 322 9.5
3 028 13.8 2714 12.2 2 Bes 128 2 859 128
2 409 355 1 984 29.2 2 247 33.1 2 222 32.8
2 003 47.7 1737 414 1 608 45.5 1 886 44.9
Male householder, no wife present...... 214 13.2 183 1.3 199 123 189 123
With refated children under 18 years .. 144 19.7 133 18.3 140 18.2 139 18.1
Work Experience of Householder
7 258 138 5 81 1.0 6 684 125 6 680 125
4 211 101 3 788 91 4 000 6.8 3 976 : X}
1 953 6.1 1818 56 1 B72 58 $ 882 58
1 661 5.4 1 585 5.1 1 587 5.2 1 587 5.2
2 258 238 1 680 209 2128 225 2 113 223
3 047 261 2072 17.8 2 684 220 2 704 23.2
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Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Families, by the Officlal Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983
—Con. |
{Numbers in thousands. Persons and familles as of March 1684. For meaning of symbols, see text)

Below 100 percent of the poverty level
Cusrent Market value Racipient value Poverty budget
Chamacterstic de&mny concept concopt share concept
Poverty Poverty Poverty Poverty
Total Number rats Number rata Nurmber rate Number rate
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
MEDICAL BENEFITS,
EXCLUDING INSTITUTIONAL
EXPENDITURES—-CON.
27 680 g8as| 35.7 6 o3 20 8 289 30,0 7 941 287
3 328 1 648 49.5 1127 338 1 478 44.4 1 408 42.3
8 051 2 738 45.2 1 698 28.1 2277 376 2157 357
3 99 1 465 37.4 881 25.0 1251 31.8 1211 30.8
7 540 2 158 27.2 1 458 18.4 1832 23.1 1781 222
4 238 1 084 25.8 €31 14.9 820 2.7 202 213
219 766 363 194 8.8 540 248 1 22.89
24 143 a8 381 347 5 135 213 é 582 28.8 846 27.5
12 896 2 344 18.2 1 492 11.8 1947 15.1 1 029 15.0
4183 961 22.9 873 181 815 19.4 817 19.5
10 065 5 754 5§7.2 3427 340 4 706 478 4 489 A4.4
Relatad children under 18 years 4 652 3185 68.5 1 858 421 2 725 58.8 2 528 54.3
Male householder, no wife 1182 283 24.0 218 18.3 239 20.2 248 21.0
380 112 nz 85 235 o4 26.1 99 27.4
257 170 859 147 511 164 83.8 164 838
3 268 1334 40.8 809 248 1153 353 1132 348
1 682 578 344 409 24.3 ata 528 34
229 105 486.0 12 5.3 74 324 " 31.0
1 588 756 47.7 252 831 398 604 38.1
538 340 63.8 72 135 238 44.5 202 ar7
. |
21 039 T 017 334 4 212 20.0 5 850 27.8 5 612 26.7
14 805 5 614 ar.0 3 224 216 4 665 30.8 4 341 20
6135 1503 24.5 988 16.1 1205 21.1 1272 207
6 628 2 887 43.3 1878 28.3 2 449 38.9 2 328 as1
5 188 4 688 202 17.4 1 385 28.7 1 258
5 208 2 038 39 1158 22.2 1 692 325 1578 203
14 641 5 485 375 3 6688 250 4 678 320 4 308
2 822 872 364 139 543 07 512 18.5
6 675 2182 2.4 1289 19.5 1 762 288 1693 25.4
437 200 66.4 196 44.8 262 50.6 243 555
3 406 1 157 34.0 743 218 879 28.7 921 270
1 484 484 244 280 14,1 368 201 374 18.8
848 27.2 B2 9.6 153 18.1 156 18.4
Size of Family
2 228 640 28.7 358 18.0 51 234 486 21.8
1 587 475 29.9 278 175 380 23.9 351 221
1 352 421 I 258 19.1 3688 27.3 345 258
175 2N 35.0 198 255 231 20.9 211 298
387 147 38.0 85 218 19 30.7 nz7 30.1
208 80.0 125 81 171 45.6 162 47.0
famibes................. 3 448 533 15.5 320 8.3 433 126 429 12.4
Wwith mmmw 2 054 368 17.9 253 123 309 15.4 308 15.1
Female householder, no
............................. e 2874 1 545 53.8 017 31.9 1288 448 1163 41.5
With related children under 18 years . 2 25 1387 60.7 823 308 1153 512 1 D&1 47.2
householder, no wife present ...... 354 B4 23.7 83 17.7 71 20,1 72 203
With related children under 18 . 185 L1) 30.7 43 23.0 49 266 50 270
Work Experlence of Householder
Total civiian householders ...... 6 587 2158 a2.7 1293 19.6 1 786 271 1 687 258
Worked. . ....ocuciiiiiiiiiiiiianaaas 4 340 B804 18.5 551 127 874 155 639 14.7
Worked 501052 woeks .. .......... . 3135 290 9.3 198 8.3 218 LX) 208 1]
Full 24875 2n 7.0 126 4.4 138 4.8 134 4.7
Worked 1to 49 weeks ............... 1 205 514 427 354 203 458 38.0 431 357
Dl rot work 1851 YOI ..o iiiiiiiianes 2 248 1 352 €0.2 742 33.0 1112 49.5 1 048 48.7
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Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Families, by the Official Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983

—Con.

{Numbers in thousands, Persons and familios as of March 1884, For meaning of symbols, see text)

Below 125 percent of the poverty lovel

Current Markot value Raciplent value Poverty budget
Chaeracteristic deﬂrﬁl?nem concept concept ghare concept
Poverty Poverty Poverty Poverty
Number rete Number rate Number rate Number rate
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
MEDICAL BENEFITS,
EXCLUDING INSTITUTIONAL
EXPENDITURES—CON.
Black
Persons
Totat...... 12 080 427 @ 508 4.7 11 220 40.6 11 211 405
Age
Under 1 942 58.3 1 697 51.0 1 851 55.6 1 843 554
G6to1 32an 54,0 2710 448 3 080 50.8 3 039 50.2
1810 1708 436 1437 36.7 1 813 412 1 630 41.6
25 to 2 689 339 2 24 232 2 520 a7 2 513 anr
45 1o 1 402 331 1041 248 1203 305 1 304 308
1 068 43.8 47 215 884 40.3 881 402
10 300 42.7 8 263 34.2 9 551 39.8 8 549 39.8
3 as1 28.2 2774 215 3 108 24.1 3 000 24.0
1 399 334 1 220 29.1 1293 308 1 280 30.5
8 539 65.0 5 188 51.5 8 104 80.6 6 105 60.7
3 519 766 2 925 629 3 346 7.9 a3 714
380 321 301 25.5 339 20.7 348 203
153 42,5 126 39 135 37.5 140 30.8
198 78.2 185 720 190 7.8 198 76.2
1 584 48.5 1 149 35.2 1479 453 1 465 44.8
702 41.7 £55 33.0 6683 304 674 40.1
141 618 €8 206 123 53.9 123 53.7
882 55.68 554 37.5 816 514 762 49.9
400 76.4 188_ 351 355 663 323 802
8 583 408 8 714 a8 78N 318 7 D24 aanr
6 647 44.6 5133 34.4 8 168 41.4 8 133 411
1836 38 1 580 258 1 803 294 1791 28.2
3 498 2.7 2 884 435 3 250 48.0 287 49.8
1 968 are 1 518 282 1 805 34.7 1 818 35.0
2 485 47.7 1 847 355 2 301 “uz2 2 207 441
§ 761 48.2 5 5685 380 6 280 429 8 297 430
BE5 3.0 669 26.5 B34 s 798 30.4
2 687 40.3 2078 3A 2 473 370 2 454 368
319 73.0 275 £2.9 304 £9.6 300 68.6
1 392 40.8 11688 34.3 1315 386 1 282 37.¢
844 25 481 24.3 583 28.8 583 284
322 391 154 18.1 265 3ta 280 330
a7 38.7 560 25.2 727 3268 716 322
800 ara 433 273 541 3.1 535 33.7
485 359 414 306 4 M8 462 342
355 45.9 302 389 333 43.0 333 43.0
202 52.1 174 44.9 185 47.9 189 48.9
227 65.5 194 58.2 215 62.1 218 63.0
784 228 586 17.3 7o 208 711 20.8
539 26.2 464 22,8 488 24.2 494 24.1
present ...... watranmnens Ceiesrirren . 1787 822 1 383 48.4 1 658 57.7 1 638 57.0
With related children under 18 years .. 1 548 8.8 1 246 55.4 1 458 64.7 1427 834
Male householder, no wife present...... 118 azr 20 253 105 29.7 105 297
With related childron under 18 years .. 75 40.7 81 331 70 a7.7 70 arse
Work Experience of Householder
Total civiian householders ...... 2 667 40.5 2 050 31.3 2 454 a7.3 2435 37.0
P tasaraver O 1115 257 220 A4 107 234 087 227
Workod 50 to 52 woeks _........ 505 16.1 418 133 451 14.4 438 13.9
time .......... PR PPN 381 1386 323 11.2 350 12.2 334 11.6
‘Worked 110 40 weeks....... [PPPN 810 50.7 510 423 586 47.0 551 457
Did not work last year ............ 1 552 69.1 1131 50.4 1 437 84.0 1 448 64.5
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fable 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Families, by the Official Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983

—Con. '

(Numbers in thousands. Persons and families as of March 1684. For meaning of symbols, see text)

Below 100 percent of the poverty level
Current Market value Raeciplant value Poverty budget
Charactaristic Mmty concept concept ghare concept
Poverty Poverty Povaerty Poverty
Total Nurnber rate Number rate Number rate Number rats
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
MEDICAL BENEFITS,
EXCLUDING INSTITUTIONAL
EXPENDITURES-CON.
Spanish Origin®
14 938 4 249 284 3 087 205 2 784 252 3 704 248
2 008 840 418 639 Ne T74 385 752 374
3 641 t 320 38.2 258 1 154 3.7 114 33
2 019 554 275 437 21.7 508 252 500 248
4 551 1 27 783 17.2 228 204 an 20.0
2 073 353 17.0 242 1.7 312 15.1 318 153
845 149 221 5.0 80 140 a5 134
13 754 3 sa2 27.8 2 768 201 3 300 248 3 334 242
10 560 2 154 20.4 1723 16.2 1 940 18.4 1927 18.3
4 074 1 085 28.9 802 221 888 245 981 243
2741 1 548 58.5 660 350 1353 404 1311 478
1 354 958 70.6 a7 433 83z 814 805 505
453 1189 263 868 18.9 a7 214 85 21.0
142 54 38.0 37 259 43 30.4 41 26.1
95 57 58.5 43 45.1 55 57.3 55 §7.3
t 089 370 34.0 255 215 s 283 315 28.9
569 1;; 28é7 1ag 2352 1?2 26.7 158 ZEB4
57 14 )
40 158 &3 "y 259 15 a5 157 s
118 53 458 é 5.0 26 220 22 18.8
12 817 3 567 278 25N 19.6 3 182 247 3 003 240
7 511 2 394 1.9 1 €06 214 2 142 285 2078 27.7
§ 306 1173 221 202 17.0 1020 18.2 1015 19.1
2121 682 32.1 556 26.2 602 204 610 288
2 627 1028 399 532 20.2 875 333 834 318
1 093 268 28.2 198 17.8 249 228 244 224
4 B80 1 259 258 1012 20.7 1120 22.0 1112 228
8 339 1 675 26.4 1327 209 1 520 24.0 ¥ 513 239
3 587 933 26.1 848 18.2 820 230 801 225
306 143 450 109 337 132 431 126 4.1
2 009 563 28.0 40N 200 497 247 484 24.1
1019 183 178 132 129 163 160 164 18.1
233 191 12 50 28 1.e 27 11.6
2 persons....... Mrreeraraneans rrennnas B854 186 218 19 13.9 182 19.0 158 186
Spersons.......... Creereraanas 823 216 263 132 18.1 177 21.5 166 20.2
ApDOsons..........ui0ie Leseaniaans .. 865 207 240 152 17.8 190 20 188 21.7
Spersons,.......... Ceettennaans 528 139 26.4 100 18.8 124 235 121 229
BPOrsons.....ococuuennena. errnaranas 264 89 3.8 ) 26.1 a2 316 81 30.7
7 persons of reveraeaaas PP 233 65 408 78 32.8 a5 366 86 388
Type of Family
e famdlles.,.......... 2 606 468 17.9 358 147 413 159 411 15,8
With related children under 18 1 865 399 214 23 17.3 263 18.5 358 19.2
, DO
present........... rrereenna 810 433 535 268 32.9 379 46.9 364 45,0
With related children under 18 years .., 631 401 63.6 248 35.0 51 55,8 335 53.2
Male householder, no wife prasent ...... 151 34 25 24 158 27 17.8 26 173
‘With reiated children under 10 years .. 81 27 333 18 224 21 280 19 237
Work Experlence of Householder
3 517 a3 265 847 18.4 818 233 800 227
2 698 464 17.2 380 14.1 418 155 411 15.2
191 180 9.9 161 8.4 169 8.8 167 8.7
1 802 185 a1 140 7.8 147 8.2 145 8.0
788 275 349 219 277 250 Nnr 244 309
818 487 571 267 326 400 488 8y 47.6

*Parsons of Spanish origin may be of any race.

30



Table 2. Poverty Status of Persons and Families, by the Official Poverty Definition and
Alternative Methods of Valuing Noncash Benefits, by Selected Characteristics: 1983
—Con.

———

[Mumbers In thousands. Persons and familles as of March 1884, For meaning of symbols, see teaxd)
Below 125 percent of the poverty love!
Current Market value Reclplent value Poverly budget
Characteristic deﬁnmlmy concept concept share concept
Poverty Poverty Poverty Poverty
Number rate Number rate Number rate Number rate
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
MEDICAL BENEFITS,
EXCLUDING INSTITUTIONAL
EXPENDITURES-CON.
Spanish Origin'
| 5 587 374 4 700 N5 5 243 351 5177 4.7
1 036 51.7 943 489 488 087
1 713 47.0 1 468 40.3 1603 440 1 580 434
w 713 353 855 324 896 34.5 87 34.0
1 379 30.3 1192 28.2 1 308 288 1 284
499 24.1 374 18.0 459 222 457 22.1
245 8.0 0 10.0 178 27.8 172 28.7
5 059 388 4 305 3.3 4 782 M8 4 699 342
3 130 208 2 683 254 2 p21 27.7 2 8o7 27.4
| 1 566 385 1374 37 1 459 a5.8 1 445 35.5
+
| POSEAL ..\ uisernnaeessaneenss 1802 65.7 1518 554 1722 82.0 1 689 616
Related children under 18 years ... 1 067 78.8 830 €8.7 1026 76.0 1012 747
Male householder, no wile 128 28.3 103 227 118 26.1 112 248
57 40.3 45 .z 52 383 50 4.8
61 83.7 58 1.5 81 83.7 a1 837
487 42.9 337 308 420 338 7 38.3
211 35.3 175 29.2 198 328 197 330
34 (B) 13 (Bg 24 éBg 24 (Bg
256 52.2 1682 a3, 225 .| 220 44,
| 84 e 15 13.0 55 47.3 48 422
‘ 4 878 36.5 3 30.5 4 380 342 4 320 33
3 078 41.0 2 525 a3.6 2 8 85 2 842 37
| 1 601 30.2 1387 261 1 438 281 1478 27.0
| 909 428 789 37.2 883 40.7 ass
|
1223 46.6 932 355 1 143 43.5 1121 427
358 327 332 30.4 344 315 338 31.0
1718 352 1 489 305 1 823 3.2 1 6807 329
| 2 200 361 1 047 30.7 2133 337 2 1 33.3
1 1 224 343 1016 285 1150 322 1137 31.9
‘ 167 54.7 180 §2.4 164 53.7 164 53.5
726 38.1 632 314 692 345 638 34.1
256 252 201 19.7 235 234 231 2.y
75 322 23 a8 58 250 58 241
‘ 257 301 178 20.8 229 268 226 285
263 Nne 218 282 254 309 240 0.2
287 30.8 238 27.5 252 261 251 29.1
188 358 168 318 183 34.7 183 347
119 453 108 1.0 "2 425 110 419
130 55.8 109 48.8 120 51.4 117 501
681 28.1 587 21.8 633 243 630 242
566 30.4 504 270 537 28.8 534 28.8
presemt .., 506 62.5 418 51.7 482 58.5 475 58.7
With related under 18 455 7214 388 81.5 438 852 431 88,
Male househotder, no wife present...... 37 247 k] 203 34 227 32 21.3
With related children under 18 years .. 20 356 24 202 27 33.2 25 30
Work Experience ¢f Houscholder
Total civilian houssholders 21 344 1 003 28.5 1138 323 1124 320
orked . ..... 863 248 589 218 825 222 820 23.0
Worked 50 to 300 16.2 272 143 288 15.0 288 14.9
Full ime . 278 153 243 13.5 257 14.3 255 141
Worked 1 to 49 55 45.0 17 402 Kkrg 4248 335 425
Did not work last year 547 66.9 414 ~ 508 511 82.5 504 61.8

1Parsons of Spanish origin may be of any race,
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Table 3. Number of Families and Unrelated Individuals Receiving Noncash Benefits and
Average Benefits Received, by Type of Benefit and Valuation Method, by Poverty
Status: 1983

(Femilies and unrelatad individuals as of March 1084, For meaning of symbols, sae texd)

Total Below the paverty level Abave the poverty favel
T Benefit Mean Meagn Mean
et {thou- market | recipient budget {thou- mm % budget {thou- market recipient budget
sands) valua value ghares sands) velue velue shares sands) value value shares
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
ALL MEDICAL BENEFITS
Familles
Total
30 464 t 868 780 748 6 133 3 503 11 1 878 24 331 1 582 582 461
18 673 516 492 510 5178 1 358 1278 1 342 13 494 192 191 19
1 902 1631 1127 1 342 1100 1774 1218 1 602 702 1 432 089 278
16 343 2 890 796 6852 4 142 3014 854 671 12 202 2 848 B45 845
24 956 1 400 513 47 2 652 1 630 747 732 22 302 1372 485 380
13 389 223 216 222 1 768 788 717 760 11 621 140 140 140
309 1 360 7 928 {B) {B) e(:?g 258 1323 697 821
11 258 2 800 as0 638 835 3 481 789 10 424 2 747 B84 637
4 563 4 13 1 822 1 888 2 664 4 492 2181 2 332 1889 3 624 1318 1 266
423 22n 1641 1 649 172 2 704 2 149 2 618 2! 1 809 1 288 1 487
3 515 4 274 1 813 1 890 2 421 4 610 2 180 2 217 1 454 3728 1219 1188
225 5 156 2 325 1 742 70 {8 (B) (2] 156 5 383 2 242 1 564
945 6 548 3 434 3 012 816 6 3 534 41 129 T 738 2 804 2 701
Two-Parson Famities, Householder
Under 65 Years
3 497 2 040 802 BOH 1187 2 787 131 1 485 2 300 1 6851 537 487
1 968 507 480 497 963 B4d 791 829 1 005 183 181 176
573 1 537 894 1201 330 1726 1085 1 542 243 1281 620 a52
22 2 355 804 497 888 220 502 1 344 2 457 871 453
2 47 1 425 468 435 1 488 518 528 2 036 1418 458 381
1 004 182 171 180 234 448 404 443 770 101 101 100
134 1 254 668 236 23 B) e(gg {8 111 1 181 568 802
1333 23789 672 443 178 2 795 49 1 155 2 315 682 493
776 3107 1 368 1 472 540 3 082 1 470 1 805 3 210 1103 1 1687
127 1814 120 1 654 52 (B} {B) (B] 75 1 666 227 1 368
a7 3 1(988 1 3‘831] 1 4(%9 A% 3 C?Bﬁ, 1 4(431) 1 5[1B 132 3 760 1 1(74 1 042
81 B
250 4 81 2 370 2 88& 222 4 704 2 479 2 28 g; (B {g;
7 689 2 098 885 688 616 4 301 1238 eaa 7T 073 2 881 983 870
358 457 457 455 183 568 588 125 349 349 345
153 1 558 1932 1139 35 (B) (B] 6(48& 118 1 482 160 1018
T 685 2 D44 926 644 814 4 91 ' 7 0M 2 847 828 644
T 212 2 48 9284 a44 433 3 886 BG9 843 -] 78; 2782 828 6(434)
L8l 8 8 1.8 8 8 .8 8 &
7 212 2 925 644 433 3 801 90, 644 8 779 2 782 [} 844
429 * 5 040 1 787 1273 168 5153 1 852 1 358 273 4 972 1 747 1
- (8) (B} (B) = (E) 2] - ) B) (8)
a2 4 601 1412 1112 148 5 087 1 543 1 245 174 4 744 1 301 1
116 § 420 2 BOS 1710 20 iB; {B; 8} 5 375 2 535 1 609 ‘
35 (8) ® ®) 15 B B] 20 =] 8 (8
6 035 1779 722 725 1 309 3 043 1617 1 813 4 726 1 426 474 424
4 238 451 433 447 1 168 1178 1114 1163 3 070 175 175 175
464 885 133 268 1789 1084 1501 1 1 423 838 o77
2 883 2787 7168 646 200 2 387 580 855 1 883 2 p92 177 642
4 728 1159 397 345 408 1138 585 602 4 233 1182 a75 315
.2 857 164 159 163 367 587 531 562 2 590 107 107 107
88 1 440 758 203 11 g (B) S(JBg 78 1 421 731 714
1 684 2 883 795 641 118 2 87 718 1 566 2 804 801 B840
1 063 3 822 1 608 1 €97 568 3 702 1 2 040 464 3 518 1 257 1 256
108 2 107 1 463 1 834 a (B) B (B) 77 1719 1118 1 445
830 3 768 1 614 1675 557 3 744 1 1 997 3r4 3 B0O 1 242 1194
25 (B] (B) (B} 12 B ) 14 (8 ia is}
243 57 3187 3 B54 214 5 611 32T 398 30 {B] B B
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Table 3. Number of Families and Unrelated Individuals Receiving Noncash Benefits and
Average Benefits Recelved, by Type of Benefit and Valuation Method, by Poverty

Status: 1983 —Con.

(Ferrilies and unrslated individuals as of March 1984, For meaning of symbols, soo texd)

Total Beiow the paverty lovel Above the poverty level
Benefit Mean Maozn Mean
o N {thou- mh:&ar: mgei:ra budget {tho market bt budg N rharki recllglm budget
Ll - et {thou- et
sands) value valua shares sands) value value shares sands) velue value shares
YALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
ALL MEDICAL BENEFITS~CON.
Familles—Con.
Four-Person Families
Hecelving at least one benefit, total ...... 8 749 1104 532 572 1263 3218 1882 1 930 5 488 817 265 280
Noncash benefits totals:
Food 8 067 386 352 364 1177 1330 1 261 1 320 4 890 135 133 134
328 1 643 971 1330 204 1 809 756 1 549 123 1 549 1326 267
1 626 2 882 701 751 758 2 B39 658 750 2 920 738 751
5 643 488 230 235 535 1 140 661 711 5114 365 185 185
4 978 184 157 182 449 688 835 880 4 528 11 110 110
52 (Bg (B) (8 9 (8 (8 (B) 43 B} [1:)] (B}
618 2 81 781 7! 77 3 7 758 542 2 885 755 752
930 3 912 1 853 1983 582 4 205 2219 2 428 348 321 1 242 1187
93 2 438 1 853 2071 48 (8 [{:] 3(52 45 3(43‘), 8 (B}
3.122 4?@51; 15(:]333 9(59:; 53:: 44(1B zz(sB 23 292 3 1104 11(%5
1
171 6 904 3 333 41 147 8 501, 3 353 4 3‘9 24 ig} iSi (Bg
Five-Person Families
Receiving at least one benefit, total ...... 3 805 1 206 €68 704 851 3 352 1927 2 006 2 955 704 28 329
Noncash benefits totals:
3 524 500 485 498 821 1478 1 421 1 485 2 703 202 20 201
192 1 685 1331 1 410 124 1734 1493 1 577 87 (8) {B) {B]
918 3114 709 720 431 3289 866 713 4B5 2 649 737 72
3 078 489 289 206 415 875 728 760 2 663 408 221 223
2 801 249 244 248 388 757 722 751 2 413 167 167 187
29 [=]] () (B) 7 B ia B 22 B (B} (B)
248 2 831 7 734 21 B) B 228 2 744 735
sg 43&4) zog) 21‘:36 3;3 sz(oas; 27(19; 2 629 282 3329 12(355); 12(%2
34 )
562 4 5(483 2 0(%7 2 o(% 312 [ a(osi; 2 7(%8 2 8(3:1) 24g 3 4(527 1 1(%4) 1 1393
) )
-] 7523 4353 441 80 7 834 4 433 4( ] B) [C)] {B}
1638 2 002 1 002 1024 447 4 508 2 424 2 513 1191 1082 465 466
1518 756 737 745 439 1 87 1 806 1836 1078 302 302 302
107 1 597 1 428 1 419 7 1 700 1 452 1 852 30 (B) (B} (B}
520 3 772 713 758 253 4 202 724 751 267 3 366 702 1687
1212 854 406 423 194 1142 979 1047 t (M9 561 297 305
1 oeg 3(%0 3&2) 3&5) 187 1 oaas 984 1 057 2‘%7; Z(g z‘g
- B! 5
13 3 193 725 m 7 i’s; :e g} 106 3234 717 7
4“4 5 o(ga 2 1(331 2 2(%8 18: 8 5(%4 307 3 1%3 159 3 3(%% 1 2(13‘; 1 zgg
(B 11
32:; 5 z‘% 2 2&] 2 2& 178 8 723 3 3 1(135) 147 3472 1 1(%? 1 27é2
-1 2
81 8 09 894 4 752 68 fgi gi {’B; 13 {gi (8 }B;
Seven-or-More-Person Families
Receiving at least one benefit, total ...... 1 051 3 248 1 689 1621 451 5 737 3030 3 485 600 1379 683 762
Noncash benefits totals:
968 1 428 1 269 1 409 447 2 570 22an 2 534 551 497 492 496
B5 2 32 1781 1 608 71 (Bsg B) &) 14 (B) (B) )
482 3 724 701 835 209 4 2 694 938 183 2842 72 934
802 843 883 708 144 1 857 1 604 1 843 458 587 304 417
55} 6(%2 eg; sﬁg} 142 1 6{537} 1 e&a 1 e{g 409 3{5% 3(%6, 3(%7;'
: - 1
51 (Bi B8 B! (B] E} 49 B! (8} (B
384 5 87 2 625 3074 247 7 005 k] 37 187 3 629 1 545 1784
18 (B (8) (B 10 (B) (B) (B) B B) (B} (B
33:'2; 5 9(% 2 627 k] 23125 7 3234 3 832 129 3 804 1 5(23(; 17
(B! B) - B
el @ gl Bl & 8l 8 8 s B 8 &
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Table 3. Number of Familles and Unrelated Individuals Receiving Noncash Benefits and

Average Benefits Received, by Type of Benefit and Valuation Method, by Poverty
Status: 1983 —Con.

{Families and urwelated individuals as of March 1884, For meaning of symbols, see text)

Total Below the poverty lavel Above the poverty lavel
Maan Mean | . Mean
e M| | Ve | oy Neww| e e gyl vl vem| | ow| oy
market | oni recipian et recipient et
sands) value value thares saryis) value value shares sancis) valua value shares
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
ALL MEDICAL BENEFITS—CON.
Families--Con.
Femate Householder, No Husband
Fresent
Recealving at least ona benafit, total ...... 5 084 2 672 1 444 1815 2 856 3 854 2 146 2 441 2 228 1107 544 658
Noncash benefits totals:
4 633 1020 058 1 007 2 899 1 567 1 457 1 547 1964 260 2n 278
1 066 1736 1168 1 531 805 1 814 1192 1 654 261 1 494 1091 1155
2 760 2 517 585 870 2 206 2 482 582 665 554 2 737 677 693
2 357 581 353 an 1 024 670 720 1 703 411 232 245
2012 311 296 308 529 728 870 718 1 483 163 183 162
73 B) {B) (B 15 (B (B} {8) 58 [1:) B) (B]
272 2 369 650 &7 110 2 3z 623 624 162 2 3 882 7
2 020 3 083 1003 2 160 1 551 4 154 2 188 2 426 488 2 ge8 1 358 1 405
239 23N 1 687 2 042 108 2 547 2 248 2 732 133 1 801 1238 1 489
1 73; 4 0(-59) 2 0(%; 2 2(135 1412 4 2(457) 2 1(985) 2 4(18(; 322 3 3433 -1 3484 1 35
. 14 B
708 8 180 3 511 4 osg e51 6 154 3 535 4 203 57 EB; Ea !B
Unrelated Individuals
Tetal
Hecaiving at least one benefit, total ...... 10 786 2183 888 810 3 764 2 749 805 702 7 022 1 856 625 581
Noncash benefits totals:
Food . 1 948 381 355 3r2 1 570 401 ar2 362 e 296 288 288
1 480 1 448 1 300 727 660 1 528 1 392 825 780 1 382 1223 644
¥ 818 2 119 402 488 3 222 2 668 470 458 6 554 1 836 503 503
8 682 1739 493 475 2 341 1801 468 454 8 341 1 880 503 482
50 362 316 348 411 411 348 398 180 249 243 239
332 1 044 729 163 89 1071 827 aos 244 1034 683 111
7 759 1 874 496 497 1 842 22713 474 473 5 917 1750 503 S0S
1?7% 37(43:3 12(839 10(885'; 11:3 37(457 10&1, B(%(; 37%5 16784 12(55?
4 4 {
877 3 602 84:; 827 843 3 59& 845 827 135 ] 6‘81) sag 826
747 4 059 1 878 1 439 264 4 571 1 801 1 531 484 3 770 1 816 1 388
333 5 784 2 572 1618 274 5 6808 2 549 1817 59 (8) {B) (B)
2 443 2 055 852 443 1 585 2 256 Mo 542 878 1687 550 280
1230 4N 392 418 888 465 418 451 244 203 285 285
608 1170 781 149 315 1 280 087 206 264 1 053 669 88
1 475 2 582 431 332 1 022 2 610 410 332 452 2 451 479 332
1 704 1 447 457 304 a27 1 458 422 358 77 1 438 498 249
50 62 318 348 411 411 348 308 180 249 243 239
as0 1045 729 158 89 107 827 308 241 1 036 682 105
783 2 435 | 449 332 427 2 540 410 332 356 2 308 496 332
€07 3 084 236 762 518 3 009 939 764 89 3 587 218 575
47 {B) @ (B) (B} &) (B) 4 (B (E) (B;
481 2 936 88 821 412 2 927 868 827 48 =) {B) (B
99 4 508 1135 459 8 {B) (B) krg B {B) (B]
132 5131 187 883 120 5 184 1 540 851 12 B {8} (B
8 344 2 234 888 857 2189 3 089 a73 815 8 145 1824 638 801
ks 2068 263 204 584 264 203 263 134 302 205 27
851 1 648 1 671 1140 365 1748 1 840 1374 487 1578 1 550 973
a3 2 04 503 518 2 169 2 738 498 516 8 142 171 505 518
8 878 1811 5052; 516 1 414 2 1(%:; 4(95 5156) 5 564 1714 504 5(136)
- ) - -
g) !B% ,g£ - t;-g {B) {BJ 2 :EB!; Bi (B}
8 576 181 50 51 1 414 21 494 51 5 561 1714 504 518
1 184 4 082 1 474 1253 631 4 353 1 1989 1151 533 a 760 1 800 1374
: B) (8} 3(392; - (B B) (8} - (B B) (&)
5§17 4 196 827 430 4 822 a27 88 4 851 855
843 3 990 1 B8 1 580 201 4 627 2 004 1 845 447 3 ™ 1883 1 474
201 8 213 3 033 21158 154 € 296 3 026 2 192 47 (8) {B8) ()]
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Table 3. Number of Famlilies and Unrelated Individuals Recelving Noncash Benefits and

Average Benefits Received, by Type of Benefit and Valuation Method, by Poverty

Status: 1983 —Con. .

{Famllies and unrelated individuals as of March 1084. For meanirg of symbols, sae text)

Total Below the poverty level Above the poverty level
Type of Benafit Mean Mean Mean
Number Moan Mean poverty | Number Mean Mean poverty | Number Mean Mean poverty
{thou- market raciplent budget {thou- market i {thou- market recipient budget
sands) value shares sands) value value shares sands) value value ahares
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
MEDICAL BENEFITS,
EXCLUDING INSTITUTIONAL
EXPENDITURES
Familios
Total
Racelving at least one benefit, total ...... 30 484 1717 765 746 6133 3 084 1 685 1875 24 33 1372 £33 461
Noncash benefits totals:
Food....oovmenrniannainiiiniias 18 873 518 402 510 5178 1 358 1278 1342 13 494 192 181 161
1902 1 831 1127 1 342 1100 1774 1218 1 802 432 989 a78
16 343 2 422 732 €51 4 142 2 394 570 671 12 202 431 787 845
24 956 123 488 417 2 852 1 345 "z 732 22 303 1218 482 380
13 389 216 1 768 758 77 760 11 621 140 140 140
300 1360 740 028 15 {B) (B) 1323 697 821
11 258 2 427 805 838 Bas 2 5 686 827 10 424 247 815 836
3 514 1743 1 888 2 664 3 985 2108 2 332 1 2 895 123 1 265
423 2N 1 841 1 549 173 2 2 149 2 818 250 1 6809 1 288 1 487
3 818 3 612 1728 1 889 2 421 4 044 2105 2 317 1 404 2 912 1118 1187
5 4150 2 208 1742 70 [15 ®) (8} 158 42324 2231 1 563
045 5 863 3 340 3 92 816 5 B9, 3 481 4 103 129 5 2 635 270
Two-Person Families, Householder
Under 65 Years
3 497 1 743 759 808 1167 2 415 1 254 1 485 2 300 1393 S0 407
t 968 507 480 497 0863 791 829 1 005 183 181 179
573 1537 854 129 330 1728 1 095 1 542 243 1281 820 952
2 231 1 889 538 497 888 1 698 425 503 1344 |, 2 015 610 483
24N 1224 439 390 435 1175 477 526 2038 431 381
1 004 182 171 180 234 443 770 101 101 100
134 1 254 868 23 {B) s(gg (B) 111 1181 588 802
1 333 2 007 618 483 178 2 078 497 1 155 1 6968 835 483
............. 778 2 578 1283 1 472 540 2 844 1 407 1 605 2 422 968 1187
............. 127 1 614 1231 1 854 52 ) } {B] 75 1 az27 1 368
Fr.'x-.-ﬂarn:Im:| . sgz 2 %1) 1 2(%?)’ 1 4[%9 433 2 e(zag 1 3(739) 1 5(13 132 2 6(059 1 0152 1 032
Housing medical. .....iiierraannes ) 29
FRoceiving three beneafits................0 250 42N 2 289 2 222 4 280 2 404 2 963 28 (B; {B; }B;
Two-Person Families, Househalder '
65 Years and Over
7 688 2 598 027 688 616 3 M3 1072 887 7073 560 914 870
359 457 457 163 586 588 588 195 349 349 345
153 1 856 1 922 1138 35 ‘BBJ B} (B} 119 1 482 1 831 1018
7 685 2 545 867 814 27 752 70M 2 526 877 844
7215 2 524 a7s 443 435 2774 768 842 8 781 2 508 881 643
EB }g EB 2 :B (B (B] B !B zB
- B, B - B (B (B - 15} B B|
T 212 2 525 87 644 433 2 784 e § 778 2 44
3 587 1 600 1272 166 3 444 1 608 1 358 273 3 873 1 585 1220
= (B {B) - 8) {8) {8 - (B) (B JE&
azi 3 281 11 111 146 3 207 1 290 1244 174 3 268 11 1
118 4 415 2 687 1710 {B] (B] (8] 4 389 2 441 1608
35 {8 )] =] 15 B B G 20 ]} (8) {B)
8 035 1 530 6889 725 1 308 2 782 1575 1813 4 726 1188 444 423
4 238 451 433 447 1168 1178 1114 1163 3 070 175 175 175
1 634 8es 1331 268 1 789 1 094 1591 196 1 423 877 |
2 883 2278 846 648 800 1 658 519 B55 1 983 2 T04 842
4728 31 373 W5 49¢ 993 564 802 4 233 350 ns
2 857 164 159 183 367 567 531 562 2 590 107 107 107
88 1 440 758 803 1 (B) ®) ()] 76 1421 79 714
1 684 2 302 728 841 118 2 267 631 648 1 566 2 402 735 840
1 063 3 1 539 1897 589 3 208 1823 2 040 464 2 832 1173 1 255
108 2107 1 483 1834 ] (B) (8) () 77 1718 118 1 449
3 188 1 538 1675 557 3312 1803 1997 374 2 998 1 144 1 194
25 (B) (B} B) 12 éﬂg {B) 14 {B} } !3
243 5 369 3115 3 854 214 5 363 3 3 087 30 ] E} B
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Table 3. Number of Familles and Unrelated Individuals Receiving Noncash Benefits and

Average Benefits Received, by Type of Benefit and Valuation Method, by Poverty
Status: 1983 —Con.

{Familles end urvelated individualy as of March 1884, For meaning of symbols, see lext)

Total Below the poverty level Above the poverty level
Mean Mean Moan
e Now| M| M| powy| M| Mew| dew| poo| weww| e | oy
(thou-
sands) value valug shares sands) value value shares sands) value value shares
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
MEDICAL BENEFITS,
EXCLUDING INSTITUTIONAL
EXPENDITURES—CON.
Familles—Con.
Four-Person Families
8 749 684 517 572 1263 2 §70 1 655 1630 5 488 526 255 260
8 067 388 352 364 1177 1 330 1 261 1320 4 890 135 133 134
328 1 843 an 1 330 204 1 669 756 1 548 123 1 549 1326 867
1 628 2 385 837 750 758 2428 597 750 888 2 47 872 750
5 648 414 224 234 535 1024 848 1 5 114 350 179 185
4 978 1684 157 162 449 668 835 650 4 529 111 110 110
52 {B) {B) (B) ) {8 (gg {E] 43 (B {B {B)
819 2 344 7 75 7?7 2 87 7 75 542 2 7 7
Bl 8 iRl E| cE| 0B c8 s s :w| B s
aﬁg 3 570 17(760) 19(532) 53:13 40(454 21(783 2 (B) 2!1;2 2?%4 10%3 1 1%]
Housing and medical. .. . 1
Receiving three benefits, . . 174 8 2(258 3 254 4171 147 [} 143 3 233 4 365 24 {B; 23; iB -
Five-Person Families
Recelving at least one benefit, total ...... 3 BOS 1157 £87 703 851 3 085 1 664 2 008 2 955 602 314 3z
Noncash benefits totals:
Food 3 524 500 485 408 821 1 478 1421 1 465 2703 202 20 0
162 1 665 13 1 410 124 1 734 1 483 1577 87 {B] (B) (gg
918 2 538 827 720 431 2772 588 713 485 2 651 7:
3078 422 282 208 415 851 724 760 2 683 358 213 223
2 801 2(489 2(454 2(458 38? 7(%7 7%2 7551 2 4;3 1(657 IBBT 167
29 ( B
248 2 2 653 733 21 (B} SB :B 228 2 553 7(34)
628 3 B(g 1 B(lé?) 2 1(13? 3;3 4 7(% 2 i 2 o 2342 2 7(%0 1 1(535 1 2{451
59 H
565 ‘0(092 19(698 20(%1 31: 49(03& 26(%% 23(331 248 4 3t 1 084 11%&
4 2
99 6 77 4 zeg 441 80 6 asg 4 341 4 w& 8 {B; {E; sB;
1838 1717 o974 1024 447 3 949 2 374 2 513 11 879 448 485
1618 755 737 745 439 18n1 1 808 1 838 1079 302 302 302
107 1 597 1 428 1 418 77 1 700 1 452 1 652 30 {B {B) (aBg
520 2 874 623 758 253 3 214 818 750 267 2 827 7
1212 508 400 423 194 11268 877 1047 1019 495 261 305
1 osg 3(90 a"aa 3(?35 187 1085 9884 1 O%T 90(5; 2(457 2&7 2(487
13 2 51?} 662 7 7 fg; Bé {B 106 sot; 653 76!
31; 42(%2 ED(%B 2 258 133 55&‘ 29(13) 3 1(051) 1&1';? 2?&’7 1 1&7}' 1 zéa
323 4 3(43) 2 1&3% 2 2:73 17&11 5 & 2 954 3 1134 14; 2 4 1 1}31 1 273
3
4] 7T 4 764 4 753 69 =B 8; fB; 13 {B. 23‘ ig;
Saven-or-More-Person Families
Receiving at least one benefit, total .., ... 1 051 3 006 1 882 1920 451 5 355 2 989 3 465 600 1244 668 760
Noncash benefits totals;
- E K R B | | - I 1 - 1
1
482 3187 841 934 299 3 831 oag 183 2 39 65& 903
602 826 681 700 144 1 656 1 603 1643 458 568 an 416
55} 5932 eaB1 691 142 1657 1813 1 6(581 40$ 3(557 358 asar
al .8 .8 .8 8 .8 .8 4 .8 .Bl .8
384 5 327 2 560 30 247 6 444 318 37 137 3 31 1 481 1791
18 (B] L2) ) 10 ®) (gg (8) 8 5& B {B)
asg 5 2 > 30%7 232 68151 31B 3 832 129 a2 1 4% 17587
al Bl F gl & Bl 8 8 o BlOB ®
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Table 3. Number of Familles and Unrelated Individuals Receiving Noncash Benefits and

Average Benefits Received, by Type of Benefit and Valuation Method, by Poverty

Status: 1983—Con.

(Femilies and unvelated incividuals as of March 1884, For meaning of symbots, soe taxt)

Totat Below the poverty lovel Above the poverty level
Typo of Benefit . Mean Mean Mean
Number Mean Moan poverty Number Mean Moan poverty Number Moan Mean poverty
(thou- market |  reciplent budget {thou- market recipient budget {thou- market | reciplent budget
sanda) value vahw shares sands) value vaug shares sands) valua valuo shares
VALUING FOOD, HOUSING, AND
MEDICAL BENEFITS,
EXCLUDING INSTITUTIONAL
EXPENDITURES—CON.
Familiea—-Con.
Female Householder, No Husband
Present
Receiving at least one benefit, total ...... 6 084 2 449 1 410 1615 2 858 3 618 2103 2 41 2 223 951 522 558
Noncash benefits totals:
........ 4 663 1 020 056 1007 2 609 1 567 1 457 1 547 1 664 280 2 278
1 068 1738 1 168 151 805 1 814 1182 1 654 2681 1 464 100 1 155
2 760 2108 870 2 208 2 105 506 864 554 2mMm 587 692
2 357 529 345 ar7 654 831 654 120 1 703 374 228 245
2 Og 3(131) 2(936 ) 5%’2 T(ZBG) B(?é(; 7136 1 483 1633 1(683 1(6B$
58
272 1917 5312 663 110 1 B20 £29 6(23 182 1 9(31; 813 70&
2 020 3 520 1 6938 2 188 1 561 3 820 2135 2 426 488 2 525 1 205 1 405
239 23N 1 687 2 042 106 2 947 2 248 2 732 133 1 801 1238 1 489
1 73; 3 6(789 1 9(737) 2 2(134 1 4:135 3 8(988 2 143 2 410 322 2722 1248 1 3535
4 )] B 14
708 5 793 3 454 4 651 5 835 3 483 4 3 57 ig} fg} {B
Unrelated individuals
Total
Racelving al least one benofit, total ...... 10 786 1 743 838 810 3 764 1 828 Fal:] 702 7 022 1 843 596 561
Noncash banefits totals:
s 1048 381 385 ar2 1 570 401 372 302 ars 2D 288 289
H(:m 1 460 1 449 1 300 72T 669 1 528 1 825 700 1 3682 1223 G44
M g 816 624 438 3 222 1 740 an 458 6 534 1 587 471 503
Racelving 8 882 1 458 475 2 3 1 396 411 454 6 341 1 481 478 482
FOOOD . vvininnanrnrnsnncassas 531 ae2 318 348 411 41 348 300 180 249 249 239
........ 332 1 044 720 163 89 1071 827 308 244 1 034 693 11
..................... 7 750 1 559 450 487 1 842 1 631 405 473 5 B17 1 537 476 505
Receiving two benefits ......... 'IT:; 28(992 11(352 10(%5 II:g 24(95.’; 9(53“; 990 30(%5 18(%0 12(539)
........... (B 4 )
Food and m ........... 877 2 23 70& 32‘) B43 2 212 858 82'} 135 23 72% 826
Housing and medical T47 3 356 1 807 1 439 264 3520 1703 15N 484 3 285 1 8683 1 388
Flecolving throo beneflts . .......rveeeeens 333 4118 2 417 1619 274 4101 2 385 1 817 59 (B) {8) [i=)}
2 43 1 587 800 448 1 565 1 654 843 542 878 1 487 823 280
1230 431 392 418 086 465 418 451 244 293 285 285
608 1170 78 149 315 1 280 887 208 204 1 053 669 88
1 475 B8 345 332 1 022 1 690 332 452 2 004 426 32
1 704 1171 425 304 a7 107 a8 A58 77 12689 478 240
501 362 316 348 411 411 348 396 180 249 243 239
330 1 045 720 158 89 i on B2t 308 241 1038 892 105
783 1 834 380 332 427 1 708 20 a3z 56 1 988 452 ag2
807 2 258 782 518 2172 844 794 B9 2 744 841 575
a7 o(sag B) (8) 43 B) (B (8) 4 B B
481 2 761 821 412 2 765 827 48 B B
09 2 465 1037 459 63 (B) B B a7 B
132 3 888 1738 863 120 3 925 1 806 B9 12 {8,
8 344 1788 850 857 2 198 2123 m 815 B 145 1 668 606 801
nr 208 203 584 204 293 25 134 302 295 297
851 1 648 1 81 1149 355 1748 1 840 1374 497 1 576 1 550 973
8 341 1 505 455 518 2 199 1 763 399 518 6 142 1535 475 518
8 878 1 5%8 4688 5156 1 414 1 6‘%8 430 518 5 564 1 5%8 47é8 5(1Bﬂ
- - B } -
8 B B .G .8 8 & B 8 8
6 078 1 &1 1 414 1 430 516 5 561 1 478 51
1 164 2 9(159 1 3(%9 1 2(533 a31 2 7(831 1 040 1151 533 3 107 1 7(386) 1 3"4'34
- - B -
517 2 392 684 83 430 2 Sﬁi)' 6(382 B(z‘} 88 2 5(331 720 85
848 3338 1925 1 589 201 3 606 1 809 1 845 447 a7 1 932 1 474
21 4 265 2 psz 2115 154 4 238 2 8ar 2 192 47 (B} &) &)

a7




Table 4. Families and Unrelated Individuals Below the Poverty Thresholds Based on Income,
Cash Transfers, and Noncash Transfers, by Selected Characteristics: 1983
(Families and unrelated individuals 83 of March 1884. For meaning of symbols, see text)

Poverty before transfers Povorty after social security benefits Poverty after all cash transfers
Mean Mean
Characteristic amount amount
N1.(|mber " Nt(n'nbw " ‘;1 excess Ntzmbor M :;I [
thou- Poverty ean thou- Poverty laan povearty thou- aan poverty
sands) rate deficht sands) rate doficit | thresholds sands} rate deficit threshelds
FAMILIES
Total...... Cebeasbis it rnea e 12 085 18.5 £ 298 8 127 1341 5 278 4 769 7 841 123 4 020 4 551
2 5 952 24.0 4 249 2728 1.0 3 887 4 758 2 51 101 2 872 4 827
2 402 14.2 4 521 1 681 11.7 4 257 3 831 1 883 1.0 3 251 3 438
66 yoars and over.......... 3 550 44.9 4 068 748 85 2178 4 BRO 839 8.1 1 766 4 847
2 240 15.5 5 087 1 764 12.2 4 887 4 925 1 645 114 3 550 4 528
1 744 13.2 8 045 1 606 121 5 865 5177 t 553 "7 4 291 4 393
1 085 183 8 844 1 022 7.3 g 405 B! 974 18.5 4 995 3 537
855 244 7 819 513 225 7 396 489 215 5 630 (B;
508 388 10 302 495 375 9 585 478 3083 7139 (B,
Type of Family
Marriod-couple famiBes .. ..........coeees 7 259 14.5 4 840 4 033 8.1 4 484 4 569 3 820 3 807 4 856
With related children under 18 years ..., 2 839 1.3 5 587 2 644 10.5 5 234 4 491 2 545 101 4 381 3 678
Without related children under 18 years , 4 419 17.7 4 051 1 380 58 3 000 5 000 1275 1 2 102 4 066
Female , No . 4 431 44.9 8 391 3 801 38.5 8 184 3 834 3 567 36.0 4 269 3 428
With related children under 18 years ... 3 492 528 8 870 3 255 49.3 8 843 4 001 3118 47.2 4 450 3 232
Without ted chikdren under 18 years . 636 8.7 4 608 546 18.7 3453 373 439 134 2701 3571
householder, no wife present. . ...... 18.5 & 120 203 14.4 4 748 4 233 264 13.0 3 781 4 073
With related children under 18 years .... 207 220 6 045 193 205 5 552 4(8Bg 188 18.7 4 170 g
Without related children under 18 years 188 17.3 4 100 100 8.2 3 180 4 78 1.2 2 100 421
Reaciplency of Benefita
Naithor cash nor noncash benefits ... . 1413 47 3776 1413 4.7 3778 (g& 1413 4.7 3776 (B}
only ............ 280 18.3 3 797 57 438 4 4 a5 58 2 440 4 477
Noncash benefits only .............. 221 15.4 4 397 2 154 4 387 (B) 221 154 4 397 5(5%
Both cash and noncash benefits.......... 8 181 508 5 B5S 4 407 27.4 266 4 783 3 922 24.4 3 935 4
UNRELATED INDIVIDUALS
10 880 371 3 548 7124 242 2 823 2 334 6 832 234 2232 2 252
5 083 24.5 3 383 4 873 228 3 087 2 224 4 569 221 2728 t 97
5 797 675 3 689 2 45 28.5 1 738 2 347 227 2685 1 237 2 282
3 551 27.0 34N 2 703 205 2 Be2 2 550 2 619 199 2 545 2 439
2 210 213 3 336 2 247 18.0 3 075 2 245 2 207 195 27713 2 0
1 140 81.2 3 63 24.4 1812 2 623 412 221 1322 2 537
7 309 454 3 602 4 421 275 2 477 221 4 213 282 2 037 2 198
2 852 283 3 427 2 428 259 3 098 2 209 2 352 251 2 885 1 B80
4 657 69.2 3 702 1 985 207 1722 2 276 1 881 277 1218 2228
2 922 18.5 2 809 2 922 185 2 909 2(98& 2 922 16.5. 2 909 {B)
M0 48.3 3241 151 2008 1 B27 2 148 20.2 1 704 2265
721 3an 1 55.3 3 a2 3(353 1 553 3 a3 (B)
8 867 724 3 857 3329 351 2 257 2 3 043 321 1 348 2 250

as




Cash Transfers, and Noncash Transfers, by Selected Characteristics: 1983—Con.

(Families and unrelated individuals as of March 1984. For meaning of symbols, see text)

Table 4. Famllies and Unrelated individuals Below the Poverty Thresholds Based on income, l ‘
|
i

Poverty after both cash and noncash transters
Market value Recipiant value Poverty budget share
Characteristic Mean Mearn Mean
emount amount amount
Ntzmbet ;'n axcess Na.(rrber " g'l excess Nr.(mber 3 excess
thou- Poverty Mean poverty thou- Poverty ean poverty Mean poverty
sands) rate deficit | thresholds sands) rate deficit | thresholds sands) raig deficit | thresholds
FAMILIES
5 080 8.2 3 208 2 141 6 478 10.4 3 260 908 6 389 10.3 3188 881
1 524 6.1 2 788 3 072 2028 8.2 2 588 824 2027 a2 2 587 753
1372 8.1 2 858 2 438 1 682 8.9 2738 840 1825 9.8 2 780 002 |
152 1.9 1 980 714 348 4.4 1 859 F)) 402 51 1 609 803
1 089 7.5 2878 2277 1 388 j:X) 2 801 820 1327 0.2 2 B8 817
1 103 8.3 3 244 2 157 1 399 10.8 3 330 818 1 3682 103 3 249 103
T2z 122 371 2 819 848 14.3 3827 8z 850 14,4 3 843 838
326 14.3 3 809 3 252 424 18.8 4 158 420 185 4 058 {8
a7 240 4 487 3 838 410 na 5 269 B; 403 30.5 4 848 13
2 685 54 J 539 2 081 322 8.4 3 484 778 3277 8.5 3 400 690
1 945 7.7 3 849 2197 2 255 0.0 3734 718 2 248 89 3 685 773
740 3.0 3 248 3817 8§75 3.9 2 807 838 1 031 4.1 2823 568
2 200 223 2833 2 559 3016 aos 3031 1018 2 B75 2941 2 958 1 043
1 957 208 2 883 2 382 2 878 40.5 3 116 1070 2 524 8.2 3 041 1 084
243 74 2 433 3 609 340 10.4 2 385 785 352 108 2 343 696
198 8.7 2 876 )] 232 11.4 3m 238 11.8 3014
141 15.0 2 983 } 164 17.4 3327 B 166 176 3 219
55 5.0 {B) 68 6.2 8) () 70 8.4 {B) B
143 47 3778 ) 1413 4.7 778 !B 1413 4.7 3778 SB
05 58 2 440 ) 25 58 2 440 B, 56 2 440 B
1 8689 13.0 3 844 1 188 1972 137 3 b54 1 851 13.8 3 899
1 704 106 2 oaz2 2 984 2 18.7 2 567 683 2 930 18.2 2 451 o914
4 385 15.0 2 821 2 890 5775 16.7 2 265 815 5 B50 20.0 2 259 817
3903 18.9 2 747 2 847 4 341 21.0 2 838 590 4 442 215 2 618 261
472 5.5 1 580 2 B34 1434 187 1135 873 1 408 168.4 1134 865
2 044 15.8 2723 2711 2 416 18.4 2 507 872 2 480 18.7 2 479 514
1 659 174 2 768 2 908 2118 18.7 2 708 588 2 159 189 2 873 (B}
85 4.5 1674 2 582 300 168.1 1 104 P&l 300 18.1 1090 624
2 341 145 2 532 2 884 J 356 209 2 082 849 a 30 211 2 099 838
1 954 208 2725 2 810 2 225 23.7 2 578 584 2 283 24.3 2 562 {E)
as7 5.8 1 569 2 849 1134 18.9 1143 Bgs 1108 185 1 146 671
i
2 922 16.5 2 908 g 2822 18.5 2 909 2 p22 18.5 2 909
148 20.2 1 704 146 202 1 704 ?) 146 20.2 1 704 I
Noncash benefits 633 48.6 2 919 1 883 524 3070 B) 6882 53.1 3 003 B
Both cash and noncash benefits ......... 684 7.2 1 403 2753 2 024 213 1106 83 2 oag 22.0 1143
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Appendix A. U.S. Senate Statement, ‘‘Data Collection and Poverty Level’’

Department of State, Justice, and Commerce, The Judiciary and Related Agencies Appropriation Bill, 1981.
U.S. Senate, 96th Congress, 2nd Session. September 16, 1980: 33-34.

Official poverty statistics published by the Bureau of the Cen-
sus currently ignore billions of dollars of Government in-kind
benefits, such as food stamps, public housing rental subsidies,
and medical care. The Congresssional Budget Office has
estimated that including in-kind benefits in the income statistics
would cause the number of people in poverty to decline to about
9 million as compared to official statistics showing nearly 25
million paople in poverty. The official statistics show no signifi-
<ant reduction in recent years in the incidence of poverty,
although in-kind benefit programs have expanded greatly. The
Committee considers it essential that official poverty statistics
reflect, at the earliest possible date, the effects of in-kind
benefits. Without such information, Congress and the Executive
Branch cannot be certain that Government transfer programs
are properly targeted.

The Census Bureau has recognized the need for better data
on in-kind benefits. The most recent March Current Population
Survey has collected data on some types of in-kind program
benefits. In addition, Census has under way an experimental
survey—known as the Survey of Income and Program

Participation—which collects more extensive data. However,
Census has not yet published the data collected thus far and
has no current plans for integrating such data with cash income
data now reported routinsly.

The Committee has inscribed language in the bill directing the
Secretary of Commerce to expedite the program of collecting,
through surveys, data on benefits received and data on participa-
tion in federally funded, in-kind bensfit programs. Programs on
which data are to be reported include, but are not necessarily
limitad to, food stamps, Medicaid, Medicare and subsidies in
araas such as housing, nutrition, child care, and transportation.
The Secretary of Commerce is further directed to continue
research and testing of techniques for assigning monetary values
to in-kind benefits and for calculating the impact of such benefits
on income and poverty estimates. The Secretary of Commerce
is also directed to include in survey reports, beginning no later
than October 1, 1981, appropriate summaries of data on in-kind
benefits and estimates of the effect of in-kind benefits on
the number of families and individuals below the poverty
level.




Appendix B. Description of Noncash Valuation Techniques

This appendix contains descriptions of the procedures used
to develop and assign values to each of the five types of non-
cash benefits valued in this study. These benefits are (1) food
stamps, (2) school lunches, (3) public or other subsidized rental
housing, (4) Medicaid, and (5) Medicare. The first section
describes procedures for the market value approach; the second,
procedures for the recipient or cash equivalent approach; and
the third, procedures for the poverty budget share approach.

MARKET VALUE

The market value concept values the noncash benefit at the
cost of the specific goods or services in the private market place.
The procedures used to assign market values to noncash bensfits
require the identification of analogous goods or services in the
private.market place and estimation of the cost of the goods or
services. Becausae it is somstimes difficult to find and value goods
or services in the private market place that are precisely the same
as those provided by the noncash benefit program, various
assumptions and compromises were made in the estimation
process. Details of the market value estimation process are con-
tained in the following subsections for each noncash benefit.

Food stamps. Valuing food stamps was the simplest and most
straightforward of the market value procedures. The market
value assigned was the annual face value as reported in the
survey; i.e., the face value is equal to the purchasing power of
the food stamps in the market place.

School lunches. All children eating lunches prepared in schools
that participats in the National School Lunch Program receive
a subsidy or benefit because the price paid by the student is less
‘than the cost of the meal. The value of the benefit varies de-
pending on how much the student pays for the lunch. In the case
of school lunches, it is difficult to identify the analogous good
in the private market ptace since such a large proportion of
schools participate in the program. It was decided, therefore,
to assign market values that were equal to the amount of money
and value of commodities contributed by the Department of
Agriculture and State governments {excluding contributions
directly from student payments for lunches),

Dati from the Department of Agriculture allowed the calcula-
tion of the amount of contributions per meal served. These con-

B8-1

tributions differ for each of the three categorias of lunches: {1)
paid (full price}, {2) reduced price, and {3) free. Table B-1 shows
the total contributions per meal by type of lunch for 1279 to
1983. These figures were multiplied by 167 days to obtain an
annual estimate per child. This assumes an average school year
of 180 days and 93 percent attendance. Annual market values
per child are a'so shown in table B-1. These amounts were
multiplied by the number of children in each family reporting that
they usually ate a hot lunch offered at school.

Public and other subsidized rental housing. The noncash benefit
for public or other subsidized rental housing was defined as the
difference between the market rent of the housing unit and the
subsidized or lower rent paid by the participant. The market value
of the benefit is equal to this difference. Data on the market rent
of public housing units are not readily available. Since these data
are the key to estimating market values, procedures were
developed to estimate market rents.

The market rent estimation procedure was based on survey
data from the 1979 and 1981 Annual Housing Survey (AHS)
national samples conducted by the Bureau of the Census. The
AHS was chosen for several reasons. First, it collected rela-
tively current data on monthly amounts paid for rent and utilities.
Second, it allowed identification of public or other subsidized
housing units. Third, the AHS had a relatively large sample size,
about 60,000 households. Finally, the survey can provide data
needed for future updates.

The first step in the market rent estimation procedure was
development of a method to *’statistically’” match public and
private market rental units with similar housing characteristics.
In this process, each sample public or subsidized housing unit
was matched to two nonsubsidized units with similar housing
unit characteristics. The average market rent for two matching
private market units was assigned as the market rent for each
matching public or other subsidized rental unit. The average
market rent for two nonsubsidized units was assigned rather than
a rental amount from only one unit in order to help stabilize the

. estimated market rents.

Oncu the assignment of a market rent had been made to each
public or subsidized rental housing unit on the 1979 and 1981
AHS sample files, tabuiciions of average market rents and
average subsidized rents paid we:s made. An examination of

these data indicated that the data for boti years should be com-
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Table B-1. Contributions Per Meal and Annual Value Subsidies for National School Lunch Program Benefits, by

Type of Lunch: 1979-83

(Figures in dollars)

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983
Type of lunch
Per Per Per Per Per
meal | Annual meal | Annuoal meal | Annual meal | Annual meal | Annual
Full priceecececvenasanesae] 31 51.77 11 56.78 .32 53.44 .23 38.41 24 40,08
Reduced price...csaceases| 84| 140,28 .95 ] 158.65 .99} 165.33 .84 | 140.28 .90 ] 150.30
Fre€eseesesssscesasnansas| 1.04] 173.68 1.15( 192.05 1.19] 198.73 1.24 | 207.08 1.30| 217.10

binad in order to provide larger sample sizes and thus more stable
estimates for the market and subsidized rents.

The tabulation and combination of the market rent and sub-
sidized rent data for 1979 and 1981 were followed by the
calculation of average market values for the rent subsidy. These
averages were simply the difference between the average
simulated market rents and the average reported subsidized rents
paid. Tables B-2, B-3, and B-4 show the average market rents,
average subsidized rents, and average market value subsidies
used in the assignment of market values for public housing. The
values in these tables are averages derived by combining the
1979 and 1981 data. The averages were replaced by rent-to-
income ratios for purposes of making the actual calculation,

Market value astimates for public housing described here dif-
fer somewhat from those used in the original Technical Paper
No. 50 work because slightly different procedures were used.
The original work covering 1979 used data from the 1979 AHS;
however, valuation techniques based on hedonic regression pro-
cedures yielded lower estimates of market rent for the public
housing units and thus lower market values for the noncash
housing bensfit.

The rent-to-income ratios used in the assignment of the market
value subsidy were held constant for all years. This meant that
the market value subsidy for public housing was fixed as a func-
tion of income level based on the combined 1979 and 1981 data.
This procedure yielded market value subsidies that changed only
slightly over the period.

Medicare and Medicaid. Procedures used to assign the market
value of Medicare and Medicaid coverage are based on an in-
surance value concept. A major problem in the assignment of
market values is the identification of a comparable good in the
private market and estimation of the cost of the comparable
good. The comparable private market, in the case of Medicare
and Medicaid, would be nonprofit insurance companies charg-
ing premium amounts that cover the cost of benefits and
overhead.

In the absence of a similar private market, the market values
of Medicare and Medicaid were determined using program data

covering the total amount of medical vendor payments and
numbers of persons covered or enrolled in the program, including
those covered but not receiving medical care benefits from the
program.

The market values for Medicare are shown in table B-5 for
1979 and 1983. These values were obtained by dividing medical
benefits paid by the number of enrollees. All calculations of
market value were made separately by State and risk class. As
can be seen in the table, the Medicare risk classes were the
aged (persons over age 65) and the disabled. Supplemental
medical insurance {(SMI) premiums were assumed to be paid by
all enrollees and were, therefore, deducted in the market value
calculation process. These amounts of SM! premiums have not
been deducted from the values shown in table B-5. The data in
these tablgs include expenditures for the institutionalized popula-
tion. The market values based on vendor payments that exclude
institutional expenditures wera estimated to be about 2 percent
lower in all States even though this factor differed slightly from
State to State. Unlike the earlier study, no adjustment was made
to the average value to account for small amounts of program
administrative costs. All of the data used in the estimation of
the market value of Medicare are readily available from the Health
Care Financing Administration (HCFA), Department of Health and
Human Services.

The market values for Medicaid are shown in tables B-6 and
B-7 for 1979 and B-8 and B-9 for 1983. Separate market values
based on inclusion and exclusion of institutional expenditures
have been provided to itlustrate the large differences in market
values resulting from the exclusion or inclusion of benefits paid
on behalf of institutionalized individuals. Four risk classes were
defined for estimating the market value of Medicaid. These were
aged, blind or disabled, dependent children under age 21, and
adults aged 21 to 64. The calculations for the child and adult
risk classes were restricted to expenditures and recipients in Aid
to Families with Dependent Children {AFDC} units. Calculations
excluded the “other title XIX'’ recipients and benefits as shown
in the annual HCFA tabuiation.

The computation of market values for Medicaid was not made
based on the ‘ever enrolled’’ population. Estimating ever enrolled




Table B-2. Mean Annual Market Rent for Public or Other Subsidized Housing Units, by Total Household

Money Income and Size of Family Unit

(Figures in dollars. Combined data from the 1979 and 1981 Annual Housing Survey)

Total household money income
Size of family unit Less | $5,000| $7,500| $10,000[ $12,500( $15,000{ $17,500 $20,000
than to to to to to to or
$5,000| $7,499 | $9,999 | $12,499} $14,999| $17,499| $19,999 more
Householder 65 year and over
] person.ccecccsccssscssocs 2,675 3,211 3,597 2,884 3,841 2,388 2,344 2,648
2 persons OF MOT€ressessnse 3,049| 3,208| 3,158 3,728 3,472 3,604 3,627 5,068
Householder under 65 years
Married-couple family
households:
2 PErSONSeacessssessasnns 2,894 3,203| 3,583 3,432 3,995 4,009 3,822 3,924
3 PErSONSecsececacnsacvens 3,316| 3,268} 3,539 3,612 3,723 4,364 4,355 4,570
b4 DErSONS.eeecsssatsnsnee 3,450| 3,470} 3,680 4,047 3,858 3,623 4,313 3,922
S PErSONSssesescscssccsas 4,264 3,533} 3,962 3,590 4,155 4,194 4,578 3,642
6 PErSONSecessssscssasans 3,924) 3,699 4,004 3,388 3,001 4,313 3,764 5,129
7 persons Or MOTE........ | 4,025 3,009| 4,720 3,110 4,809 3,685 4,290 5,880
Other family households: .
2 PErSOnSsasseserssavavas 3,185 3,500 3,297 3,831 3,831 4,424 4,418 4,284
3 perSONS+sscscsscsacnsas 3,305 3,478 4,190 3,882 3,528 3,726 3,534 4,068
4 pErSONSeccesssscasrsnns 3,386] 3,450} 3,691 4,319 4,527 4,192 6,994 4,498
S perBONSessecssscssassss 3,325| 3,481 3,321 3,933 3,388 4,908 4,481 4,020
6 pErSONS.svcsscscssassan 3,111 3,298 | 4,381 4,122 5,658 4,826 3,389 3,414
7 persons Or MOTEesaceses 3,341 3,712 | 4,980 3,994 5,278 5,748 4,294 2,646
Nonfamily households:
] PErBONescssassssanreanns 2,678 3,073| 3,312 3,323 3,262 3,011 6,468 4,824
2 PErSONS.cevecsscsasasss 3,489 4,378 4,183 4,440 3,498 3,407 "9,120 3,490
3 persons Or MOTEassessas 5,670f 5,082 | 5,005 4,624 3,648 4,122 2,322 3,594

populations within risk class and State for Medicaid is difficult.

‘There are no administrative or survey data available that can be

used to develop accurate aver enrolled figures and the figures
on those receiving benefits are weak for some States, often re-
quiring revision. An examination of estimates of market value
based on recipients of Medicaid benefits with market value
estimates based on the ever enrolled figures derived for the
original Technical Paper No. 50 study covering 1979 showed
relatively small ditferences for most States. Some large dif-
ferences were discovered during this comparison. These ap-

‘parent problems were traced to major revisions to the HCFA

Medicaid data following completion of the original valuation
work. Considering the relatively small differences in these com-
parisons, the problems in obtaining an adequate ever enrolled
astimate, and the major revisions made to the 1979 Medicaid
data, it was decided to compute the market values for Medicaid
based on estimated recipient counts readily available frorn HCFA.
Use of this procedure may overstate the value somewhat but
provides a more consistent and stable data base for the examina-
tion of the effect of noncash benefits on changes in poverty
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levels during the 1979 to 1983 period. Administrative costs were
also excluded in the calculation of Medicaid benefits.

RECIPIENT OR CASH EQUIVALENT VALUE

The recipient or cash equivalent concept assigns a value to the
noncash benefit that would make the recipient feel just as well
off as the noncash benefit itself. This concept reflects the value
the recipient places on the benefit. The recipient or cash
equivalent concept assures that the value assigned never
exceeds the market value and is, in most cases, less than the
market vaiue.

Two procedures have been used by researchers to estimate
recipient values. These are the utility function approach and the
normal expenditures appteach. Both of these approaches have
advantages and disadvantages. The majdr problem in either case,
however, is a lack of data needed to adequately estimate
recipient vatue accurately. A more detailed discussion of the
recipient value concept and problems of estimation is con-
tained in Technical Paper No. 50.




_ Table B-3. Mean Annual Subsidized Rent for Public or Qther Subsidized Housing Units, by Total
: Household Money Income and Size of Family Unit

(Figures in dollars. Combined data from the 1979 and 1981 Annual Housing Surveys)

Total household money income
Size of family unit Less | $3,000 | $7,500| $10,000| $12,500 $15,000 ) $17,500{ $20,000
than to to to to to to or
$5,000 | $7,499 | $9,999 | $12,499| $14,999 §17,499( $19,999 more
Householder 65 years and over
] personciaseseccscsscnnnas 1,058 1,541 2,217 1,942 3,145 1,632 1,631 1,885
2 persons Or MOTE.vcescossss 1,290 1,518] 2,066 2,172 2,102 2,232 3,032 3,171
RHouseholder under 65 years
Married~-couple family
households:
2 POrSONSecsessssacacnnas 1,454 1,990} 2,249 2,428 2,285 3,013 2,953 3,092
J personS.isescacersncens 2,111 1,9331 2,433 2,549 2,869 2,984 3,333 2,928
4 PErSONS.scsesacssvansas 1,794 1,849 2,256 2,481 2,451 2,976 3,607 2,799
5 PErSONSesseasasssvancas 1,945 1,859} 2,081 2,243 2,469 2,642 3,358 2,538
6 personS.cessssssnsneacs 1,696 1,852 2,203 2,335 1,947 3,224 2,423 3,792
7 persons or mMoOreessesess 1,492 1,652 1,959 1,976 3,691 2,242 2,493 3,553
Other family households:
2 PErSONBestessacssncanes 1,482 1,552 2,119 2,688 2,749 2,912 2,933 3,332
3 personS..eecssasecanses 1,344 1,863 2,150 2,265 2,394 3,157 2,331 2,297
4 PersOnNS.ceeseccsvnseens 1,434 1,976 2,055 3,141 3,703 2,289 2,493 1,845
5 PErSONS+esscssnvnnnnnns 1,352 1,903 | 1,869 2,832 1,728 2,400 2,756 3,494
O personS.ccacesscsrseracs 1,387 1,494 1,541 1,908 3,324 2,665 1,591 2,375
7 persons Or MOTE..svesss 1,264 1,763 | 2,007 1,595 1,746 2,616 2,006 1,380
Nonfamily households:
l pPersonescecersnsrsanscnss 1,232 1,618 2,237 2,286 2,620 2,219 5,784 3,142
2 perSONSesescstsnnossvase 1,585 2,900 2,590 2,424 2,304 2,482 3,204 3,011
3 persons Or MOT@..vssaen 2,820 1,464 1,794 2,239 2,808 3,480 708 2,640

The normal expenditure approach was used to estimate
recipient values in this study. The first step in this technique is
to obtain expenditure data for househoids purchasing the good
or service in the private market. in this valuation effort, the
general procedure was to tabulate an average annual household
expenditure matrix defined by a set of cross-classifying variables.
The next step was comparison of the previously assigned market
value of the noncash benefit to the average (normal} expenditure
in the appropriate cell of this matrix. The recipient value
assigned was equal to the average value in the matrix unless
this value is greater than the market value. In this situation, the
recipient value is constrained, making it equa! to the market
value.

Food stamps. The recipient or cash equivalent values for food
stamps were based on some of the newly available expenditure
data from the Consumer Expenditure Survey (CES) diary sam-
ple. The CES is conducted by the Bureau of the Census under
the sponsorship of the Bureau of Labor Statistics. Since this
survey has a relatively smail sample size, it was necessary to
combine expenditure data for 1980, 1981, and 1982 in order
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to improve the stability of the normal expenditure matrix. Table
B-10 shows the figures used in the assignment of recipient value
for food stamps. These average expenditures include both food
consumed at home and 100 percent of the reported expenditures
away from home. In practice, the average subsidy amounts were
replaced by subsidy-to-income ratios in order to compute
recipient values. These ratios are shown in table B-11 and were
used in the estimation process throughout the 1979-83 period.

Since food stamps may have been received for a specified
number of months during the year, the calculation of recipient
value should be based only on the months during which the
stamps waere received. Data collected in the March CPS on the
number of months received were used to account for these part-
year recipients. This was accomplished by transforming the
average annual normal food expenditures and market value of
food stamps to average monthly figures. In these cases, if the
average monthly normal expenditure was less than the average
monthly food stamp amount, the annual recipient value was
made equal to the average monthly normal expenditure multiplied
by the number of months in which food stamps were received.
If the monthly normal expenditure was greater than the market



Table B-4. Mean Annual Market Value of Housing Sui:idies for Public or Other Subsidized Housing Units, by
Total Household Money Income and Size of Family Unit

{Figures in dollars. Combined data from the 1979 and 1981 Annual Housing Surveys)

Total household money income
Size of family unit Less | $5,000 | $7,500] $10,000 | $12,500 $15,0001{ $17,500 | $20,000
than to to to to to to _or
$5,000} 57,499 [ $9,999| $12,499 $14,999| $17,499 | §19,999 more
Householder 65 years and over
] Personesevescscsccssesvens 1,617 1,670 | 1,380 942 696 756 713 763
2 persons Or MOT@sassvsvaas 1,760 1,690 1,092 1,556 1,370 1,371 595 1,897
Householder under 65 years
Married-couple family .
households:
2 PErSONSecscesssrvscncns 1,440 11,2131 1,334 1,003 1,711 996 869 832
3 personSssesscsasesvssas 1,205 1,335 1,106 1,063 853 1,380 1,023 1,642
4 persSoONSisecscssssasscars 1,656 1,621 1,424 1,567 1,406 647 707 1,123
5 DPersonSsssesessesssssss | 2,318| 1,675 1,881 1,347 1,686 1,553 1,220 1,105
6 persOnNSecscssecssraorss 2,228 1,847 1,800 1,053 1,054 1,089 1,341 1,337
7 persons or MOTEecssasss 2,532% 1,357 2,76l 1,134 1,117 1,444 1,796 2,327
Other family households:
2 DETrSOUB.scassrsacnnsnns 1,703 1,948 | 1,178 1,144 1,082 1,512 1,485 953
3 personSesccecesacssnanre 1,961 1,615} 2,040 1,618 1,134 569 1,203 1,771
4 PersonS-«scscsssasssens 1,952 | 1,474 1,635 1,177 824 1,903 4,501 2,653
5 PErSONS.esscsssssnonrss 1,972 1,578 1,452 1,101 1,660 2,508 1,706 526
6 PEISONGsscsvessccronrne 1,724 1,8041 2,840 2,214 2,33 2,161 1,798 1,039
7 persons Or MOT@...ssees | 2,077} 1,950 2,973} 2,399 3,531 3,132 2,288 1,266
Nonfamily households:
l PersofNecceassscsnsvasaes 1,446 1,455| 1,074 1,037 642 792 684 1,683
2 PErSONGecssssssssencssns 1,903 1,478 | 1,593 2,016 1,194 925 5,916 479
3 persons Or MOFCaessasss 2,850 3,618 3,211 2,385 840 642 1,614 954

value, the annual recipient value equaled the annual market value
of food stamps.

School lunches. Estimating normal expenditures for school
lunches is difficult since virtually all school children eating
lunches prepared at schacl are participating in the program; i.e.,
there is no private market fram which to estimate normal ex-
penditures. Given this problem and the relatively small size of
the benefits, a decision was made to assign recipient values to
school lunch benefits that were equal to the market value of
thess benefits.

Public or other subsidized rental housing. Estimates of recipient
value for public housing tenants were based on data from the
1979 and 1981 Annual Housing Survey as were the estimates
of market value. The first step in the procedure was tabulation
of average or normal annual rental expenditures in the private
market place—in this case, rental units in nonpublic housing.
Data for 1979 and 1981 were combined to increase the
sample size in order to stabilize the average rental amounts. The
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normal expenditure estimates tabulated for the recipient value
calculations are shown in table B-12.

The second step, calculation of recipient value for public hous-
ing, is somewhat more complicated than for food stamps
because the recipients pay a reduced price rather than obtain-
ing the goods at no cost. First, the market rent established as
part of the market value procedures (table B-2} was compared
to the approptiate normal expenditures figure in table 8-12. If
the market rent figure was less than the normal expenditure, the
recipient value was assigned to be equal to the market value of
the benefit. if the market rent figure was greater than the
normal expenditure, the recipient value was determined as the
difference between the narmal expenditure and the subsidized
rental payment {table B-4}, In practice, the average figures shown
in these tables were replaced by expenditure-to-income ratios.
These ratios were then used in the calculations for each of the
4 years.

Medical care benefits. The procedures used to estimate recipient
value of medical care benefits were based on simple updates




Table B-5. Annual Market Values for Medicare, by Statc annd Risk Class for 1979 and 1983

(Figures in dollars)

State

United StateSesscsscssns
Alabamaeevssesssccssesse
AlasKAeecosossavssessnns
AriZonA.seesssassnsesaae
ArkansaS.esecevsarsnvnns
Californidecesescsncesses
ColoradO.icesesscsscsnnse
Connecticutesssesssasaae
Delaware..cceseseeneasens
District of Columbia....

Floridacssecasecnsnscsss

Georglasesavessseananess
Hawail.oesrsosassseaaans
IdahOessassssessasanssnas
I111Nn0iSeceetsncsssannne
Indianadeesccasscscasasas
IOWAeseonssaasacsssacsss
KanSasS.:esasssesrsascasas
Kentuckyeeieseoasasceass
Loulsiana.cceesscnesoces
Maine.vsvevosesascosanes
Marylandesveessesseaasse
MagssachusettSeeesssonses
Michiganesesssssncecones
Minnesot8.seesercesscncee
Mississipplicsscacacasnas
Missouriceissossessssnces
MONtaAnAsssssssseecasasne
Nebraskaeesoesessascasen
Nevadaeseacosssasssnsass
New Hampshire.ceeeceeses
New Jerseyeeescocosrvaes
New MeXiCcOsiseeeseecseansee
New YorKeeceeoosaavvoowe
North Carolinaeessevenss
North DakotAeesssssososas
OhiO.vasesnccccasnsancan
OklahOmasesssssssvnvncss
OregoNscsscsssscscnnnnas
Pennsylvaniadeseceoecocae
Rhode Islandecessssoseae
South Carolina.ceaesesses
South DakotBAesesesssssnss
TennesSSeCesssssssessnsss
TeXaS+ssesassnnessavnnsse
UtBhesesossanssossasansns
Vermonteceessssassssacss
Virginiaciesssoconcscnss
Washingt Mecesascsancaea
West Virginia «covceacass
Wisconsin seesvsnsscnnse
Wyoming esececrcacvencss

1979 1983

Risk class Risk class
Age 65 and over | Blind and disabled | Age 65 and over | Blind and disabled
929 1,167 1,538 2,041
767 1,001 1,329 1,753
1,065 2,012 1,460 2,036
869 1,075 1,494 2,022
690 673 1,263 1,475
1,207 1,555 1,890 2,658
895 1,186 1,466 1,964
972 1,325 1,504 2,374
934 1,378 1,414 1,817
1,369 1,840 2,473 4,051
990 1,196 1,697 2,209
706 953 1,249 1,740
901 1,419 1,332 1,975
683 804 1,159 1,347
1,068 1,509 1,688 2,526
801 1,116 1,275 1,724
174 1,120 1,237 1,896
898 1,295 1,408 2,182
660 157 1,211 1,360
747 788 1,369 1,628
847 1,013 1,403 1,723
1,100 1,487 1,744 2,526
1,162 1,398 1,815 2,247
1,126 1,459 1,769 2,330
846 1,188 1,242 1,831
703 788 1,270 1,464
910 1,107 1,480 1,814
718 753 1,264 1,497
784 1,245 1,277 2,000
1,117 1,501 1,716 2,197
784 1,225 1,270 1,859
954 1,327 1,690 2,475
768 1,020 1,319 1,517
1,027 1,158 1,672 2,024
672 897 1,150 1,600
871 1,451 1,526 1,733
887 1,109 1,461 1,947
792 874 1,384 1,714
845 998 1,428 1,835
963 1,252 1,711 2,347
1,047 1,137 1,423 1,694
605 788 1,066 1,526
707 766 1,221 1,711
729 910 1,329 1,895
867 1,154 1,551 2,249
706 917 1,016 1,498
784 1,106 1,203 1,820
189 1,026 1,356 1,854
179 963 1,252 1,737
696 711 1,258 1,270
847 1,174 1,364 1,765
723 946 1,230 1,521
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Table B-6. Annua! Market Values for Medicaid Including Institutional Expenditures, by State and Risk Class

for 1979

(Figures in dollars)

Age 65 Blind and Age 21-64, Age less than 21,
State and over disabled nondisabled nondisabled
United States..................... 2,096 2,565 703 333
Alabamaceseesosesaascsansnscasncns 1,184 1,121 580 229
Alaskaeeeaveoncnnsansansunsoscssans 4,504 4,133 719 292
ArizZonacesesensoserossosnrsvessans 2,096 2,565 703 333
ArKanSaS.ccececeesnscasscrasarasaass 1,364 1,682 508 236
Californifessccecacecenssansonnnes 1,355 1,527 673 332
Coloradot.....‘.0...‘.0-.....0-1-. 2’002 3'851 640 238
Connecticut....................... 4,356 3,076 716 360
Delaware..-ooooo-oooooo.---------- 3,576 2,58& 563 250
District of Columbidassiessursessese 1,976 3,489 954 511
Floridasseseessssassescessonasnasns 1,333 1,217 533 271
Georglacscecassrocensanansanansssnas 1,488 1,751 647 259
Hawail.ceeeresoavosscosassncaccnnse 2,623 2,440 637 281
IdahOssessessoscavsssnnssnssnsasncas 2,632 3,105 569 287
111in0iSceccccecccrcenncccnscacnsne 2,638 2,972 765 347
Indiana.eecscssscesssssasnsnsnnnns 3,981 4,155 733 296
Iowa...‘....‘.‘...l...".'.'l.l.l. 2’718 3’514 697 323
Kansas............................ 2,511 3,815 625 262
Kentucky.......................... 1,175 1’296 452 202
Louisianaesecessessanvenasesassanes 1,405 1,847 515 231
Haine..,.......................... 2,187 1,190 451 230
Maryland.sseeecscscssscaoaresernsns 2,535 1,713 714 381
MBBS&ChUSEttS-o.....---o--o---.--- 1,354 3,226 816 367
Michigan.eseseaseseensinssssncanes 2,785 3,508 959 365
Minnesota.a....................... 3,950 4’419 652 279
Mississippleeeccerncssncnnsaasnsne 928 1,164 402 187
Missouri.......................... 1,312 1’551 522 217
MONLANAssssesssssssnsnsssssonssnas 3,145 2,727 676 270
Nebraska...rﬂ‘.‘............l...". 2’793 3’464 660 307
Nevadasesnsssoaresscassvnstarsnnns 2,700 3,538 680 286
New Hampshir@.ieieeesacsecasannraas 3,846 2,743 552 307
New Jersey........................ 3,944 2,635 653 401
New MexicOuiicsetsanssasnsosaasssnnse 1,323 1,667 550 233
New YorK.isesesacaoesnsasasssssnasns 3,691 6,002 1,081 551
North Carolina.escscesasosesssscss 1,559 1,895 547 228
North DakotB.esseesseacosnssscases 3,322 2,686 811 383
OhiCeeacecnssssacsscsnnsnnensnnnsns 2,900 2,498 624 257
OklahOmAsesesvssesssosrossssscanas 2,017 3,036 385 279
Oregoneessssssssssssssasasasrsnsns 2,575 2,939 408 161
Pennsylvania.ccosereresnssssassnas 3,265 2,380 516 248
Rhode Islandeseesccssssssescecoses 2,177 2,089 508 241
South Carolindeesscecscssvssnvanns 1,565 1,227 531 172

South DakotBe.svecscssssnssncacsnas
TeNNESSEC ausstosssccssssvanssannsas
TEXAS esesavacassesonsnsnsssusnnsas
Utahevasosasesesoscsesennsasssnanas
Vermontessesssecescasssscscensnsee
Virginia.icesaeesesacenesncsasncnas
Washingtoneeesesesescscscecensones
West Virginlassessssessnassvnssssnne
Wisconsinesscoanossvnssvastenrsnnen
Wyotiing..oeeeneceasecasacnssnnanans

2,915
1,59
1,873
2,677
2,567
2,096
2,271

890
3,513
3,476

3,658
1,568
2,616
3,600
2,743
2,092
3, 360

890
3,538
2,201

594
604
778
662
545
640
634
890
576
545

265
303
267
425
288
284
280
890
295
196

B-7




Table B-7. Annual Market Values for Medicaid Including Institutional Expenditures, by State and Risk Class

for 1983

(Figures in dollars)

Loulslandesesssssssossssascssasssnse
MaiN€@esssosasnacassrsnarassssssssasns
Maryland.eceesececssoscssasonsnsacsas
MassachuSettS8.cssossenssssssscassnse
Michlgan.sesseesansnssscasccsccnns
Minnesotd.ecsvssascsossncsssrsrnssecs
MissSissipplececssscrcccrsnrescasass
MisS0UTleeeessaonerstsscssncnsnnen
MONtANBesssssasanntsssssassssananns
Nebraska-..........--......-......
NevadOessssssassssaassnsssssasasas
New Hampshiressiceeoessssescnnasnes
New JerSeYesseescassreacenonnscnnas
New MeXiCOeeessosannavsnnsennssnss
New YOTKececoesasosssnosnscnnssnnss
North Carolind@.sesccessersscassene
North Dakot@esessenssnsessascssssa
OhiOueesesossscsssssasssssssassssana
OklahOMAessesssseancnrsviscscsssas
OregoNecsssacsasssssassresvaccasas
Pennsylvaniaeeceeesrsesssanssranans
Rhode Islandeccscossscssncessasnss
South Carolinade.escsscccscscossnns
South DakotBessescacccsesssonssens
TenneSSCCecsssassnavrsssascsssannsovs
TeXAS sssscssassonranstssasssassnss
UtAheeorossessssescenvsstssscsssas
Vermont ssascssscssnsssrsssanssssnsss
Virginiaeeiiseasseessrissssanannan
Washington.esseeesasesscsasrsersnes
West Virginlacescsseascossnseraanan
WisconsSinesssacssssavavrssssascnns
Wyomingeeeesssesasasssssnsssersnss

2,600
4,333
4,799
4,567
4,092
7,309
1,960
3,030

4,801
4,190
3,911
6,262
6,008
2,194
7,884
2,697
4,253
5,086
2,878
3,526
5,066
5,017
2,289
3,981
2,481
2,593
1,986
4,123
3,483
3,836
2,222
5,465
4,781

4,318
3,599
2,607
5,134
4,054
10,243
1,731
3,036
4,151
5,096
6,879
3,734
4,373
2,802
6,801
3,441
4,030
5,030
3,196
4,711
4,599
5,190
2,124
5,646
2,536
4,550
4,677
4,521
3,401
4,756
1,337
5,867
3,714

904
870
1,021
1,079
902
843
726
750
1,061
825
1,221
491
944
906
1,037
788
1,030
1,063
1,184
825
675
657
689
816
958
1,124
998
705
804
820
573
914
893

-Age 65 Blind and Age 21-64, Age less than 21,

- State and over disabled nondisabled nondisabled
United StateS.ceeesscsscesvonsossas 3,682 3,968 866 419
ALADAMA e sseevancrsoassssassnssncs 1,612 2,222 779 347
AlaBKBeesosnssesassreasnsnsnnsnass 6,575 6,314 1,062 616
ATiZONAssacenessosssssosnsansananns 3,682 3,968 Bo6 419
ATKANBAS cecassvsssssanssosonnsnrnn 2,271 3,069 867 389
Callfornidecescecececeasasanrsansns 1,537 2,395 750 358
COLOTAadOssesssvscencoaasnsasssnnes 2,679 5,200 705 338
ConnectiCut sssessstssssscavssnasaes 7,689 6,390 992 473
DolaWArCesssssersssssassassssassas 4,738 4,094 . 788 404
District of Columbla.caceiseaainses 4,710 5,026 1,125 524
Floridaceeseceencesscossoncsacasns 2,444 2,600 668 320
Georgidecscsosssrsssssscacansonens 2,158 2,637 978 390
Hawalieesveooossnosnonosnsacanrnannns 4,607 4,124 845 395
IR0 s essessevenssnssssssssseanss 3,855 4,620 765 359
T11in0iBcecensccacsassotassascanns 3,508 3,995 831 411
INdianaescossseseanvessssssasansas 5,730 6,162 1,206 466
IOWAeesssssscsncncnssssasssassnses 3,472 5,463 917 474
KANGAS sesscascsarasnanrasssssssssses 3,402 5,363 1,011 510
Kentuckyeessacasassonssosoanassass 2,187 2,324 704 296

395
405
542
576
342
430
327
428
391
468
629
o 267
418
361
602
400
588
483
693
354
312
310
167
447
561
416
396
397
331
399
236
494
415




‘Table B-8. Annual Market Values for Medicaid Excluding Institutiona

Class for 1979

(Figures in dollars)

t Expenditures, by State and Risk

State

Age 65

and over

Blind and
disabled

Age 21-64,
nondisabled

Age less than 21,
nondisabled

United StateS.sveceesesessnsnsnncs

AlabaAmMAcccesersveasssssasscsonssnns

AlasKaesssaessostsassssssssnnsasas
AriZONAcccacnssasnosssrassscssance
ArkansSaS.escsessscssrsrsessssscsssssea
Californidecasccsssressasssnssansns
Coloradoesssescasssssscacsassansas
Connecticuteeessvraasssasscscasnanne
Delawareeecssvsserssssasansasananns
District of Columblaeesesvereacons
FloridaAeescsesavessssrscsscasssnnas
Georgiaseseesacarssssvonssascanans
Hawalleeeveooosansvonsoscssansnnns
TdahOeececssavsenrsssaassssanensss
111InoiS cesencessssncsssnsansessans
Indianadesscecsvsscncesssasassssacss
IOWAeessesnssssssssssncasssssnsnses
KANSAS eesasssssossrssnstsasssassescas
KentucKkysseoorososssssnssanansenes
Louisiandeessescasssnessasasasssss
Malnessessessnasasevnassssasncsasne
Marylandseececccacsacursrssscansass
MassachusSettS.sesesssasasansssannas
Michigan.eeessscsersscassvesrsnsnses
MInnesotaecassescsensrssssssasesns
Mississippleceecrracscccnssannanea
Missourl.esvaccanscanscenncannsnns
MONMLANA s sssssssssssssscassransnsns
Nebraskadessssessssosnnsssansarsssasa
NevadAeessvaavossnsossesssansnacnse
New Hampshire.seseasecasasoertnese
New JerseYessasassescnncansansanne
New MeX1COeessoaoosnsscssasnsassans
New YOorK.iiccosenasasasvsosesansaces
North Carolindescsvovscecerescsans
North Dakota.essseossssscacssoanas
OHiOcecasssnsvassarsnssssscssnnnes
OklahOMAsessssssnccovsscosssssanany
OregoNesasssscnsssssssasasasssvans
Pennsylvanideeecseecessasreascacess
Rhode Island.cesecaccsssvsassacsss
South Carolinad.ececsesssvsssanscens
South DakotfAesesessssnsssssacessse
TenneSSeeescasssasrsssesssssssnnas
TeXaBeesesasrasscasososassasassssnse
Ut8hesassssasssssanassscstssssssnass
Vermont esesecsessosssnsnsasassnsnas
Virginlasceeceaoensocscoccscsnsass
Washingtoneeeescesasncscscnsnsnass
West Virginiaeeesecocanecersscases
Wisconsinessesaassssesassncesssces
Wyoming.isveeessscascscacscssacncnns

417
300
486
417
315
460
331
546
411

1,260
454
371
497
408
532
554
472
370
223
421
281
472
173
426
529
332
335
438
492
457
469
491
346
517
424
420
440
464
365
313
778
257
315
359
397
359
414
527
479
319
620
249

1,267

789
1,109
1,267

695
1,189
1,050
1,350
1,197
2,559

964
1,021
1,130
1,084
1,530
1,573
1,042

853"

744
735
818

‘1,324

1,516
1,768
1,280
779
855
1,410
1,205
1,963
1,400
1,329
1,090
2,549
1,131
1,574
1,130
826
728
890
966
664
896
852
1,026
996
1,291
1,123
1,358
716
1,342
1,024

695
580
716
695
508
673
638
694
563
953
533
647
636
569
763
730
690
623
451
515
450
712
810
940
648
401
522
673
657
680
552
653
549
1,054
546
811
624
378
408
487
508
526
594
603
778
659
528
638
633
889
566
544

314
229
271
314
235
330
218
327
250
493
271
259
280
287
345
280
323
230
200
229
229
381
354
318
276
180
217
269
290
281
301
315
232
493
225
383
255
268
161
225
241
172
265
296
267
312
262
260
280
886
276
178

B-9




Table B-9. Annual Market Values for Medicaid Excluding Institutional Expenditures, by State and Risk

Class for 1983

(Figures in dollars)

Age 65 Blind and Age 21-64, Age less than 21,
State and over disabled nondisabled nondisabled
United StateS.cecesannasassesans 1,014 1,948 851 404
AlabamaA.esecesssssasssssassnssans 476 1,106 779 347
Alaska-......-.--............... 2,027 3,059 1,031 609
AriZONaceessasssssocsassasaseans 1,014 1,948 851 404
ATKANSAS e sceessarssssasasassnns 121 1,309 867 388
Californigescessesssensosencnnans 553 1,899 750 357
ColoradOesscesessssasanssassnsas 609 1,741 679 320
Connecticuteceecusveanssosaasnone 1,070 2,927 989 468
DelawarCeessessssssassssseserann 587 1,727 788 404
District of Columbiaseseesereaes 1,459 3,349 1,125 514
Floridaseecessosassstassssscnsnna 721 1,599 667 320
Georgilsssessesvsesasssnccassaces 704 1,673 977 390
Hawaldssessesessasnnssasasssnses 839 1,778 845 395
IdahOeevneesnocanessasosssssnnns 416 1,467 765 359
" 111inoiSeseesascncsncnornancanns 661 1,716 831 406
Indianacecesssacssccssncccsnsnsnse 863 3,054 1,205 462
TOWAseassevarsensscsasonaasasnasn 603 1,775 916 454
KANSBB sssussnscssscrsnansassanes 698 1,740 1,010 498
Kentuckyeeescoeesssrsssansascanas 420 1,405 703 290
louislanaececssnacnvsvessnssssnsne 777 1.538 904 392
Maineecscoooosnasosvsssnesasssssons 723 1’812 . 870 405
Maryland....------o............. 883 1'975 1,017 542
Massachusetts......-......-.-.-. 1,685 2’382 1,078 576
Michigan.................---.%.- 767 2,233 901 305
MinnesotAesesssscsassossrsanssans 995 2,632 841 424
Mississipplesesscssasnsensvnrsenne 597 1,047 726 327
Missouri-.-............-....-... 597 1’406 750 423
MONtANA sacesessssossssosassanss 147 2,329 1,057 390
Nebraskaeeceesoossosssasseanasnsse 800 1,939 824 456 .
NevadBeesescsenessssssnssnassanns 819 4,687 1,220 629
New Hampshire.c.oessccoscsarsenns 474 1,860 491 265
New Jerseyeseesssascsaarssnnones 921 2,123 943 -417
New MexXiCOesseeerasnssaccasssasas 581 1,712 905 361
New YOoTK.uesssosooenonosnsssssnns 3,222 3,142 959 546
North Carolinfecececescesesasens 614 1,717 788 395
North Dakofdeeccessssssssossssss 574 1,953 1,029 584
OhiOesesessnrsssrsssnosnsssnsnssas 1,402 2,633 1,063 480
OklahOmMAeseooscesessscasnnssncnne 939 1,131 993 588
OTEgOnsssccnsccessssssrssssasrnna 841 1,780 815 309
Pennsylvaniasesecssessccccnsscens 465 1,421 619 300
Rhode Island.eseesccscsssssensses 1,907 2,006 657 310
South Carolindeeeserssescsnsacae 424 818 486 166
South Dakotasssesssccscsscsccnss 564 2,567 816 447
TennesSeBcseensssnvesssssssssane 514 1,261 956 489
TeXAB esesoseancssovnssnasnssbtonns 817 1,754 1,124 416
Utahessessasesosscsncssisnnssasnne 388 1,370 996 389
Vermonteeseessoocnscsscsascsascen §26 2,566 704 383
Virginiaeeeseescacnasarecscasaas 749 1,482 194 325
Washingtonescssesecasasocsnnaansse 611 1,689 816 399
West Virginla..ceecsnnesssssvass 436 1,022 572 236
WisconsiNesesssesvosnscsrvonnscs 864 1,995 899 462
Wyomingecoesovossssacsasssassnnssns 328 2,614 893 415
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Table B-10. Mean Annual Nuirma! Expenditures for Food, by Total Household Money Income and Size of

Family Unit
(Figures in dollars. Combined data from 1980, 1981, and 1982 Current Expenditure Survey Monthly
Diaries) '
Total household money income
Size of family Less | $5,000 | $7,500{ $10,000 | $12,500 | $15,000 | $17,500| $20,000
unit than to to to to to to or
$5,000 | $7,499 | $9,999 | $12,499 | $14,999 } $17,499} $19,999 more
Householder 65 years and over -
1 persofNecsseasssssasessnces 1,015 1,328 1,464 1,683 1,394 1,676 2,370 2,293
2 persons OT MOTC.sssesvese 1,414 1,806 2,143 2,536 2,556 2,383 2,810 3,577
Householder under 65 vears
Married-couple family
households:
2 PErSONBececceceronrsnes 648 1,916 | 2,103 2,465 2,369 2,842 2,921 3,293
3 pOrSONSccceacascncsanss 344 2,683 | 2,308 2,395 2,612 3,036 2,912 3,716
. 4 pEerBONS.escccsscosscsacs 621 2,774 | 2,521 2,902 2,791 3,278 3,334 4,352
5 perSoOTNSsecssessscncncsas 931| 2,159 | 3,119 3,091 3,299 2,778 4,319 4,864
6 personBesssssnscsccanes 1,000| 2,188} 2,517 3,582 3,710 4,226 4,058 5,303
7 persons Or MOT€esssaass 1,250 2,938 3,914 4,642 4,291 5,191 4,563 5,570
Other family households:
2 PErSONSecscesssnsssrrns 991 1,472 1,76% 1,782 2,539 2,732 2,468 2,938
3 personsScececceccvessne 1,404 2,177 1,719 2,329 2,958 3,250 3,272 3,546
4 persSOnS.ecsecacecersnss 1,125] 2,203 2,009 2,958 3,491 2,913 2,316 4,772
5 personS...... secasessse 931 2,159 | 3,119 3,091 3,299 2,778 4,319 4,864
6 PETSONS.sescsscssnssssns 1,000] 2,188 2,517 3,582 3,710 4,226 4,058 5,303
7 persons OT MOTCessssese 1,250 | 2,938 3,914 4,642 4,291 5,191 4,563 5,570
Nonfamily households:
l personesssssssssnsrsssa 714 1,123 1,303 1,600 1,637 1,782 2,123 2,626
2 persons OCf WOTEassassss 999 1,799 | 2,265 2,386 2,097 2,052 2,339 3,561

of the original 1979 techniques. For the purpose of estimating

normal expenditures for medical care, a nonsubsidized popula-

tion is, for all practical purposes, nonexistent. The aged popula-

tion is almost totally covered by the Medicare program and the

population under 65 years of age receives widespread coverage
. from employer-provided group health insurance.

The estimates of normal expenditures for medical care were
made using data from the 1972-73 Consumer Expenditure
Survey (CES) in spite of the major problems cited above. The
normal expenditure tabulation used as the basis for this study
is shown in table B-13. The data for the under-age-65 popula-
tion were derived from CES survey cases reporting partial
employer-provided coverage. The expenditure data do not
include the amount of the employer’s contribution, and therefore,
the normal expenditures for this group are probably
underestimated. The sample group used to derive the normal ex-
penditures for the 65-and-over population included persons with
Medicare coverage but excluded persons covered by Medicaid
and those covered by both Medicaid and Medicare. Use of the
Medicare population in estimates of normal expenditures is

undesirable and probably results in undera_stimates of recipient
value as well.

The normal expenditure data in tabte B-13 were tabulated from
the 1972-73 CES. Adjustments were then made to the 1872-73
average medical expenditures and income classes to account
for the increases in consumer prices. The expenditure data were
adjusted by the change in the medical component within the
overall Consumer Price Index (CPl}, The income classes were
adjusted by the change in the overall CPl. These same ad-
justments were made annually to update the 1979 figures in this
table to the appropriate year between 1980 and 1983.

The assignment of recipient values followed the same pro-
cedures as outlined for food stamps. Separate estimates of
recipient value were made based on the inclusion or exclusion
of instititional care expenditures.

POVERTY BUDGET SHARES
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The third procedure used to value noncash benefits in this
study was the poverty budget share (PBS) approach. The PBS




Table B-11. Annual Food Expenditure .to income Ratios, b

Family Unit

(Combined data from 1980, 198!, and 1982 Current Expenditure Survey Montly Diaries)

y Total Household Money Income and Size of

Total household money incone
Size of family unit Less| §5,000; $7,500| $10,000{ $12,500( $15,000 $17,500| $20,000
than to to to to to to or
$5,000) $7,499| $9,999| $12,499 | $14,999 $17,499| $19,999 more
Householder 65 years and over
l personececceiescesennenass . 286 .221 .170 <149 .102 .102 .128 074
2 persons Or MOT€esessassss «399 .284 « 244 +228 .186 «148 .151 .103
Householder under 65 years
Married-couple family
households:
2 PerSONS.eessserrsaseasns .480 «286 «237 .222 172 177 .156 .093
3 pPerSOnScacsvrestnsanasns .391 <411 . 274 »215 .190 .188 . 155 107
4 personS.ceeavesvsensces 409 419 «282 « 256 . 204 .202 179 .123
5 PErSONSseasncencssnsnss .378 .332 365 270 241 172 «232 .138
6 PErSONS.iccssceacascsses 400 «350 274 327 .270 +262 .216 142
7 persons Or MOTEessesass « 500 470 +435 417 .312 +315 .239 . 160
Other family households:
2 PErSONSecessscscsenrons +342 . 244 .203 .160 . 184 170 .132 .098
3 PErSONS.csarseccvssanss «490 . 344 . 200 «210 -213 .203 .176 119
4 PErSONS.eeseesccsrsvens . 450 .374 .225 263 .255 179 121 147
5 pPerSONS.sececsvavesncas .378 .332 . 365 . 270 . 241 172 .232 .138
O persSonS..sececccsrrscnas 400 «350 274 -327 «270 +262 +216 142
7 persons Or MOY€ievassoe + 500 470 435 417 «312 .315 .239 . 160
Nonfamily households:
] personececceccscesnancas « 266 .183 152 144 .120 112 -115 .088
2 DersonsS OF MOK€esscenes . 340 .280 «252 . 209 + 150 . 126 .129 «103

approach is a different and much more limited valuation tech-
nique that links the value of the noncash benefit directly to the
current money income poverty concept. The PBS approach
assumaes that, for purposes of measuring poverty, the value
assigned to the benefit can be no greater than the amount that
is usually spent on the specified good or service by people near
the poverty level, since values in excess of this amount cannot
always substitute for other needs.

Food benefits. The values of food stamps and school lunch
benefits were combined for the calculation of the PBS value for
food benefits. The amount spent on food by families near the
poverty line was assumed to be one-third of the appropriate
poverty level. This reflects directly the food-to-income ratio
used to develop the current poverty definition. The PBS limits
for food benefits are shown in table B-14 for 1979 through 1982,

The figures in this table are simply the weighted average

poverty threshold for the specified family type multiplied by one-
third.

The PBS value was computed by comparing the combined
market value of food stamps and school lunch to the PBS fimit.
If the market value was greater than the PBS limit, the PBS value
was constrained to the PBS limit. If the market value was lower,
the PBS value was equal to the market value.

Public or other subsidized rental housing. The PBS values for
public or other subsidized rental housing were computed using
the 1978 and 1983 AHS data. Calculation of the PBS limits were
based on the housing expenditure to income ratios shown in table
B-15. These ratios represent the proportion of income spent on
nonsubsidized rental housing by families with incomes within
1 25 percent of the poverty level and are averages of the 1979
and 1881 data from the AHS for nonsubsidized housing units.

The calculation of the PBS limit was made by multiplying the
appropriate proportion in table B-15 by the family’s poverty level.

B-12



--Table B-12. Mean Annual Normal Expenditures for Rental Units in Nonsubsidized Heusmg, by Total
Household Money Income and Size of Family Unit

(Figures in dollars. Combined data from 1979 and 1981 Annual Housing Survey)

Total household money income
Size of family unit Less | $5,000] $7,500 [ $10,000| $12,500 $15,000| $17,500( $20,000
than to to to to to Lo or
$5,000[ $7,499 | $9,999 | $12,499| $14,999| $17,499¢ $19,999 more
Householder 65 years and over
] PersoNeceacecescsssassens 2,092| 2,702 | 3,002 3,073 3,583 4,023 3,439 3,915
2 persons Orf MOTEsssrassens 2,396 2,805 3,223 3,546 3,356 3,690 3,798 4,674
Householder under 65 years
Married—couple family
housecholds:
2 PErSONSeeessvvsvsssssss 2,680 2,8211 2,864 3,181 3,140 3,165 3,316 4,441
3 perSONS.eeccssscersscase 2,836 2,846 | 2,889 3,134 3,284 3,502 3,574 4,495
4 PErSONS.essccacsscsanss 3,115} 3,042 | 3,247 3,207 3,422 3,387 3,647 4,789
5 PErSONS.ssseccscscsncss 2,829t 2,852| 3,118 3,498 3,513 3,567 3,500 4,864
6 PErSONS.esssascssacsers 3,799 2,973 2,927 3,201 3,618 2,806 4,024 4,100
7 persons Or MOTE.scsscss 3,307] 2,094 2,965 3,405 3,511 3,870 4,161 4,701
Other fawmily households:
2 POrSONB.csssncronccsanns 2,721 3,032| 2,991 3,197 3,479 3,574 3,733 4,485
3 pOrSONSecssessssoscnves 2,819| 2,930 3,317 3,274 3,572 3,520 3,515 4,759
4 POLBONBessesssnssanssns 2,971 3,027 3,324 3,680 3,209 3,873 3,514 4,678
S PerSONS.cessssasssssnes 2,773] 3,414 3,616 3,214 3,065 3,803 4,046 4,163
6 POrSONSeasesssesssossns 2,641 3,346) 3,358 3,042 3,566 2,498 3,468 4,188
7 persons OF MOT@esessese 3,209 3,204 3,204 3,467 3,332 2,383 3,594 4,602
Nonfamily households:
1 personN.esesssssssssssass 2,306| 2,480 2,632 2,858 3,012 3,205 3,352 4,204 -
2 POrSONSaccesscssansssans 2,934 3,082} 3,264 3,436 3,449 3,595 3,451 4,635
3 persons OTr MOr€ssssssas 3,061 3,238 | 3,870 3,902 4,703 3,975 4,623 6,203

If the previously assigned market rent exceeded the PBS limit,
the PBS value for public housing was made equal to the dif-
ference between the PBS limit and the amount of subsidized rent
paid. If the market rent was lass than the PBS limit, the PBS value
for public housing was made equal to the market value of the
subsidy.

Medical care. The PBS values for noncash medical care benefits
were computed using the same expenditure to income ratios at
the poverty line as used in the previous study. These ratios,
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which were derived from the 1960-61 Consumer Expenditure
Survey, are shown in table B-16. The data from the 1960-61
survey were selected originally because they reflect expenditure
patterns for medical care that existed prior to the Medicare pro-
gram and expansion of employer-provided benefits. The PBS
value for medical care was computed by comparing the com-
bined market value of Medicare and/or Medicaid for the family
with the PBS limit. The PBS value was equal to the PBS limit
if the market value exceeded the limit or equal to the market
value if the market value was lower.



-.Table B-13. Normal Expenditure Values for Medical Care, by Age or Disability Status of the

Size of Household

(In 1979 dollars)

Householder and

Householder age 65
years old and over Householder under 65 years old and not disabled
or disabled
Total household income
2 5
1 persons 1 2 3 4 persons
person or more person persons persons persons or more
Under 51,250..cccveneccss 341 637 99 209 307 380 410
$1,250 to $2,499.004000es 291 547 146 219 373 402 430
$2,500 to $3,74% . ceensee 385 578 178 290 390 396 421
$3,750 to $4,999........ 443 608 209 311 263 364 393
$5,000 to $6,249........ 488 828 248 336 256 383 414
$6,250 to 57,499 ccacies 646 770 306 520 443 460 497
$7,500 to §8,74%........ 610 891 289 549 518 419 575
$8,750 to $9,999...uvnen 642 807 315 576 572 450 601
$10,000 to S11,24....... 684 868 302 585 652 637 675
$11,250 to $12,49....444 718 862 309 588 655 662 721
$12,500 to $13,74.00404s 738 1,060 299 606 662 588 712
$13,750 to $14,99....... 695 1,070 290 601 661 582 715
$15,000 or moreecssscssss 753 1,202 375 678 803 867 926
Table B-14. Poverty Budget Shares for Food, by Year and Size of Family Unit
(Figures in dollars)
Year
Size of family unit
1579 1380 1981 1982 1983
1 persbn (unrelated individual)ee.eoas... 1,228 1,395 1,540 1,634 1,687
15 to 64 YeArS s escsvssntnanssessesnsnsne 1,258 1,429 1,576 1,673 1.727
65 years and OVeC.e.sscesesessessansone 1,157 1,314 1,453 1,542 1,592
2 persons....-................--......... 1,567 1,779 1,972 2,094 2,[61
Householder 15 to 64 yearsS.csesssecsene 1,619 1,839 2,037 2,162 2,232
Householder 65 years and over.ssseseees 1,455 1,651 1,833 1,945 2,008
3 PErSONGBiscscassavttonsvasonssnsassnnene 1’921 2,180 2,417 2’564 2,646
L POTSONSecaeccsscansscascrsonsscsnasnans 2,462 2,795 3,096 3,287 3,393
5 PErSONBeceressvesavnssssscsssrsrnnsasns 2,9[2 3,308 3,669 3,895 4,016
b PErSONSssscrssasasscssossasasscnsvannans 3,283 3,738 4,150 4,402 4,543
7 persons (or morel)eiieeecrseriennennnns 4,071 4,628 4,703 5,012 5,167
B pPErSONS.cseesrseasccsorsosssassensassans (X) (x> 5,218 5,573 5,723
gpel’sons OF MOTCsesssssessnsssssnsnsanss (X) (X) 6’19’. 6'566 6'770

11979 and 1980.
X Not applicable.
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Table B-15. Poverty Biidget Shares for Public or Other Subsidized Rental

Housing, by Size of Family Unit

Size of family unit

Expenditure to income ratio

Householder 65 years and over
1 PELSOMescsssssvssavasasssssscsnncsnnssssrses

2 Persons Or MOTE.sssssssssvosssrosanscnnae

Householder under 65 years
Married-couple family households:

ot

TN

R I = RV, [ W I

PELSONGeevesnnsrssssaasssessssseatasses
PETSONS sosenseasnssssesasssssanatsssssons
PELSOUB sanesasrssseasascssnncenrsssncssoe
PErSONS ecsncassnnsssssssssrsraresasccns
PErSONSaveasssrsrnorsanssnnnnasassasnne

Persons OF MOTECessassssssossasvssssncss

er family households:

PELSONG csassavssrsssasssssannnsssssanas
PELSONSsssssaasnsrrrevbsssassonsnstssse
PELSONS svesstassancnssrsasasassosnsases
PErSONS essertssasssossnssannssasasnssss
PErSONS s eesesvssostssosnsasassrsnncsons

PErSONS OF MOTEessssccsssorsasrsrsossssns

Nonfamily households:

1
2
3

person-.....-.........--.;.-..........-
PEISONS csssnensssossvsvnsssscsasssvesacese

PErsSoONsS O MOTEseevvescsssrsossnevsaves

.567
.525

.498
446
. 384
. 324
.288
.270

548
471
+401
» 344
.299
. 306

.572
.522
487

Table B-16. Poverty Budget Shares for Medical Benefits, by Size of Family Unit

Size of family unit

Expenditure to income ratic

1 person (unrelated individual):
15 fo 6& years----.-.-.................----.
65 years and OVeT.ciscacassnssssnnsenssccnss

2 persons:
Householder 15 to 64 YCArS esessrsssssnassveve
Householder 65 years and oveLvesessasscacens

3 PEEBONSB csesvsavsvrtvssntvsrsonnbosssscsassnnsy

4 PErSONSsesessvsstsrtrsassssrsnstcsascscsnnen

5 persons--.....-.-..-----...--...--...-......

6 pPETSONS OF MOTEesasesessrssrssasressaanansos

044
114

.060
.103
053
044
+054

.048
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Appendix C. Source and Reliability of Estimates

SOURCE OF DATA

The estimatas in this report are based on data obtained dur-
ing the month of March in the years 1980 to 1984 from the Cur-
rent Population Survey (CPS) conducted by the Bureau of the
Census and from supplementary gquestions to the CPS. The
monthly CPS deals mainly with labor force data for the civilian
noninstitutional population. Questions relating to labor force par-
ticipation are asked about each member 14 years old and over
in avery sample household. In addition, each March supplemen-
tary questions are asked about money income, noncash benefits,
and work experience for the previous year. In order to obtain
more reliable data for the Spanish origin population, the March
CPS samples are enlargad to include all households from the
previcus November sample which contained at least one sam-
ple person of Spanish origin. For this report, persons in the Armed
Forces living off post or with their families on post are also
included.

The present CPS sample was initially selected from the 1970
census files with coverage in all 60 States and the District of
Columbia. The sample is continually updated to reflect new con-
struction. The Spanish supplemental sample adds about 2,500
eligible households.

The following table provides a description of some aspects
of the CPS sample designs in use during the referenced data col-
lsction periods.

Each year about 4 percent of occupied units were visited but
interviews were not obtained because the occupants were not
found at home after repeated calls or were unavailable for some
other reason.

For a description of the pravious CPS sample designs see the
detailed reports in the series, Current Population Reports, Series
P-60, Bureau of the Census, U.S. Department of Commerce.

The astimation procedure used in this survey involved the in-
flation of the weighted sample results to independent estimates
of the total civilian noninstitutional population of the United
States by age, race, and sex. These independent estimates were
based on statistics from the 1980 Decennial Census of Popula-
tion; statistics on births, deaths, immigration and emigration;
and statistics on the strength of the Armed Forces. The estima-
tion procedure for the data in the report also involved a further
adjustment so that the husband and wife of a household received
the same weight.

RELIABILITY OF THE ESTIMATES

Since the CPS estimates are based on a sample, they may dif-
far somewhat from the figures that would have been obtained
if a complete census had been taken using the same question-
naire, instructions, and enumerators. There are two types of
errors possible in an estimate based on a sample survey—
sampling and nonsampling. The standard errors provided for this

Description of the Current Population Survey (1980-84)

Housing units eligible®

Sample
Number of civil Not
Time period sample areas? divisions? | Interviewed interviewed
May 1981 to March 1884 .. .. ... ... 629 1,148 57,000 2,500
January 1980 to April 1981 ... ... ... 629 1,133 63,000 3,000

:Thesa areas ware chosen 1o provide coverage in each State and the District of Columbia.
includes counties, independent cities and minor civil divisions in the United States.
SManthly averages, excluding supplemental Spanish households.



report primarily indicate the magnitude of the sampling error.
They also, partially measure the effect of some nonsampling
errors in response and enumeration, but do not measure any
systematic biases in the data. The full extent of nonsampling
error is unknown. Consequently, particular care should be
exercised in the interpretation of figures based on a relatively
small number of cases or on small differences between
astimates.

Nonsampling variability. Nonsampling errots can be attributed
to many sources, e.g., inability to obtain infarmation about all
cases in the sample, definitional difficulties, differences in the
interpretation of questions, inability or unwillingness on the part
of the respondents to provide correct information, inability to
recall information, errors made in collection such as in recording
or coding the data, errors made in processing the data, errors
made in estimating values for missing data, and failure to repre-
sent all units within the sample (undercoverage).

Undercoverage in the CPS results from missed housing units
and missed persons within sample households. Overall under-
coverage, as compared to the level of the 1980 Decennial Can-
sus, is about 7 percent. It is known that CPS undercoverage
varies with age, sex, and race. Generally, undercoverage is larger
for males than for females and larger for Blacks and other races
combined than for Whites. Ratio estimation to independent age-
sex-race population controls partially corrects for the bias due
to survey undercoverage. However, biases exist in the estimates
to the extent that missed persons in missed households or
missed persons in interviewed households have different
characteristics from interviewed persons in the same age-sex-
tace group. Further, the independent population controls used
have not been adjusted for undercoverage in the decennial
census.

The estimates of income and noncash benefits received (as
derived from the March CPS) are subject to underreporting.

Underreporting in household survays can be attributed to several
factors. These include a failure to report benefits received and
misclassification of the source of benefits.

For additional information on nonsampling error including the
possible impact on CPS when known, refer to Statistical Policy
Working Paper 3, An Error Profile: Employment as Measured by
the Current Population Survey, Office of Federal Statistical Policy
and Standards, U.S. Department of Commerce, 1978 and
Technical Paper 40, The Current Population Survey: Design and

"Methodology, Bureau of the Census, U.S. Department of

Commerce.

Sampling variability. The standard errors given in Tables C-1
through C-4 are primarily measures of sarnpling variability, that
is, of the variation that occurred by chance because a sample
rather than the entire population was surveyed. The sample
estimate and its standard error enable one to construct con-
fidence intervals — ranges that would include the average result
of all possible samples with a known probability. For example,
it all possible samples were selected, each of these being
surveyed under essentially the same general conditions and
using the.same sample design, and if an estimate and its
standard error were calculated from each sample, then:

1. Approximately 90 percent of the intervals from 1.6 standard
errors below the estimate to 1.6 standard errors above the
estimate would include the average result of all possible
samples.

2. Approximately 95 percent of the intervals from two stand-
ard errors below the estimate to two standard errors above
the estimate would include the average result of all possible
samples.

The average estimate derived from all possible samples is or
is not contained in any particular computed interval. However,

Table C-1. Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers of Households or Persons: 1979-83

(Numbers in thousands)

Size of Standardl Size of Standardl
estimate error estimate error.
Tevesoncansnastsscncas 11 7,500 ceciiencacnnnas 111
100. anesascverencsncns 13 10,0000c00saccaaccnss 127
250 s eccanrssananssanene 21 15,0000 cscesassanenns 154
500 seacscsassenseosnans 29 25,0000, 00uesscncnens 192
1,000 0eeseuccovanccancann 41 50,0004, 000vacassvene 247
2,0000ceeesresnansanses 58 100,0000c000csceonnse 269
3,000 000uceracsnsonana 71 125,000, c00ssccscanse 243
5,000 i ciunreasenassnne 91 160,000 cccianssnnnans 139

IThese values must be multiplied by the appropriate "f" factor in tahles
C-3 and C-4 to obtaln the standard error for a speciftic characteristic.
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Table C-2. Standard Err-o‘r‘s of Estimated Percentages of Households or Persons: 1979-83

Base of Estimated percentagel

estimated

percentage

{(thousands) 2 or 98 5 or 95 10 or 90 25 or 75 S0
7 ceenernsneeracnas 2.1 3.3 4.5 6.6 7.6
100ceeaencessenenns 1.8 2.9 o 3.9 5.7 6.6
250 cecasnnssnnrnns 1.2 1.8 2.5 3.6 4.1
500ccecessennsacnns 0.8 1.3 1.8 2.5 2.9
1,000, 00c000scacens 0.6 0.9 1.2 1.8 2.1
2,000 0ecearrennsaa 0.4 0.6 0.9 1.3 1.5
3,000 0000erenesnas 0.3 0.5 0.7 1.0 1.2
5,000 c0ceanasnnanes 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.8 0.9
10,0000 cccvecancass 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.7
15,000 00cccseanenes 0.15 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.5
25,000 0000 savecnas 0.12 0.2 -0.2 0.4 0.4
50,000 00uecasanses 0.08 0.13 0.2 0.3 0.3
100,000 0ceeccassnas 0.06 0.09 0.12 0.2 0.2
125,000 c0cevsenes 0,05 0.08 0.11 0.2 0.2
160,000 00 rccenense 0.05 0.07 0.10 0.14 0.2

IThese values must be multiplied by the appropriate "f" factor in tables
C-3 and C~4 to obtain the standard error for a specific characteristic.

for a particular sample, one can say with a specified confidence
that the average estimate derived from all possible samples is
included in the confidence interval.

Standard errors may also be used to perform hypothesis
testing, & procedure for distinguishing between population
parameters using sample estimates. The most common types
of hypotheses are: 1) the population parameters are identical,
versus 2) they are different. An example of this would be com-
paring the poverty rate for Whites versus the poverty rate for
Blacks. Tests may be performed at various levels of significance,
where a level of significance is the probability of concluding that
the parameters are different when, in fact, they are identical.

All statements of comparison in the text have passed a
hypothesis test at the 0.10 level of significance or better, and
most have passed a hypothesis test at the 0.05 level of
significance or better. This means that, for most differences cited
in the text, the estimated difference between parameters is
greater than twice the standard error of the difference. For the
other differences mentionad, the estimated difference between
parameters is between 1.6 and 2.0 times the standard error of
the difference. When this is the case, the statement of com-
parison will be qualified in some way; e.9., by use of the phrase
‘‘some evidence.”’

Note when using small estimates. Summary measures (such as
means and percent distributions} are shown only when the base
is 75,000 or greater. Because of the large standard errors in-
volved, there is little chance that summary measures would

c3

reveal useful information when computed on a smaller base.
Estimated numbers are shown, however, even though the
relative standard errors of these numbers are larger than those
for corresponding percentages. These smaller estimates are pro-
vided primarily to permit such combinations of the categories
as serve each user’s needs.

STANDARD ERRORS OF ESTIMATES

Standard error tables and their use. In order to derive standard
errors that would be applicable to a large number of estimates
and that could be prepared at a moderate cost, a number of ap-
proximations were required. Therefore, instead of providing an
individual standard error for each estimate, generalized sets of
standard errors are provided for various types of characteristics.
As a result, the sets of standard errors provided give an indica-
tion of the order of magnitude of the standard error of an estimate
rather than the precise standard error, )

The figures presented in tables C-1 and C-2 are approxima-
tions to standard errors of various estimates for households and
persons in the United States. To obtain the approximate
standard error for a specific characteristic, the appropriate
standard error in table C-1 or C-2 must be multiplied by the **f*’
factor for that characteristic given in tables C-3 or C-4. These
factors must be applied to the generalized standard errors in order
to adjust for the combined effect of the sample design and the
estimating procedure on the value of the characteristic.



Table C-3. “a"” and “’b" Parameters for Compuiing Approximate Standard Errors of Estimated Nurﬁbers and

Percentages of Households and Persons: 197983

Characteristics

Parameters

wge
factor

HOUSEHOLDS
Total Households

Race and Spanish origin:
Total or Whiteeeeeeoseosrsassasratsnnnanncscasassntsnannnns
Black and/or OLher FaCeS.eiessiateresosnsssssasanoancnnsssss
Spanish Origin..cesiiiesarisnrosescssnnsncncsnsrrnsnsnnsssas

South regloneecssssoeessccssnssrossesssnsrsnnsacscocsascannnns

Other regions-f--.-.-........--.-.-......-....---........-.-.
Inside metropeolitan and central city areas.ccsescvesnrereccas

Below the Poverty Level

Type of Residence:
Hetropolitan-..-.-------.---..o............---...--.....-.-
Nonmetropolitanececessorsssassartastavscsasncssossascnovenne

Region (1979-81):
Northeast............a.............................----....
North Centralecsscssoaccaonscssssssasncccsanansnasossensncnas
South......;.........................................--....

west.-o----n------c.o.--oo--o----c---n--n-o.--oco-a-u---n--

Region (1982-81):
Northeast.........----.-...................-.........-.....
North Centralessesescccsscasssssncasesssocsnocassnsnesnceanes
SOULNeeasvncaessnerssvsscsancasssssssnassstasasnsnnonssessnss

Hest............----.--..-.....-...........-.-.--o---......

Race:
Total or Whit@eeesaeaseesesnsonserosssssasssssussonnannensss
Black and/or OLher TaCeS.cesusssseascaaassososasasasosnessnes
Spanish origin.esesiacsoastonssnencccsannsoscesssvnnonoansas

Type of household, age of householder, size of household,
work experience of householder, and tenure.sscssscesasscecae

PERSONS

Total Persons

Race and Spanish origin:
Totﬂl or white-cncl-l-l-ocoooo-.---.o-c-l--oo-oo--o---o--oo
Black and/or Other IaCeS.seescreserassancssansnsnnnnssmssss
Spanish Drigin.....--..-................-.............--...

South region-.-..------....-..-.....-.---‘..-.-.---------...-

Other regions--.-...------.-.........--....-..........-.....-
Inside metropolitan and central clty areas.iscscssessscescans

c4

-0.000010 1389
-0.000087 1255
-0.000020 1422

-0.000016 1361
-0.000010 1389
-0.000016 2170

0.000076 1876
0.000114 2814

0.000078 1932
0.000079 1951
0.000083 2045
0.000071 1745

0.000075 1857
0.000078 1914
0.000074 1838
0.000064 1576

0.000076 1876
0.000076 1876
-0.000014 2420

0.000076 1876

-0.000017 3500
~0.000210 5020
-0.000026 4432

-0.000017 3430
-0.000016 3360
-0.000020 4253

1.43
1.71
L.60

1.41
1.40
1.57



Table C-3. “a’ and *‘b" Parameters for Computing Approximate Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers and
Percentages of Households and Persons: 1979-83--Continued i

Parameters
e

Characteristics a b factor
Below the Poverty Level
Region (1979-81):

NOrCheaSl eseevsecsacessnncasoansussssocssrssnsoasansssnstas ~-0.000032 8184 2.18

North Central.cevsecscecesscacansens teeeesasssrarasssnaasas -0.000032 3264 2.19

SOUtNueeetcecnareersttteossaensosssocosssanrsssscensnrroasannss -0.000034 8661 2.24

West.---............................--.........--........-- _0-000029 7390 2.07
Region (1982-83):

Northeast-----.-.......-.-..................---..-..-....'.. _00000031 7867 2.14

Nol‘th Cent[‘al..-----.-...-..--.--.-...........---..---..... _0-000032 8105 2-17

SOULN e rsoss st ssessasscanssssasssnssasanssassnsessassssssasss _0n000030 7787 2-13

WEeBl esesatetosssnananssssasnsacsanensaaosasatsnsatsossassss -0.000026 6675 1.97
Race:

Total or whitel--------..couunol-o-l-o--lo--auo-o-oo--c-oo- "0.000031 7946 2.15

Black and/or other racesliciuieeiroririrrreninecinieneane,s -0.000270 7946 2.15

Spanish Originln-...-......-...................--..----.... _00000063 11528 2-59
Relationship to and age of family householdeC...veesassssssns -0.000031 7946 2,15

l¥or nonmetropolitan residence categories multiply the "a" and "b" parameters by 1.5 and the

“f" factor by 1.22.

Standard errors for intermediate values not shown in the
generalized tables of standard errars may be approximated by
linear interpolation.

Two parameters (denoted ““a’’ and *’b’) are used to calculate
standard arrors for each type of characteristic; they are presented
in tables C-3 and C-4. These parameters were used 1o calculate
the standard errors in tables C-1 and C-2 and to calculate the
“§'' factors in tables C-3 and C-4. They also may be used to
calculate directly the standard errors for estimated numbers and
percentages. Methods for computation are given in the follow-
ing sections.

Standard errors of estimated numbers. The approximate
standard error, Oy of an estimated number shown in this report
can be obtained in two ways. It may be obtained by use of the
formula

X (1}

where f is the appropriate “*f'' factor from tabte C-3 or C-4 and
o is the standard arror on the estimate obtained by interpolation
from table C-1. Alternatively, it may be approximated by the
following formula, from which the standard errors in table C-1

Ch

were calculated. Use of this formula will provide more accurate
results than the use of formula (1) above.

o, = Vv ax? + bx {2}

Here x is the size of the estimate and a and b are the parameters
in tables C-3 and C-4 associated with the particular type of
characteristic,

Standard errors of estimated percentages. The reliability of an
estimated percentage, computed using sample data for both

numerator and denominator, depends upon both the size of the -

percentage and the size of the total upon which this percentage
is based. Estimated percentages are relatively more reliable than
the corresponding estimates of the numerators of the per-
centages, particularly if the percentages are 50 percent or more.
When the numerator and denominator of the percentage are in
different categories, use the “‘f** factor or parameters from table
C-3 or C-4 indicated by the numerator. The approximate
standard error, 0(x,p), of an estimated percentage can be ob-
tained by use of the formula

T~ fo (3



" Table C-4.. Parameters for Estimated Numbers and Percentages of Persons, by Poverty Status, Age, Sex, Race,

and Spanish Origin: 1979-83

Below the poverty level .
P
factors
Characteristic All races Black and
and White other races Spanish origin

a b a b a b 1 2
Maleveesssasasasesasnsane -0.000064 7946 | -0.000577 7946 | -0.000130 11528 2.15 | 2.59
Femalesssosrevssncssccens -0.000060 | 7946 | -0.000508 | 7946 { -0.000123 11528 2.15 2.59
Under 14 yearSeessssesaes -0.000052 | 6057 -0.000052 | 6057 | -0.000052 6057 1.88 1.88
14 years and overd..c.... -0.000019 | 3017 -0.000178 | 3017 | -0.000032 4520 1.32 1.62
14 to 24 yearScceesencacs =0.000077 3017 -0.000542 | 3017 | -0.000122 4520 1.32 1.62
25 to 34 yearsS..essassase -0.000098 | 3017 | -0.000939 | 3017 { -0.000169 4520 1.32 1.62
35 to 44 yearS.sseevsenss -0.000134 3017 -0.001253 | 3017 | -0.000230 4520 1.32 1.62
45 to bbb yearSeseeecasens =0.000070 | 3017 -0,000765 | 3017 -0.000117 4520 1.32 1.62
65 years and oversscacess -.000139 | 3017 -0.001683 | 3017 | -0.000153 4520 1.32 1.62

lyse these factors for total or any race.
2yse these factors for Spanish origin

Iuse these parameters for work experience and employment status

In this formula, f is the appropriate ‘¥’ factor from table C-3
or C-4 and o is the standard error on the estimate from table
C-2. Alternatively, it may be approximated by the following for-
mula, from which the standard errors in table C-2 were
calculated. Use of this formula will give more accurate results
than use of formula (3) above.

a(x.p) =/ -3 . p{100- p)

Here x is the size of the subclass of persons or households which
is the base of the percentage, p is the percentage {0<p<
100), and b is the paramater in table C-3 or C-4 associated with
the particular type of characteristic in the numerator of the
percentage.

4)

Hlustration of the use of standard error tables. Table B of this
report shows that there were 35,266,000 persons below the
poverty level in 1983. Using table C-1 and the *'f'’ factor of 2.15,
the standard error of an estimate of this size is approximately
461,000, Alternately, using the parameters in table C-3 and for-
mula {2} gives a more accurate estimate of the standard error of

492,000 =+/ (-0.000031) (35,266,000)* + (7946) (35,266,000}

A 90-percent confidence interval as shown by the data is from
34,479,000 to 36,053,000, Therefare, a conclusion that in
1983 the average estimate of the number of persons below the

data for persons.

poverty level, derived from all possible samples, lies within a
range computed in this way would be correct for roughly 90 per-
cent of all possible samples. Similarly, we could conclude with
95-percent confidence that in 1983 the average estimate of the
number of persons below the poverty level, derived from all
possible samples, lies within the interval from 34,282,000 to
38,250,000 (using twice the standard.error).

Table B of this report also shows that 35.7 percent of Black
persons were below the poverty fevel in 1983. Table 2 of this
report displays the total number of Black persons in 1983 as
27,668,000. Table C-2 shows the standard error of 35.7 per-
cent on a base of 27,668,000 to be approximately 0.8 percent.
{An “‘f* factor of 2.15 was applied here.)

Alternatively, this standard error could have been derived by
using the “'b’* parameter for Blacks from tabie C-3 in formula (4).

J

7946

08 = —_—
27,668,000

(35.7) {(64.3)

Consequently, a 90-percent confidence interval for the per-
centage of Black persons below the poverty level in 1983, as
shown by these data, is from 34.4 to 37.0 percent, and a
95-percent confidence interval is from 34.1 to 37.3 percent,

Comparisons of estimates. Estimates are often compared by
computing their difference or ratio. The two sections which
follow, “‘Standard Error of a Ditference’” and *’Standard Error
of a Ratio’’ give general procedures for the computation of



standard errors when making comparisons. This report also
discusses several different estimates of poverty when noncash
benefits are included as income. The standard errors needed for
the comparison of such estimates are discussed in the section
*Comparisons of Alternative Poverty Estimates for the Same
Population.”’

Standard error of a difference. For a difference between two
sample estimates, the standard error is approximately equal to

= 3
U(X_v’ \/o?( + Oy - 2p Ox Uy (5)

where Oy and o, are the standard errors of the estimates x and
y (from tables C-1 through C-4). The estimates can be numbers,
percents, ratios, etc. The correlation coefficient p can be deter-
mined from table C-5 for year-to-year comparisons for poverty
estimates and proportions (assuming the same yearly poverty
definition); for other comparisons assume that p equals zero.
Making this assumption will result in accurate estimates of
standard errors for the difference between two estimates of the
same characteristic in two different areas, or for the difference
between separate and uncorrelated characteristics in the same
area. If, howaver, there is a high positive (negative) correlation
between the two characteristics, the assumption of zero cor-
relation will overstate (understate) the true standard error.

NMustration of the computation of the standard error of a dif-
ference in estimates. Table B of this report shows that the
number of persons below the poverty level in 1983 was
35,266,000, and in 1982 the figure was 34,398,000. The ap-
parent difference is 868,000. The standard error on the
35,266,000 persons below the poverty level, computed from
formula (2}, is 492,000, and similarly, the standard error on the
34,398,000 persons is 486,000, From table C-5 we obtain the
correlation coefficient, p = 0.45. The standard error associated
with the estimated difference of 868,000 is:

513,000 = +/ 1492,000)? + (486,000 - 2(0.45) {492,000} (486,000}

This means that the 90-percent confidence interval around the
868,000 difference is from 47,000 to 1,689,000, i.e., 868,000

+ 821,000. A conclusion that the average estimate of the dif-

ference derived from all possible samples lies within a range com-
puted in this way would be correct for roughly 90 percent of
all possible samples. Thus, we can conclude with 90-percent
confidence that the number of persons below the poverty level
in 1983 is higher than the figure for 1982. However, the
95-percent confidence interval around the 868,000 differance
is 868,000 +1,026,000, i.e., from — 158,000 to 1,894,000.

- Because this interval contains the value O {zero) we cannot con-

clude with 95-percent confidence that the number of persons
below the poverty leve! in 1983 is higher than the figure for
1982, These data show there is some evidence of a difference
between the two numbers.

Standard error of a ratio. Certain mean values for persons in
households listed in the tables of this report were calculated as
the ratic of two numbers. For example, the mean number of per-
sons per household is calculated as

total number of persons in households

X
Y total number of households

Standard errors for these means may be approximated as shown
below. There are two cases to consider. In either case, the
denominator y represents a count of households of a certain
class, and the numerator x represents a count of persons with
the characteristic under consideration who are members of these

. households.

Case 1. There is at least one person having the characteristic
in every household of the class; for example, the mean number
of persons per household, or the mean number of persons per
household with a male householder. For ratios of this kind, the
standard error is approximated by the following formula.

oV (T (300

The standard error of the estimated number of households, Oy
and the standard error of the estimated number of persons with

- the characteristic in those households, o, may be obtained from

Tahle C-5. Year-to-Year Correlation Coefficients for Poverty Estimates of
Households and Persons: 1979-83!

Characteristic Households Persons
TOLAleeonoetssossasssnsssssasans 0-35 0."5
WhHitPseaoeosnsttsssssssnssstssasssans 0 30 0 35
Black and/or other raceS.sevesssssce 0.35 ' 0.45
Spanish originecscccscesesscencscncs 0.55 0.65

lFor estimates two or more years apart assume the correlation to be

Zero.



formula (1) or (2). In formula {6), p represents iz aorrelation
coefficient between the numerator and the denominator oi ths
estimate. In the above example, and for other ratios of this kind,

use 0.7 as an estimate of p .

Case 2: The number of persons having the characteristic in a
given household may be O, 1, 2, 3, or more, for example, the
mean number of persons under 18 years of age per household.
For ratios of this kind the standard error is approximated by for-
mula {B) but p is assumed to be zero. If p is actually positive
(negative}, then this procedure will provide an overestimate
(underestimate) of the standard error of the ratio.

Comparisons of alternate poverty estimates for the same popula-
tion. As discussed in this report, several estimates of poverty
may be obtained for any given population by using different in-
come concepts and valuation techniques in determining
poverty status. The most meaningful comparisons between two
measures of poverty are those in which either the income con-
cept or the valuation technique is fixed, e.g., a comparison
between a poverty estimate determined by income and the
market value of food and housing benefits and a poverty estimate
determined by income and the market value of food, housing,
and medical benefits. All comparisons presented in this section
make this assumption.

Standard errors for within-year differences between poverty
estimates. In a given year the standard error for the difference
of two poverty estimates (numbers or percentages) is given by
the formula:

“xy) - % (7)

where d = | x—y |, the ahsolute difference between the two
estimates x and y, and 9y is computed by using formula (1) or
(2} using d as the size of the estimate or by using formula (3)
or (4) using d as the estimated percentage.

Standard errors for differences of yearly change between
poverty sstimates. In comparing year-to-year changes between
two poverty estimates (e.g., change in poverty from 1982 to
1983 using cash income alone in determining poverty versus
the change in poverty using income and food and housing
benefits in determining poverty}, the standard error of a dif-
ference of differences is needed.

If X9, X2 lyq, yg) are the xly) estimates in years 1 and 2 and
d = (x{—xg9}—{yq—vy9g) then

S
= + - g g
94 94, adz P d, d, (8)

where for i=1and 2, d; = | XY | is the absolute difference for
the estimates in year i. The variance of d;, a; is obtained using

i
formula (7) and p is obtained from table C-5.

Standard error of the ratio of an alternative poverty estimate to
the official poverty estimate. When computing the ratio of the
number of persons’in poverty using an alternative poverty defini-
tion divided by the number of persons in poverty using the
official poverty definition (only income included) the standard
error of the ratio can be approximated by the formula:

=\/(.’.‘. z[(ox 2 ) (ov 2l

Oxty Y x "} (9}
where Oy and Oy are the estimates of the standard errors of the
estimates x and y as determined by formula (1) or {2].

{llustration of the computation of a standard error when com-
paring alternate dsfinitions of poverty. Table C of this report
shows that the number of people below the poverty level as
determined by two definitions of poverty are as listed in the
following table:

Method 1982 1983 Yearly Increase

1. Official Definition. ........ 34,398,000 35,266,000 868,000
2. Market Valuation

including food/housing . . . . 30,688,000 31,903,000 1,215,000

The data show in the period from 1982 to 1983 that the ap-
parent difference in the increase in poverty between the two
methods is 347,000.

Using formula (8) we have
dy = 3,710,000,' g4 = 170,000,?
1

dp = 3,363,000, adzi 162,000,

'd, = 34,388,000 - 30,688,000

2
g, = +/1-0.000031) {3,710,000)" + 7946 (3,710,000

c8

and p =0.45 so that the standard error associated with 347,000
is

174,000 = +/ {170,0000% +{162,000)° - 2 (0.45) (170,000} {162,000)

A 90-percent confidence interval around 347,000 is from '
69,000 to 625,000. Thus, we can conclude with 90-percent
confidence that between 1982 and 1983 more people have been




added to poverty status by using method 2 than by using method
1. However, the 95-percent confidence interval around the
347,000 difference is 347,000 t 348,000, i.e., from —1,000
to 695,000. Because this interval contains the value O (zero)
we cannot concluce with 95-percent confidence that between
1982 and 1983 method 2 has added more people to poverty

status than wnethod 1. These data show there is some evidence
of difference between the two numbers.

Standard errors of estimated means. Standard errors for
estimated means shown in this report can be olitained by call-
ing Population Division of the Census Bureau.



Appendix D. Program Descriptions and Data Collection

Appendix D contains brief descriptions of each public in-kind
transfer program covered in the March CPS, a description of the
questions used to collect the data, and an evaluation of the data
quality. The description of each program begins with a state-
ment of program obhjectives and is followed by general comments
regarding program characteristics, eligibility, and so forth. Next
is a review of the survey questions and the limitations associated
with the question wording and design.

FOOD STAMPS

The Food Stamp Act of 1977 defines this Federally funded
program as one intended to *‘permit low-income households to
obtain a more nutritious diet.”” (From title Xl of P.L. 85-113,
The Food Stamp Act of 1977, declaration of policy.) Food pur-
chasing power is increased by providing eligible households with
coupons which can be used to purchase food. The Food and
Nutrition Service (FNS) of the U.S. Department of Agriculture
(USDA) administers the Food Stamp program through State and
local welfare offices. The Food Stamp program is the major
national income support program to which all low-income and
low-resource households, regardless of household
characteristics, are eligible.

The Food Stamp Act was amended by the 1981 Omnibus
Budget Reconciliation Act which changed the criteria used to
determine food stamp eligibility (P.L. 97-35, title |, subtitle A).
As of October 1, 1981, households without an elderly or disabled
membar must have gross monthly income below 130 percent
of the Federal poverty level. Previously, eligibility was based on
*‘countable’’ income {gross income less specified deductions for
shelter, medical expenses, child care, etc.} so, e.g., a household
with a gross income of twice the poverty guideline and substan-
tial specified deductions could have been eligible for food stamps.
The asset {resources) limit was $1,750 per household until
July 1980, when it was changed to $1,500. For households of
two or more persons with at least one member 60 or over, the
asset limit was $3,000. This $3,000 limit has not changed since
1979. The questions on participation in the Food Stamp program
in the March CPS were designed to identify households in which
one or more of the current members received food stamps dur-
ing the calendar year. Once a food stamp household was iden-
tified, a question was asked to determine the number of cur-
rent household members covered by food stamps during the
vear. Questions were also asked about the number of months

food stamps were received and the total face value of all food
stamps received during that period.

SCHOOL LUNCHES

The National School Lunch program is designed ‘‘to help
safeguard the health and well-being of the Nation’s children by
assisting the States in providing an adequate supply of foods"’
(P.L. 79-396, the National School Lunch Act of 1946) for all
children at moderate cost. Additional assistance is provided for
children determined by local school officials to be unable to pay
the ‘"full established’’ price for lunches. Like the Food Stamp
program, the National School Lunch program is administered by

" the Food and Nutrition Service of the U.S. Department of

Agriculture through State educational agencies or through
regional USDA nutrition services for some nonprofit private
schools.

All students eating lunches prepared at participating schools
pay less than the total cost of the lunches. Some students pay
the “‘full established’’ price for lunch {which itself is subsi-
dized), while others pay a “‘reduced’’ prige for lunch, and still
others receive a ““free”’ lunch. Until January 1981, children were
eligible for free school lunches if their household's income was
below 125 percent of the poverty guidelines or reduced-price
lunches if their household’s income was between 125 and 195
percent of the poverty guidelines. The term “income’’ basically
followed the Census Bureau definition but excluded certain
Federal benefits and specified ‘‘hardship’’ expenses. Effective
January 1, 1981, the hardship exclusion was replaced by a
standard deduction. {Ref. Federal Register, Vol. 46, No. 11,
January 16, 1981.) Beginning August 13, 1881, the income
definition was amended to a gross income concept with the
standard deduction being eliminated. At the same time, the in-
come eligibility criteria were changed to 130 percent for free
lunches and to 185 percent for reduced-price lunches. (Ref.
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981, P.L. 97-35, title
Vit

The questions on the March CPS provide a limited amount of
data for the School Lunch program. Questions concerning the
program were designed to identify the number of household
members 5 to 18 years old who '‘usually’’ ate hot lunches dur-
ing the year. This defined the universe of household members
receiving this noncash benefit. This approach was necessary



because the majority of children bzerafit indirectly; i.e., they pay
full-established price but are not aware thai these lunches are
subsidized. A second question identified the number of members
receiving free or reduced-price lunches.

PUBLIC OR OTHER SUBSIDIZED HOUSING

There are numerous programs designed to ‘“‘remedy the un-
safe and unsanitary housing conditions and the acute shortage
of decent, safe, and sanitary dwellings for low-income families’’
{U.S. Housing Act of 1937, declaration of policy). Several
Federal, State, and local agencies administer these programs.
Some are funded by USDA (for rural families) or largely by State-
local agencies, but most are administered by the Department
of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). Among the most im-
portant HUD rental housing programs are Low Rent Public Hous-
ing and Sections 8, 236, and 101 {rent supplements} of various
U.S. Housing Acts.

Low Rent Public Housing projects are owned, managed, and
administered by a local housing authority. Partial financing may
be provided by the State or HUD. Participation in public hous-
ing is determined by two factors: program eligibllity and the
availability of housing. Income standards for initial and continu-
ing occupancy vary by local housing authority, although the limits
are constrained by Federal guidelines. Rental charges, which,
in turn, define net benefits, are set by a Federal statute not to
exceed 30 percent of adjusted monthly money income. A re-
cipient household can either be a family or two or more related
persons or an individual who is handicapped, elderly, or displaced
by urban renewal or natural disaster. Other HUD programs pro-
vide similar types of housing assistance to low-income families
and individuals.

Two of the more common types of programs in which Federal,
State, and local funds are used to subsidize private sector
rental housing are rent supplement and interest reduction plans.
Under a rent supplement plan {e.g., Sections 8 and 101}, the
difference between the “*fair market’’ rent and the rent charged
to the tenant is paid to the owner by a government agency.
Under an interest reduction program {e.g., Section 236), the
amount of interest paid on the mortgage by the owner is
reduced so that subsequent savings can be passed along to low-
income tenants in the form of lower rent changes.

There were two questions dealing with public and low-cost
" rental housing on the March CPS supplement questionnaire. The
first question identified residence in a housing unit owned by
a public agency. The second question identified beneficiaries
who were not living in public housing projects but who were pay-
ing lower rent because of a government subsidy.

MEDICAID

The Medicaid program is designed to furnish medical
assistance for needy families with dependent children and for
aged, blind, or disabled individuals whose incomes and resources
are insufficient to meet the costs of necessary medical services.?

Taken from title XIX of the 1965 Amendments to P.L. 89-97, The Social
Security Act, "'Grants to States for Medical Assistance Programs,”” declara-
tion of policy.

The program is administered by State agencies through granis
from the Health Care Financing Administration (HCFA) of the
.Department of Health and Human Services.

Medicaid is, for the most part, a categorical prograrm with com-
picx aligibility rutes which vary from State to State. There are
two basic graups of eligible individuals: the categorically eligi-
ble and the medicaliy needy. The major categorically eligible
groups are all Aid to Families with Dependent Children {AFDC)
recipients and most Supplemental Security Income ({SSI)
recipients.? Other categorically eligible groups are {1) those who
meet basic State cash assistance eligibility rules {the aged, blind,
or disabled; needy single parents with children; and, in some
States, needy unemployed parents with children who are not
currently receiving money payments) and (2) needy persons
meeting categorical eligibility standards who are institu-
tionalized for medical reasons (e.g., low-income elderly persons
in nursing homes). Institutionalized persons are not included in
the CPS universe and, therefore, are not reflected in the CPS
recipiency statistics.

in 30 States, Medicaid coverage is also extended to the
medically needy: persons meeting categorical age. sex, or
disability criteria and having money incomes and assets which
exceed aligibility levels for cash assistance but are not sufficient
to meet the cost of medical care. Families with large medical
expenses relative to their incomes and assets may also meet
medically needy eligibility standards by *’spending down’’ (i.e.,
having high enough medical expenses} to obtain eligibility.

The Medicaid question on the March CPS attempted to iden-
tify all persons 15 years old and over who were covered by

'Medicaid at any time during the year. The term “‘covered’” means

enrolled in the Medicaid program, i.e., had a Medicaid medical
assistance card or incurred medical bills which were paid for by
Medicaid. In order to be counted, the person did not neces-
sarily have to receive medical care paid for by Medicaid.

After data collection and creation of an initial microdata file,
further refinements were made to assign Medicaid coverage to
children. In this procedure, all children under 21 years old in
families were assumed to be covered by Medicaid if either the
householder or spouse reported being covered by Medicaid.?
AFDC recipients in all States and SS! recipients living in the 36
States which legally require Medicaid coverage of all SSI re-
cipients were also assigned coverage. The data shown in this
report exclude children covered by Medicaid in households where
no adult member was covered. Because there are no ad-
ministrative data which separately identify these recipients, the
extent of the bias is unknown.

MEDICARE

The Medicare program consists of two separate but com-
plementary health plans to provide adequate medical care for
the aged and disabled. The Hospital Insurance Plan (Part A} is

In 1981, Public Law 97-35 made several changes in AFDC eligibility deter-

‘minations under the Medicaid program. Changes in treatment of earnings

and other income gnd resources have resulted in some persons being drop-
ped not only from the AFDC rolls but also off of automatic Medicaid coverage.
Soma of these individuals may be able to regain coverage if their State of-
fers medically needy protection; however, the range of available benefits
may be less.

*This procedure was required mainly because the Medicaid coverage ques-
tion was asked only for persons 15 years old and over.



designed to provide basic protection against the costs of hospital
and related post-hospital services. In addition to the elderly, this
plan also covers virtually all persons under 65 years old who
r'eceiye Social Security or Railroad Retirement benefits based on
long-term disability. Part A is financed jointly by employers and
employees through Social Security payroll deductions. Qualified
persons 65 years old and over who are not otherwise eligible
for Part A benefits may pay premiums directly to obtain this
coverage. The Supplemental Medical Insurance Plan (Part B)is
a voluntary plan which builds upon the hospital insurance pro-
tection provided by the basic plan and is available to all Medicare
Part A beneficiaries. It provides insurance protection covering

D-3

physicians’ and surgeons’ services and a variety of medical and
other health services received either in hospitals or on an
ambulatory basis. it is financed through monthly preminum
payments (about $8.50 per month iis 1979 and $12.20in 1983)
by each enrollee and further subsidized by Federal general
revenue funds.

" The Medicare question on the March CPS attempted to iden-
tity all persons 15 years old and over who were covered by
Medicare at any time during the year. The term “covered’’ means
enrolled in the Medicare program. In order to be counted, the
persons did not necessarily have to receive medical care paid .
for by Medicare.




Population coverage. This report includes the civiian noninstitu-
tional population of the United States (the 50 States and the
District of Columbia) and members of the Armed Forces living
off post or with their families on post but excludes all other
members of the Armed Forces.

Current povarty definition. Families and unrelated individuals are
classified as being above or below the poverty level using the
poverty indek originated at the Social Security Administration
in 1964 and revised by Federal Interagency Committees in 1969
and 1980. The poverty index is based solely on money income
and does not reflect the fact that many low-income persons
receive noncash benefits such as food stamps, Medicaid, and
public housing. The index is based on the Department of

Appendix E. Definitions and Explanations

Agriculture’s 1961 Economy Food Plan and reflects the different
consumption requirements of families based on their size and
composition. It was determined from the Department of
Agriculture’s 1955 Survey of Food Consumption that families
of three or more persons spend approximately one-third of their
income on food; the poverty leve! for these families was,
therefore, set at three times the cost of the economy food plan.
For smaller families and persons living alone, the cost of the
economy food plan was multiplied by factors that were slightly
higher in order to compensate for the relatively larger fixed ex-
penses of these smaller houssholds. The poverty thresholds are
updated every year to reflect changes in the CPl. The average
weighted poverty thresholds for 1979 to 1983 are shown in
table E-1. The average annual CPl for 1947 through 1983 is
shown in table E-2,

Table E-1. Weighted Average Poverty Thresholds: 1979-83

Size of family unit 1983 1982 1981 1980 1979
1 person (unrelated individual)e..eeeesss| $ 5,061 $ 4,901 $ 4,620 $ 4,184 $ 3,683

15 to B4 YyearsSseeeesassesesonsaasconcas 5,180 5,019 4,729 4,286 3,773

65 years and OVer.eescisesssasansnsnsnas 4,715 4,626 4,359 3,941 3,472
2 PErSOMSeseeasressssnsescosansasnnnnanns] 6,483 6,281 5,917 5,338 4,702

Householder 15 to 64 yearSieesevsesaess 6,697 6,487 6,111 5,518 4,858

Householder 65 years and over....oeee.. 6,023 5,836 5,498 4,954 4,364
3 POrSONSceeeescssssssrrsnnsasacesnsscans 7,938 . 7,693 7,250 6,539 5,763
4 POrSONS.eeesescctsanssssranssasnnccrvoas 10,178 9,862 9,287 8,385 7,386.
5persons....----.......--..----..'.....-. 12’049 11,68" 11,007 9,923 8’736
b POrSONS.eecrerascscnssansntsrcassonnanss 13,630 13,207 12,449 11,215 9,849
7 persons {or more)i..................... 15,500 15,036 14,110 13,883 | 12,212
8persons.........------.....-....-...... 17,170 16.719 15.655 (X) (X)
9 DPersons Or MOTEseeeeecssrsatosvannanans 20,310 19,698 18,572 (X} (X)

X Not applicable.

11979 and 1980.




Taisie E-2. Annual Average Consumer Price Index (CPI): 194783

{1977 = 100)

Year CPIL Year CPL Year CPI Year CPI
1947 civeeennaess 36.9 1956 cececnnvanas 44.8 1965, eiinenanas S52.1 1974, ieiinncanns 8l.4
1948 v ennnnsss 39.7 1957 csviinnnnnes 46,4 1966ceesveaceeas 53.6 1975 ciiencennans 88.8
1949, iieeenenss 39.3 1958 ceiincnneeas 47,7 1967 ceunnvnnnnas 55.1 197600 ecrvnnanes 93.9
1950eeesssnsseee 39,7 1959, cinunerene. 48.1 1968.csiinncnnes 57.4 1977 ciivevecanse 100.0
195leesannnsneas 42,9 1960440 eassseee. 48.9 196944 vecisenees 60.5 19784ctencssease 107.6
19520 csancvanee 44,6 1961 .ieverenneane 49.4 1970 s ieevunnese B4.1 1979 cieeennenes 119.8
1953 eeesenenssnee 44,1 1962 eieninnenae 49.9 197]lceviivncsea. 66.8 1980400 0esveees 136.0
1954 i ceeesnasees 4b.4 1963, civinvrnnee 50.2 1972e0ieeennness 69,0 198lecincasneass 150.1
1955, 0aenuancees 44,2 1964 .. cveeneanas 51.2 1973 ievavecnens 73.3 1982.ccivieneecnss 159.3

Source:

The poverty definition was modified slightly in 1981 based
on recommendations made by the Federal Interagency Commit-
tee. These revisions (1) eliminated distinctions made between
families with a female householder, no husband preéent, and all
other families; (2} sliminated the distinctive poverty levels used
for nonfarm and farm residence categories; and (3) expanded
the matrix of poverty levels to include eight-person families, and
nine-or-more person families that previously had been limited to
$6vVen persons or more.

An evaluation of the effect of this change showed that in 1980
the estimated poverty rate was 13.2 percent based on the
revised definition compared to 13.0 percent using the definition
prior to revision. '

Money income. Total money income is the sum of the amounts
received from wages and salaries, seif-employment income (in-
cluding losses}, Social Security, Supplemental Security Income,
public assistance, interest, dividends, rent, royalties, estates or
trusts, veterans’ payments, unemployment and workers’ com-
pensation, private and government retirement and disability pen-
sions, alimony, child support, and any other source of money
income which was regutarly recsived. Capital gains (or losses)
and lump sum or one-time payments such as life insurance
settlements are excluded.

Underreporting. As in most household surveys, estimates from
the March CPS of the number of money income recipients and
the total amount of money income received are somewhat less
than comparable estimates derived from independent sources,
such as the Bureau of Economic Analysis, Social Security

Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics.

Administration, and Veterans Administration. The difference
between the survey estimate and the independent estimate is
generally termed *‘underreporting.’ Underreporting tends to be
more pronounced for income sources such as pubiic assistance
and welare, unemployment compensation, and property income
{interest, dividends, and net rental income). Estimates of income
from wages and salaries tend to have less underreporting than
most income types. For furthar details concerning the reporting
of cash income and noncash benefits, see appendix F.

Family. The term *'famiiy’’ refers to a group of two or more per-
sons related by blood, marriage, or adoption and residing
together; all such persons are considered members of the same
tamily. Thus, if the son of the householder and the son's wife
are in the household, they are treated as part of the householder’'s
tamily. However, a lodger and his wife not related to the
householder or an unrelated servant and his wife are considered
as additional families, not a part of the householder’s family.
These unrelated subfamilies are not included in the count of total
families. ‘

Unrelated individuals. The term “unrelated individuals'’ refers
to persons 15 years old and over {other than inmates of institu-
tions) who are not living with any relatives. An unrelated in-
dividual may (1) constitute a one-person household, {2} be part
of a household including one or more families or other unrelated
individuals, or {3} reside in group quarters (such as a rooming
house). Thus, a widow living by herself or with one or more other
persons not related to her, a lodger not related to the householder
or to anyone else in the househoid, and a servant living in an
employer’s household with no relatives are examples of unrelated
individuals.




Appendix F. Underreporting of Cash Income and Noncash Benefits

This appendix discusses some important aspects of under-
reporting and its measurement and presents some estimates of
underreporting for the year 1982, The general survey
phenomenon that is commonly termed underreporting actually

.rafers to the tendency of household surveys to underestimate

the number of income or noncash benefit recipients and/or the
amount of income or benefits received. There are three main
causes for underreporting. These are failure to report receipt of
the income type, underreporting of the amount received, and
misclassification of the income type received.

Accurately measuring the extent of underreporting of cash in-
come and noncash benefits is difficult for many of the income
types and noncash benefit programs. There are two main com-
ponents of measuring underreporting: the number of income or
noncash benefit recipients and the total amount of income or
bensfits received. Measuring the survey undercount of recipients
for the March CPS is extremely difficult because independent
estimates {benchmarks or controls) for the CPS noninstitutional,
*aver-received during the year’’ recipient concept are difficult
to validate. In addition, some of the administrative sources
required for the derivation of independent estimates have signifi-
cant errors themselves.

The derivation of accurate underreporting estimates for
amounts of income or noncash benefits is easier but still not
without similar problems. In general, better administrative data
are available on the annual amount of benefits received, or
income earned, than recipients. Some of the more important
problems associated with development of the independent con-
trols for amounts are adjusting independent estimates to the CPS
noninstitutional population, significant differences between alter-
nate sources of independent estimates, especially for self-
employment income, interest, dividends, and rents, and periodic
revisions to the sources of independent estimates that delay
availability of data and significantly alter estimates of under-
reporting. In the case of noncash benefits, the face value of food
stamps was the only noncash benefit amount collected.

Shown in table F-1 are estimates of underreporting for
amounts of cash income for 1982,

Estimates of the extent of underreporting for most noncash
benefits are less well defined. Following are discussions of the
underreporting for each benefit type.

Food stamps. The March CPS estimate for the face value of food
stamps received in 1982 was about $7.1 billion, 72 percent of
the independent estimate derived for that year. The 21.2 million
recipient {persons covered) estimate for 1982 compares to a
27.3 million independent estimate of recipients. Since this in-
dependent estimate was developed using USDA monthly per-

.son recipiency counts and average months of participation as

reported in the CPS, it is difficult to validate its accuracy.

School lunches. The March CPS data for 1982 show 11.2 million
children usually eating free or reduced-price school lunches and
16.5 million usually eating full-price school lunches. Since in-
dependent estimates on the “‘ever-participated’’ universe are not
available for this group, comparisons of the CPS estimates with
peak monthly average daily participation have been made. These
peak figures were 11.1 million for free or reduced-price lunches
and 11.3 million for full-price lunches. The CPS estimate is 100
percent of the peak monthly average for free or reduced-price.
The CPS estimate of full-price lunch participants was 146 per-
cent of the peak monthly figure. The obvious conceptual dif-
ferences between the CPS and USDA figures make these com-
parisons difficult to interpret.

Public or other subsidized housing. In 1982 the March CPS
estimate for the number of households residing in public or other
subsidized rental housing was 3.2 million. An independent
estimate was derived by summing housing units in (1) low-
income public housing, {2) Section 8 {including Section 202},
{3} rent supplements {Section 101), and (4) Section 236. This
summing yielded a figure of 3.3 million. While the CPS estimate
was about 95 percent of the independent figure, it is likely that
the survey estimate contains some units, such as student or
military housing, that were not intended to be counted. The
magnitude of this problem is probably small, but unknown.

Medicare. The independent estimate for persons covered by
Medicare is probably the most reliable of all independent
estimates. In 1982, this figure was 27.3 million persons. This
compares to a survey estimate of 27.5 million, 101 percent of
the control. The survey count probably contains some persons




_Table F-1. Comparisons of CPS Aggregate Money Income in 1982 With Indepeﬁdent!y Derived Estimates,

by Income Type
(Billions of aollars)

Source of income

Total...........................-...................
Wages and 8818r1eSessreceecsrsnseassrernnnnsnnncnnnennnas
Self—employment..........................................
Social securityl.........................................

"Supplemental SeCUrlLY fMCOMEaeeeasveessaasesonesnennnesss
Ald to families with dependent childrenZ.....coveeveens..
Interest, dividends, and rental Incomeeesrerretrnnanseanes
Veterans PaYmeNtS . eeaseuosesansenasnsnsnsonnsnsasnnnnnnn.
Unemployment COMPeNSaAtion.essaertecttnrssasnsuncnnnnvonnes
Worker's COmPensation.ssseeesresssecassssnacsscnnseecesss
Private, government, and military pensionS..e.eeeoveseess,o.

CPS as a

Independent CPS percent of
estimate estimate independent
2,273.5 2,029.1 89.2
1,542.3 1,516.9 98.4
99.6 115.6 116.1
145.2 135.1 93.1
8.5 6.6 17.6

12.9 9.8 76.4
314.1 139.0 44,3
13.8 8.7 63.0
25.4 20.0 78.5
13.4 5.9 44,2
98.4 71.4 72.5

IIncludes Railroad Retirement Benefits.
2Includes general assistance.

covered by Medicaid that report coverage under Medicare by
mistake. The magnitude of this misreporting problem is not
known.

Medicaid. While the previous technical paper contained figures
labeled independent estimates, the derivation of these estimates
used a combination of administrative counts for persons *‘ever
receiving”’ benefits and the March CPS ““ever covered’ figures.

Because the derivation of the independent estimates should not
be based, even partially, on the survey data, this comparison
has not been made here. The CPS estimate of 18.9 million for
1982 was about 93 percent of the "unduplicated’’ administative
figure of 20.4 million persons ‘“ever receiving’* benefits available
from the HCFA. This HCFA figure has not been adjusted for
decedents or the institutionalized population and does not in-
clude persons who were covered by Medicaid but did not receive
benefits in 1982.



