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Income and Poverty in the United States: 2014

INTRODUCTION

This report presents data on
income and poverty in the United
States based on information
collected in the 2015 and earlier
Current Population Survey Annual
Social and Economic Supplements
(CPS ASEC) conducted by the

U.S. Census Bureau. The 2013
income and poverty estimates
used in this report are based

on the 2014 CPS ASEC sample

of 30,000 addresses eligible to
complete the questionnaire that
included redesigned questions
for income. These 2013 estimates
differ from those released in
September 2014. See the text
box “Source of Estimates” and
Appendix D for more information.

Summary of findings:

= Real median household
income in 2014 was not
statistically different from the
2013 median.!

= The official poverty rate in
2014 was not statistically
different from 2013.

For most groups, the 2014 income
estimates were not statistically
different from 2013 estimates.
There were a few exceptions.

Real median household income
increased for households main-
tained by a foreign-born house-
holder; income declined for

! “Real” refers to income after adjusting
for inflation. All income values are adjusted
to reflect 2014 dollars. The adjustment
is based on percentage changes in prices
between 2014 and earlier years and is
computed by dividing the annual aver-
age Consumer Price Index Research Series
(CPI-U-RS) for 2014 by the annual average for
earlier years. The CPI-U-RS values for 1947 to
2014 are available in Appendix A and on the
Internet at <www.census.gov/hhes/www
/income/data/incpovhith/2014/CPI-U-RS
-Index-2014.pdf>. Consumer prices between
2013 and 2014 increased by 1.6 percent.

Source of Estimates

The data in this report are from the 2015 Current Population Survey (CPS) Annual
Social and Economic Supplement (ASEC). The 2015 CPS ASEC data on income and
poverty are based on a redesigned questionnaire aimed at improving income report-
ing, increasing response rates, reducing reporting errors by taking better advantage
of an automated questionnaire environment, and updating questions on retirement
income and the income generated from retirement accounts and other assets.

The 2013 income and poverty estimates in this report differ from those released in
September 2014 on the Internet and in the report, Income and Poverty in the United
States: 201 3, series P60-249. All of the approximately 98,000 addresses in the
2014 CPS ASEC were eligible to receive the redesigned set of health insurance cov-
erage questions. The redesigned income questions were implemented to a subsam-
ple of the 98,000 addresses using a probability split panel design. Approximately
68,000 addresses were eligible to receive a set of income questions similar to those
used in the 2013 CPS ASEC and the remaining 30,000 addresses were eligible to
receive the redesigned income questions. The source of the new 2013 data used in
this report text and tables is the portion of the CPS ASEC sample, which received the
redesigned income questions, approximately 30,000 addresses.*

See Appendix D for more information on the difference between the traditional
(income questions similar to those used in the 2013 and prior CPS ASECs) and
redesigned income questions and for a comparison of the income and poverty esti-
mates based on these two 2014 CPS ASEC samples.

Data from the 2015 CPS ASEC were collected in the 50 states and the District

of Columbia. The data do not represent residents of Puerto Rico and U.S. Island
Areas.** The data are based on a sample of about 100,000 addresses. The 2014
estimates in this report are controlled to independent national population esti-
mates by age, sex, race, and Hispanic origin for March 2015. Beginning with 2010,
estimates are based on 2010 Census population counts and are updated annually
taking into account births, deaths, emigration, and immigration.

The CPS is a household survey primarily used to collect employment data. The
sample universe for the basic CPS consists of the resident civilian noninstitutional-
ized population of the United States. People in institutions, such as prisons, long-
term care hospitals, and nursing homes, are not eligible to be interviewed in the
CPS. Students living in dormitories are included in the estimates only if informa-
tion about them is reported in an interview at their parents’ home. Since the CPS

is a household survey, people who are homeless and not living in shelters are not
included in the sample. The sample universe for the CPS ASEC is slightly larger than
that of the basic CPS since it includes military personnel who live in a household
with at least one other civilian adult, regardless of whether they live off post or on
post. All other Armed Forces are excluded. For further documentation about the CPS
ASEC, see <ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar15.pdf>.

* Income and poverty detailed tables based on both 2014 CPS ASEC samples are available on the
Internet at <www.census.gov/hhes/www/income/> and <www.census.gov/hhes/www/poverty/>,
respectively. Income and poverty historical tables will display data for each of the 2013 estimates.

** |J.S. Island Areas include American Samoa, Guam, the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana
Islands, and the Virgin Islands of the United States.
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non-Hispanic White households, households
maintained by a native-born householder,
households in the West and those inside prin-
cipal cities of metropolitan statistical areas.
The 2014 poverty rate increased for two
groups: people aged 25 and older with at
least a bachelor’s degree and married-couple
families.

This report contains two main sections; one
focuses on income and the other on poverty.
Each section presents estimates by character-
istics such as race, Hispanic origin, nativity,
and region.? Other topics, such as earnings
and family poverty rates are included only in
the relevant section.

2 Federal surveys give respondents the option of
reporting more than one race. Therefore, two basic ways
of defining a race group are possible. A group such as
Asian may be defined as those who reported Asian and
no other race (the race-alone or single-race concept) or as
those who reported Asian regardless of whether they also
reported another race (the race-alone-or-in-combination
concept). The body of this report (text, figures, and
tables) shows data using the first approach (race alone).
The appendix tables show data using both approaches.
Use of the single-race population does not imply that it is
the preferred method of presenting or analyzing data. The
Census Bureau uses a variety of approaches.

In this report, the terms “White, not Hispanic” and
“non-Hispanic White” are used interchangeably and refer
to people who are not Hispanic and who reported White
and no other race. The Census Bureau uses non-Hispanic
Whites as the comparison group for other race groups and
Hispanics.

Since Hispanics may be any race, data in this report
for Hispanics overlap with data for race groups. Being
Hispanic was reported by 14.6 percent of White house-
holders who reported only one race, 5.0 percent of Black
householders who reported only one race, and 2.0 percent
of Asian householders who reported only one race.

The small sample size of the Asian population and
the fact that the CPS does not use separate population
controls for weighting the Asian sample to national totals
contribute to the large variances surrounding estimates
for this group. As a result, we are unable to detect statisti-
cally significant differences between some estimates for
the Asian population. The American Community Survey
(ACS), based on a much larger sample size of the popula-
tion, is a better source for estimating and identifying
changes for small subgroups of the population.

The householder is the person (or one of the people) in
whose name the home is owned or rented and the person
to whom the relationship of other household members is
recorded. If a married couple owns the home jointly, either
the husband or the wife may be listed as the householder.
Since only one person in each household is designated as
the householder, the number of householders is equal to
the number of households. This report uses the character-
istics of the householder to describe the household.

Data users should exercise caution when interpret-
ing aggregate results for the Hispanic population or for
race groups because these populations consist of many
distinct groups that differ in socioeconomic characteris-
tics, culture, and recent immigration status. Data were
first collected for Hispanics in 1972 and for Asians and
Pacific Islanders in 1987. For further information, see
<WWW.Census.gov/cps>.

Statistical Accuracy

Most of the data from the CPS ASEC were collected in March
(with some data collected in February and April). The estimates
in this report (which may be shown in text, figures, and tables)
are based on responses from a sample of the population and may
differ from actual values because of sampling variability or other
factors. As a result, apparent differences between the estimates
for two or more groups may not be statistically significant. All
comparative statements have undergone statistical testing and
are significant at the 90 percent confidence level unless oth-
erwise noted. In this report, the variances of estimates were
calculated using both the Successive Difference Replication (SDR)
method and the Generalized Variance Function (GVF) approach.
(See Appendix C for a more extensive discussion of these
methods.) Further information about the source and accuracy of
the estimates is available at <ftp://ftp2.census.gov/library
/publications/2015/demo/p60-252sa.pdf>.

Supplemental Poverty Measure

In 2010, an interagency technical working group (which included
representatives from the Bureau of Labor Statistics [BLS], the
Census Bureau, the Economics and Statistics Administration, the
Council of Economic Advisers, the U.S. Department of Health
and Human Services, and the Office of Management and Budget)
issued a series of suggestions to the Census Bureau and the BLS
on how to develop the Supplemental Poverty Measure (SPM).
Their suggestions drew on the recommendations of a 1995
National Academy of Sciences report and the extensive research
on poverty measurement conducted over the past 15 years. See
<www.census.goV/library/infographics/poverty_measure-how
.html>.

The new measure based on these suggestions serves as an addi-
tional indicator of economic well-being and provides a deeper
understanding of economic conditions and policy effects. The
new measure creates a more complex statistical picture incorpo-
rating additional items such as tax payments and work expenses
in its family resource estimates. Thresholds used in the new
measure are derived from Consumer Expenditure Survey data on
spending for basic necessities (food, shelter, clothing, and utili-
ties) and are adjusted for geographic differences in the cost of
housing. The new thresholds are not intended to assess eligibil-
ity for government programs.

The Census Bureau began publishing annual poverty estimates
using the new approach in November 2011. SPM estimates for
2014 will be released in a separate report, The Supplemental
Poverty Measure: 2014 (P60-254).

2 Income and Poverty in the United States: 2014
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State and Local Estimates of Income and Poverty

The Census Bureau presents annual estimates of median household
income and poverty by state and other smaller geographic units based
on data collected in the American Community Survey (ACS). Single-year
estimates are available for geographic units with populations of 65,000
or more. Five-year income and poverty estimates are available for all
geographic units, including census tracts and block groups, by pooling
5 years of ACS data.

The Census Bureau’s Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates (SAIPE)
program produces annual estimates of a select set of income and poverty
measures. Using statistical models, SAIPE produces estimates of median
household income and poverty for states and all counties, as well as
population and poverty estimates for school districts. The SAIPE approach
combines data from a variety of sources, including administrative records,
population estimates, the decennial census, and the ACS, to provide con-
sistent and reliable single-year estimates. In general, SAIPE estimates have
lower variances than ACS estimates but are released later because they
incorporate ACS data in the models.

The income and poverty estimates for 2013 are available at <www.census
.gov/did/www/saipe/index.html>. Estimates for 2014 will be available
later this year.

The CPS is the longest-running survey
conducted by the Census Bureau. The
CPS ASEC asks detailed questions
categorizing income into over 50
sources. The key purpose of the CPS
ASEC is to provide timely and detailed
estimates of income and poverty and
to measure change in these national-
level estimates. The CPS ASEC is the
official source of the national poverty
estimates calculated in accordance
with the Office of Management and

Budget’s Statistical Policy Directive 14
(Appendix B).

The Census Bureau also reports
income and poverty estimates

based on data from the American
Community Survey (ACS). The ACS is
part of the 2020 Census program and
eliminates the need for a long-form
census questionnaire. The ACS offers
broad, comprehensive information on
social, economic, and housing topics

and provides this information at many

levels of geography.

Since the CPS ASEC produces more
complete and thorough estimates
of income and poverty, the Census
Bureau recommends that people use
it as the data source for national
estimates. State-level estimates of
income, poverty, and other economic
characteristics from the ACS are
found in American FactFinder. For
more information on state and local
estimates, see the text box “State
and Local Estimates of Income and
Poverty.”

The CPS ASEC provides reliable
estimates of the net change, from
one year to the next, in the overall
distribution of economic character-
istics such as income and earnings.
It does not, however, show how
these characteristics change for the
same person, family, or household.
Longitudinal measures of income and
poverty based on following the same
people over time are available from
the Survey of Income and Program
Participation (SIPP). Estimates derived
from SIPP data answer questions
such as:

= What percentage of households
move up or down the income
distribution over time?

= How many people remain in pov-
erty over time?

The text box “Dynamics of Economic
Well-Being” provides more information
about the SIPP.

U.S. Census Bureau
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The income and poverty estimates
shown in this report are based solely
on money income before taxes and
do not include the value of noncash
benefits, such as those provided by
the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance
Program (SNAP), Medicare, Medicaid,
public housing, or employer-provided
fringe benefits.

Since the publication of the first offi-
cial U.S. poverty estimates in 1964,
there has been a continuing debate
about the best approach to measur-
ing income and poverty in the United
States. Recognizing that alternative
estimates of income and poverty can

provide useful information to the pub-
lic as well as to the federal govern-
ment, the U.S. Office of Management
and Budget’s (OMB) Chief Statistician
formed the Interagency Technical
Working Group on Developing a
Supplemental Poverty Measure. This
group asked the Census Bureau, in
cooperation with the U.S. Bureau of
Labor Statistics (BLS), to develop a
new measure that allows an improved
understanding of the economic well-
being of American families and how
federal policies affect those living in
poverty. Since November 2011, the
Census Bureau has released annual
estimates of the Supplemental Poverty

Measure (SPM).3 For the first time, this
year the Census Bureau is releasing
SPM estimates on the same day as the
official poverty estimates. These are
available at <www.census.gov
/hhes/povmeas/methodology
/supplemental/index.html>. The text
box “Supplemental Poverty Measure”
provides more information about this
initiative.

3 See <www.census.gov/hhes/povmeas
/methodology/supplemental/research
/Short_ResearchSPM2010.pdf>.

Dynamics of Economic Well-Being

The Survey of Income and Program Participation (SIPP)
provides monthly data about labor force participa-

tion and income sources and amounts. The data yield
insights into the dynamic nature of these experiences
and the economic mobility of U.S. residents. For exam-
ple, the data demonstrate that using a longer time frame
to measure poverty (e.g., 4 years) yields, on average, a
lower poverty rate than the annual measures presented
in this report, while using a shorter time frame (e.g.,

2 months) yields higher poverty rates. Some specific
findings include:

= Income data from the 2008 SIPP panel suggested
that households between 2009 and 2012 experi-
enced less mobility than found in earlier SIPP panels.
Overall, 57.1 percent of households remained in
the same income quintile between 2009 and 2012,
while the remaining 42.9 percent of households
experienced either an upward or downward move-
ment across the income distribution.

= Households with householders who had lower levels
of education were more likely to remain in or move
into a lower quintile than households whose house-
holders had higher levels of education.

= During the 4-year period from 2009 to 2012,
34.5 percent of the population had at least one spell
of poverty lasting 2 or more months.

= Chronic poverty over the 4-year period from 2009 to
2012 was relatively uncommon, with 2.7 percent of
the population living in poverty all 48 months.

More information based on these data is available in the
Census Bureau’s P70 Series Reports, as well as in table
packages and working papers. For more information,
see <WWW.Census.gov/programs-surveys/sipp
/publications.html>.

The U.S. Census Bureau has recently reengineered the
SIPP. The redesigned survey was fielded in early 2014,
collecting data for calendar year 2013. The survey
changed to a design that reduces respondent burden
and cost by collecting data in an annual format rather
than the three-times per year format of the prior SIPP
panels. The redesigned SIPP addresses the same topic
areas of the earlier SIPP panels, combining the topical
module and core content into an integrated instrument.
For more information, see <www.census.gov/sipp/>.
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INCOME IN THE UNITED STATES

Highlights

= Median household income was
$53,657 in 2014, not statistically
different in real terms from the
2013 median of $54,462 (Figure 1
and Table 1). This is the third
consecutive year that the annual
change was not statistically sig-
nificant, following two consecu-
tive years of annual declines in
median household income.

= |n 2014, real median household
income was 6.5 percent lower
than in 2007, the year before the
most recent recession (Figure 1
and Table A-1).

= The real median income of
non-Hispanic White households
declined 1.7 percent between
2013 and 2014. For Black, Asian,
and Hispanic-origin households,

the 2013-2014 percentage
changes in real median income
were not statistically significant
(Table 1).

= The real median income of house-
holds maintained by a foreign-
born person increased by 4.3
percent between 2013 and 2014.
In contrast, the median income
of households maintained by a
native-born person declined 2.3
percent (Table 1).4

4 Native-born households are those in which

the householder was born in the United States,
Puerto Rico, or the U.S. Island Areas of Guam,
the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana
Islands, American Samoa, or the Virgin Islands
of the United States or was born in a foreign
country but had at least one parent who was a
U.S. citizen. All other households are considered
foreign born regardless of the date of entry into
the United States or citizenship status. The CPS
does not interview households in Puerto Rico.
Of all householders, 85.2 percent were native
born; 7.8 percent were foreign-born, naturalized
citizens; and 7.0 percent were noncitizens.

= For the West, real median house-
hold income declined 4.6 percent;
for the Northeast, Midwest, and
South, the 2013-2014 changes
in real median household income
were not statistically significant
(Table 1).

= The number of men and women
working full time, year round
with earnings increased by 1.2
million and 1.6 million, respec-
tively, between 2013 and 2014
(Table 1).°

= The changes in the real median
earnings of men and women
who worked full time, year round
between 2013 and 2014 were not
statistically significant (Table 1).

>The difference between the 2013-2014

increases in the number of male and the number
of female full-time, year-round workers with
earnings was not statistically significant.

Figure 1.
Real Median Household Income by Race and Hispanic Origin: 1967 to 2014
2014 dollars Recession
80,000
- |$74,297
70,000 — —
Asian
60,000 == $60,256
50,000 White, not Hispanic =1 $53,657
All races $42.491
40,000 Hispanic (any race) Y ’
== | $35,398
30,000 - — —
Black
20,000
10,000
o) AT O 0 T O I A A A A
1959 1965 1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2005 2010 2014

Note: The 2013 data reflect the implementation of the redesigned income questions. See Appendix D for more information.
Median household income data are not available prior to 1967. For more information on recessions, see Appendix A. For more information
on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see <ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys

/cps/techdocs/cpsmarl 5.pdf>.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 1968 to 2015 Annual Social and Economic Supplements.
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Table 1.
Income and Earnings Summary Measures by Selected Characteristics: 2013 and 2014

(Income in 2014 dollars. Households and people as of March of the following year. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling
error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar15.pdf)

Percentage change* in
2013! 2014 real median income
(2014 less 2013)
Characteristic
Median income (dollars) Median income (dollars)
Number Margin of Number Margin of Margin of
(thousands) | Estimate error? () | (thousands) | Estimate error? (+) | Estimate error? (+)
HOUSEHOLDS
Allhouseholds ........ovevireininernnennn. 123,931 54,462 1,093 124,587 53,657 645 -15 2.24
Type of Household
Family households. ............. ... ... ... ........ 82,270 68,018 886 81,716 68,426 814 0.6 1.67
Married-couple. . . ... ... .. 59,626 80,188 1,382 60,010 81,025 676 1.0 1.85
Female householder, no husband present. . ........... 16,158 35,991 1,537 15,544 36,151 682 0.4 4.42
Male householder, no wife present .. ................ 6,486 53,338 2,774 6,162 53,684 1,642 0.6 6.00
Nonfamily households . . ............................ 41,660 31,995 967 42,871 32,047 466 0.2 3.19
Female householder .. ........................... 21,827 26,668 1,035 22,728 26,673 522 z 4.04
Male householder . ....... ... .. ... .. .. .. ... .. ... 19,834 40,023 1,701 20,143 39,181 1,117 2.1 4.88
Race® and Hispanic Origin of Householder
White . ..o 98,807 57,674 864 98,679 56,866 585 -1.4 1.74
White, not Hispanic .............................. 84,432 61,317 891 84,228 60,256 605 *-1.7 1.64
Black . . ... 16,009 35,902 1,433 16,437 35,398 758 -1.4 4.41
ASian . .. 5,818 73,568 5,622 6,040 74,297 3,466 1.0 8.54
Hispanic (anyrace) ..., 16,088 40,337 1,986 16,239 42,491 848 5.3 5.55
Age of Householder
UNderB5 Years . .....ovuii e 94,862 61,252 783 94,640 60,462 442 -1.3 1.37
151024 Y€arS ..o vttt 6,652 34,344 3,208 6,370 34,605 1,296 0.8 9.92
251034 Y€ars .. ... 19,988 53,274 2,133 20,075 54,243 1,315 1.8 4.52
351044 years ... ... 21,164 68,700 2,008 21,121 66,693 1,024 -2.9 3.04
451054 years . ... ... 23,664 71,753 2,149 23,566 70,832 1,364 -1.3 3.29
551064 YEArS . ..ot 23,395 61,471 1,865 23,509 60,580 1,125 -1.4 3.24
65yearsandolder. ......... ... . 29,069 37,907 1,304 29,946 36,895 584 2.7 3.72
Nativity of Householder
Nativeborn ........ ... ... ... 105,900 55,989 955 106,191 54,678 712 *-2.3 2.04
Foreignborn . ... ... ... .. . ... 18,031 47,561 1,589 18,396 49,592 1,141 *4.3 3.99
Naturalized citizen . .. ........ .. ... .. . . 9,489 57,276 3,149 9,735 59,261 2,236 35 6.59
Notacitizen....... ... ... i 8,542 40,842 1,976 8,661 40,795 779 -0.1 5.25
Region
Northeast. . ... ... ... 22,511 57,798 2,605 22,179 59,210 2,263 2.4 5.99
Midwest . .. ..o 27,426 54,300 2,136 27,459 54,267 1,366 -0.1 4.30
South. ... 46,553 50,670 1,357 47,040 49,655 837 -2.0 2.94
WWESt . 27,441 60,500 2,101 27,909 57,688 1,319 *—4.6 3.83
Residence
Inside metropolitan statistical areas ................... 104,128 56,798 824 104,009 55,855 581 -1.7 1.66
Inside principalcities . . .......... ... ... o oo 41,360 49,604 1,647 40,578 47,850 973 *-3.5 3.32
Outside principal cities. .. ........... ... ... ....... 62,768 61,781 952 63,431 61,600 626 -0.3 1.82
Outside metropolitan statistical areas* .. ............... 19,802 44,315 1,784 20,578 45,482 858 2.6 4.61
EARNINGS OF FULL-TIME, YEAR-ROUND WORKERS
Menwithearnings............. ... ... ... .. ... ..... 61,240 50,834 950 62,455 50,383 217 -0.9 1.91
Womenwithearnings .............. .. ..., 44,629 39,427 1,164 46,226 39,621 718 0.5 3.21
Female-to-male earningsratio. .. ..................... N 0.78 0.027 N 0.79 0.014 1.4 3.77

* An asterisk preceding an estimate indicates change is statistically different from zero at the 90 percent confidence level.

N Not applicable.

Z Represents or rounds to zero.

"The 2014 CPS ASEC included redesigned questions for income and health insurance coverage. All of the approximately 98,000 addresses were eligible to receive the redesigned set of health
insurance coverage questions. The redesigned income questions were implemented to a subsample of these 98,000 addresses using a probability split panel design. Approximately 68,000 addresses were
eligible to receive a set of income questions similar to those used in the 2013 CPS ASEC and the remaining 30,000 addresses were eligible to receive the redesigned income questions. The source of data
for this table is the portion of the CPS ASEC sample which received the redesigned income questions, approximately 30,000 addresses.

2 A margin of error is a measure of an estimate’s variability. The larger the margin of error in relation to the size of the estimate, the less reliable the estimate. This number, when added to and
subtracted from the estimate, forms the 90 percent confidence interval. Margins of error shown in this table are based on standard errors calculated using replicate weights. For more information, see
“Standard Errors and Their Use” at <ftp://ftp2.census.gov/library/publications/2015/demo/p60-252sa.pdf>.

3 Federal surveys give respondents the option of reporting more than one race. Therefore, two basic ways of defining a race group are possible. A group such as Asian may be defined as those who
reported Asian and no other race (the race-alone or single-race concept) or as those who reported Asian regardless of whether they also reported another race (the race-alone-or-in-combination concept).
This table shows data using the first approach (race alone). The use of the single-race population does not imply that it is the preferred method of presenting or analyzing data. The Census Bureau uses a
variety of approaches. Information on people who reported more than one race, such as White and American Indian and Alaska Native or Asian and Black or African American, is available from Census
2010 through American FactFinder. About 2.9 percent of people reported more than one race in Census 2010. Data for American Indians and Alaska Natives, Native Hawaiians and Other Pacific Islanders,
and those reporting two or more races are not shown separately.

4 The “Outside metropolitan statistical areas” category includes both micropolitan statistical areas and territory outside of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas. For more information, see
“About Metropolitan and Micropolitan Statistical Areas” at <www.census.gov/population/metro/>.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 2014 and 2015 Annual Social and Economic Supplements.
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=  The 2014 female-to-male earn-
ings ratio was 0.79, not statisti-
cally different from the 2013 ratio
(Table 1 and Figure 2).

= There were more women full-
time, year-round workers with
earnings in 2014 than in 2007,
the year before the most recent
recession (Table A-4). For male
full-time, year-round workers with
earnings, the difference between
the 2014 and 2007 estimates was
not statistically significant.

= The real median earnings of full-
time, year-round working women
in 2014 were not statistically dif-
ferent from their median in 2007,
the year before the most recent
recession. The median earnings of
full-time, year-round working men
were 2.2 percent lower in 2014
than in 2007 (Table A-4).

Household Income

Median household income was
$53,657 in 2014, not statistically
different from the 2013 median in
real terms, 6.5 percent lower than the
2007 (the year before the most recent
recession) median ($57,357), and

7.2 percent lower than the median
household income peak ($57,843)
that occurred in 1999 (Figure 1 and
Table A-1).6

Type of Household

Real median incomes in 2014 of
family households, $68,426, and
nonfamily households, $32,047, were
not statistically different from their
respective 2013 medians (Table 1).
For the specific types of family and
nonfamily households, changes in
real income between 2013 and 2014
were also not statistically signifi-
cant. Family households have not

6 The difference between the 1999 and 2007
median household incomes was not statistically
significant. The difference between the 2007-
2014 and 1999-2014 percentage changes (6.5
and 7.2 percent, respectively) was not statisti-
cally significant.

experienced an annual increase in
median household income since
2007. The last increase for nonfamily
households was in 2009.

For family households, married-couple
households had the highest median
income in 2014 ($81,025), followed
by households maintained by men
with no wife present ($53,684). Those
maintained by women with no hus-
band present had the lowest median
($36,151).

Race and Hispanic Origin

The real median income of non-
Hispanic White households declined
by 1.7 percent between 2013 and
2014, from $61,317 to $60,256.

For Black, Asian, and Hispanic-origin
households, the 2013-2014 percent-
age changes in real median household
income were not statistically signifi-
cant (Table 1). Non-Hispanic White and
Black households last experienced

an annual increase in median income
in 2007, and Asian household’s last
annual increase was in 1999. Hispanic
households experienced an annual
increase in 2013.

Among the race groups, Asian
households had the highest median
income in 2014 ($74,297). The
median income of non-Hispanic White
households was $60,256, and for
Black households it was $35,398
(Table 1 and Figure 1). For Hispanic
households, the median income was
$42,491.

The real median income of Asian
households in 2014 was not statisti-
cally different from the pre-2001-
recession peak.” Whereas, household
income in 2014 was 4.0 percent
lower for non-Hispanic Whites (from
$62,762 in 1999), 13.2 percent lower
for Blacks (from $40,783 in 2000),

7 The difference between the real median
income of Asian households in 2014 and 2000
was not statistically significant.

and 6.8 percent lower for Hispanics
(from $45,596 in 2000) (Table A-1).8

Comparing the 2014 income of non-
Hispanic White households with that
of other households shows that the
ratio of Asian to non-Hispanic White
income was 1.23, the ratio of Black

to non-Hispanic White income was
0.59, and the ratio of Hispanic to
non-Hispanic White income was 0.71.
Between 1972 and 2014, the change
in the Black to non-Hispanic White
income ratio was not statistically
significant.® Over the same period,
the Hispanic to non-Hispanic White
income ratio declined from 0.74

to 0.71. Income data for the Asian
population was first available in 1987.
The 2014 Asian to non-Hispanic White
income ratio was not statistically dif-
ferent from the 1987 ratio.

Age of Householder

Between 2013 and 2014, there were
no statistically significant changes

in household income by age of the
householders. Households main-
tained by householders aged 45 to
54 had the highest median income in
2014 ($70,832), followed by those
with householders aged 35 to 44
($66,693), those with householders
aged 55 to 64 ($60,580), household-
ers aged 25 to 34 ($54,243), and
those with householders aged 65 and
older ($36,895). Households main-
tained by householders aged 15 to
24 had the lowest median income
($34,605).

8 The difference between the declines for
non-Hispanic White households and Hispanic
households was not statistically significant. For
non-Hispanic White households, the $62,762
income peak in 1999 was not statistically dif-
ferent from their 2000 median of $62,718. For
Blacks, the $40,783 income peak in 2000 was
not statistically different from their 1999 median
of $39,669. For Hispanics, the $45,596 income
peak in 2000 was not statistically different from
their 2001 median of $44,882.

9 The first year that income data for the
Hispanic and non-Hispanic White populations
were collected in the CPS ASEC was 1972.

U.S. Census Bureau
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Nativity

Change in real median household
income between 2013 and 2014 var-
ied by nativity of the householder. The
income of households maintained by
a foreign-born person increased 4.3
percent, from $47,561 to $49,592;
while the median income of house-
holds maintained by a native-born
person declined 2.3 percent, from
$55,989 to $54,678. The median
incomes of households maintained by
a naturalized citizen ($59,261) or a
noncitizen ($40,795), in 2014, were
not statistically different from their
respective 2013 medians (Table 1).

In 2014, households maintained by a
naturalized citizen ($59,261) had the
highest median household income,
followed by households maintained
by a native-born person ($54,678).
Households maintained by a nonciti-
zen had the lowest household income
($40,795) (Table 1).

Region!®

Households in the West experi-
enced a 4.6 percent decline in real
median income between 2013

and 2014, whereas the apparent
changes in income of households in
the Northeast, Midwest, and South
were not statistically significant.
Households with the highest median
household incomes were in the
Northeast ($59,210) and the West

19 The Northeast region includes Connecticut,
Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New
Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island,
and Vermont. The Midwest region includes
Illinois, Indiana, lowa, Kansas, Michigan,
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota,
Ohio, South Dakota, and Wisconsin. The South
region includes Alabama, Arkansas, Delaware,
Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland,
Mississippi, North Carolina, Oklahoma, South
Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, West
Virginia, and the District of Columbia, a state
equivalent. The West region includes Alaska,
Arizona, California, Colorado, Hawaii, Idaho,
Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah,
Washington, and Wyoming.

($57,688), followed by the Midwest
($54,267) and the South ($49,655)
(Table 1).""

Residence

In 2014, households within metro-
politan areas but outside principal
cities had the highest median income
($61,600), while households outside
metropolitan areas had the lowest
($45,482). Between 2013 and 2014,
the real income of households inside
principal cities declined 3.5 percent,
while the changes in median incomes
of households for the remaining three
residential categories shown in Table 1
were not statistically significant.

Income Inequality

The Census Bureau traditionally
reports two measures of income
inequality: (1) the shares of aggregate
household income received by quin-
tiles and (2) the Gini index. In addition
to these measures, the Census Bureau
also produces estimates of the ratio
of income percentiles; the Theil index,
which is similar to the Gini index in
that it is a single statistic that summa-
rizes the dispersion of income across
the entire income distribution; the
mean logarithmic deviation of income
(MLD), which measures the gap
between median and average income;
and the Atkinson measure, which is
useful in determining which end of
the income distribution contributed
most to inequality.'?

Changes in income inequality
between 2013 and 2014 were not
statistically significant as measured
by the shares of aggregate household
income by quintiles, the Gini index,

" The difference between the median house-

hold incomes for the Northeast and the West was
not statistically significant.

2 An article by Paul Allison, “Measures of
Inequality,” American Sociological Review, 43,
December 1977, pp. 865-880, provides an
explanation of inequality measures.

the MLD, the Theil index, and the
Atkinson measures (Table 2 and A-2).
Households in the lowest quintile had
incomes of $21,432 or less in 2014.
Households in the second quintile
had incomes between $21,433 and
$41,186, those in the third quintile
had incomes between $41,187 and
$68,212, and those in the fourth quin-
tile had incomes between $68,213
and $112,262. Households in the
highest quintile had incomes of
$112,263 or more. The top 5 percent
had incomes of $206,568 or more.

The Gini index was 0.480 in 2014,
not statistically different from 2013.
Since 1993, the earliest year available
for comparable measures of income
inequality, the Gini index was up 5.9
percent (Table A-2).13. 1415

Comparing changes in household
income at selected percentiles shows
that income inequality has increased
between 1999 (the year that house-
hold income peaked before the 2001
recession) and 2014 (Table A-2).
Incomes at the 50th and 10th percen-
tiles declined 7.2 percent and 16.5
percent, respectively, while income
at the 90th percentile increased 2.8
percent between 1999 and 2014.

In 2014, the 90th to 10th percen-
tile income ratio was 12.83, not
statistically different from the 2013
ratio. Since 1999, the 90th to 10th

13 Exercise caution when making direct com-
parisons with years earlier than 1993 because
of substantial methodological changes in the
1994 CPS ASEC. In that year, the Census Bureau
introduced computer-assisted interviewing and
increased income reporting limits.

4 For further discussion of how high incomes
reported in the CPS ASEC affect income distri-
bution measures, see Jessica Semega and Ed
Welniak, “Evaluating the Impact of Unrestricted
Income Values on Income Distribution Measures
Using the Current Population Survey’s Annual
Social and Economic Supplement (ASEC),” April
2007, <www.census.gov/hhes/www/income
/publications/unrestrict-tables/index.html>.

5 The calculated percentage change is differ-
ent due to rounded components.
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percentile income ratio increased 23.1
percent.

Equivalence-Adjusted Income
Inequality

Another way to measure income
inequality is to use an equivalence-
adjusted income estimate that takes
into consideration the number of
people living in the household and
how these people share resources and
take advantage of economies of scale.
For example, the money-income-
based distribution treats an income of
$30,000 for a single-person house-
hold and a family household similarly,

Table 2.

while the equivalence-adjusted
income of $30,000 for a single-person
household would be more than twice

1. On average, children consume
less than adults.

2. As family size increases, expenses

the equivalence-adjusted income of
$30,000 for a family household with
two adults and two children. The
equivalence adjustment used here is
based on a three-parameter scale'®
that reflects:

6 The three-parameter scale used here is
the same as the one used in the Supplemental
Poverty Measure. For details on the deriva-
tion of the three-parameter scale, see Kathleen
Short, The Supplemental Poverty Measure:

2013, Current Population Reports, P60-251, U.S.
Census Bureau, October 2014, <www.census.gov

/content/dam/Census/library/publications
/2014/demo/p60-251.pdf>.

do not increase at the same rate.

3. The increase in expenses is larger
for a first child of a single-parent
family than the first child of a
two-adult family.

Table 2 shows several income inequal-
ity measures, including aggregate
income shares and the Gini index,
using both money income and
equivalence-adjusted income for 2013
and 2014. For both 2013 and 2014,

Income Distribution Measures Using Money Income and Equivalence-Adjusted Income:

2013 and 2014

(For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs

-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar|5.pdf)

2013! 2014 Percentage change®*
Equivalence- Equivalence- Equivalence-
iwc?:r% adjusted il:wllc?::\)é adjusted Mfgﬁ'\é adjusted
Measure income income income
Margin Margin Margin Margin Margin Margin
Esti- | of error? | Esti- | of error?| Esti- | of error?| Esti- | of error? | Esti- | of error?| Esti- | of error?
mate ()| mate ()| mate ()| mate ()| mate ()| mate (%)
Shares of Aggregate Income by
Percentile
Lowest quintile. . ......... ... .. ... ... 3.1 0.09 3.4 0.09 3.1 0.05 3.3 0.05| -0.1 3.14| -04 3.05
Second quintile . .......... ... .. L. 8.2 0.14 8.8 0.15 8.2 0.08 9.0 0.08 0.2 1.79 1.5 1.78
Middle quintile . . .. ....... ... ... oL 14.3 0.21 14.7 0.21 14.3 0.11 14.8 0.11| -0.2 1.56 0.5 1.46
Fourth quintile . . ...................... 23.0 0.28 22.8 0.27 23.2 0.15 229 0.14 0.8 1.30 0.5 1.24
Highest quintile ... .................... 51.4 0.59| 50.3 0.61| 51.2 0.33| 50.0 0.32| -04 1.21| -0.6 1.24
Top5percent.........ccovviiinenan.. 22.2 0.76 | 22.1 0.74| 21.9 0.39| 21.8 0.39| -1.3 3.53| -1.6 3.39
Summary Measures
Gini index of income inequality . .......... 0.482| 0.0061| 0.467| 0.0064| 0.480| 0.0034| 0.464| 0.0033| -0.3 1.32| -0.7 1.40
Mean logarithmic deviation of income.. . .. .. 0.606 | 0.0205| 0.635| 0.0203| 0.611| 0.0120| 0.648| 0.0126 0.9 3.89 2.1 3.77
Theil. . ... 0.428| 0.0176| 0.409| 0.0183| 0.419| 0.0090| 0.397| 0.0088 | -2.1 416| -3.0 4.43
Atkinson:
e=025 ... ... 0.103| 0.0034| 0.098| 0.0035| 0.102| 0.0018| 0.096| 0.0018| -1.3 3.41| -2.0 3.61
e=050 ... ... .. 0.202| 0.0055| 0.194| 0.0056| 0.200| 0.0030| 0.192| 0.0029| -0.7 284 1.2 2.99
e=0.75 ... 0.307 | 0.0071| 0.301| 0.0072| 0.307| 0.0040| 0.301| 0.0039| -0.1 252| -0.1 2.59

* An asterisk preceding an estimate indicates change is statistically different from zero at the 90 percent confidence level.

"The 2014 CPS ASEC included redesigned questions for income and health insurance coverage. All of the approximately 98,000 addresses were eligible to receive the
redesigned set of health insurance coverage questions. The redesigned income questions were implemented to a subsample of these 98,000 addresses using a probability
split panel design. Approximately 68,000 addresses were eligible to receive a set of income questions similar to those used in the 2013 CPS ASEC and the remaining 30,000
addresses were eligible to receive the redesigned income questions. The source of data for this table is the portion of the CPS ASEC sample which received the redesigned

income questions, approximately 30,000 addresses.

2 A margin of error is a measure of an estimate’s variability. The larger the margin of error in relation to the size of the estimate, the less reliable the estimate. This number,
when added to and subtracted from the estimate, forms the 90 percent confidence interval. Margins of error shown in this table are based on standard errors calculated using
replicate weights. For more information, see “Standard Errors and Their Use” at <ftp:/ftp2.census.gov/library/publications/2015/demo/p60-252sa.pdf>.

3 Calculated estimate may be different due to roun

ded components.

Source: U. S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 2014 and 2015 Annual Social and Economic Supplements.
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the Gini index was lower when based
on an equivalence-adjusted income
estimate than on the traditional
money-income estimate, suggest-
ing a more equal income distribu-
tion. Generally, the income shares in
the lower quintiles are higher with
equivalence-adjusted income than
money income while the reverse is
true for the higher quintiles. This
redistribution would be expected
because the lower end of the income
distribution has a higher concentra-
tion of single-person households and
smaller family sizes than those at the
upper end of the distribution. Thus,
equivalence adjusting increases the
relative income of people living in
lower-income groups.

Based on equivalence-adjusted
income, changes in inequality

between 2013 and 2014 were not
statistically significant as measured
by the shares of aggregate income,
Gini index, the MLD, the Theil index,
and the Atkinson measures (Table 2).
The equivalence-adjusted Gini index
was 0.464 in 2014, the MLD was
0.648, the Theil index was 0.397, and
the Atkinson measure calculated with
e=0.25 was 0.096, and 0.301 with
e=0.75. Table A-3 shows equivalence-
adjusted measures of the income
distribution as well as the Gini index,
MLD, Theil index, and Atkinson mea-
sure for income years 1967 to 2014.

Earnings and Work Experience

In 2014, the real median earn-

ings of men ($50,383) and women
($39,621) who worked full time, year
round were not statistically different

from their respective 2013 medians
(Table 1 and Figure 2).'” Neither group
has experienced a significant annual
increase in median earnings since
2009. The 2014 female-to-male earn-
ings ratio was 0.79, not statistically
different from the 2013 ratio. The
female-to-male earnings ratio has not
experienced a statistically significant
annual increase since 2007.

Between 2013 and 2014 the number
of women with earnings, regardless of

7 A full-time, year-round worker is a person
who worked 35 or more hours per week (full
time) and 50 or more weeks during the previous
calendar year (year round). For school personnel,
summer vacation is counted as weeks worked if
they are scheduled to return to their job in the
fall. For detailed information on work experi-
ence, see Table PINC-05, “Work Experience in
2014—People 15 Years Old and Over by Total
Money Earnings in 2014, Age, Race, Hispanic
Origin, and Sex” at <www.census.gov/hhes
/www/cpstables/032015/perinc/toc.htm>.

Figure 2.

Female-to-Male Earnings Ratio and Median Earnings of Full-Time, Year-Round Workers

15 Years and Older by Sex: 1960 to 2014
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Note: The 2013 data reflect the implementation of the redesigned income questions. See Appendix D for more information.
Data on earnings of full-time, year-round workers are not readily available before 1960. For more information on recessions,
see Appendix A. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see

<ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmarl5.pdf>.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 1961 to 2015 Annual Social and Economic Supplements.
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Figure 3.

Total and Full-Time, Year-Round Workers With Earnings by Sex: 1967 to 2014

/cps/techdocs/cpsmarl 5.pdf>.
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Note: The 2013 data reflect the implementation of the redesigned income questions. See Appendix D for more information. Data on

number of workers are not readily available before 1967. Data are for people aged 15 and older beginning in 1980 and people aged 14

and older for previous years. Before 1989, data are for civilian workers only. For more information on recessions, see Appendix A.

For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see <ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 1968 to 2015 Annual Social and Economic Supplements.

work experience, increased by about
800,000, while the change for their
male counterparts was not statisti-
cally significant. In addition, the
number of men and women full-time,
year-round workers increased by 1.2
and 1.6 million, respectively, between
2013 and 2014, suggesting a shift
from part-year, part-time work status
to full-time, year-round work status

(Figure 3 and Table A-4).'® An esti-
mated 73.9 percent of working men
with earnings and 61.2 percent of
working women with earnings worked
full time, year round in 2014, both
percentages higher than the 2013
estimates of 73.0 and 59.6 percent,
respectively.

'8 The differences among the 2013-2014

increases in the number of women with earnings
(regardless of work experience), the increase in
the number of men full-time, year-round work-
ers, and the increase in the number of women
full-time, year-round workers were not statisti-
cally significant.

There were more women full-time,
year-round workers with earnings in
2014 than in 2007, the year before
the most recent recession (Table A-4).
For male full-time, year-round workers
with earnings, the difference between
the 2014 and 2007 estimates was not
statistically significant. In addition, in
real terms, the 2014 median earn-
ings of full-time, year-round working
women in 2014 were not statistically
different from their 2007 median.

The real median earnings of full-time,
year-round working men were 2.2 per-
cent lower in 2014 than in 2007.

U.S. Census Bureau
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POVERTY IN THE UNITED STATES'®

Highlights .

= In 2014, the official poverty rate
was 14.8 percent. There were
46.7 million people in poverty.
Neither the poverty rate nor the
number of people in poverty
were statistically different from
the 2013 estimates (Figure 4 and
Table 3).

= For the fourth consecutive year,
the number of people in poverty
at the national level was not sta-
tistically different from the previ-
ous year’s estimates (Figure 4 and
Table 3).

19 The Office of Management and Budget
determined the official definition of poverty
in Statistical Policy Directive 14. Appendix B
provides a more detailed description of how the
Census Bureau calculates poverty.

The 2014 poverty rate was 2.3
percentage points higher than in
2007, the year before the most
recent recession (Figure 4).

The 2014 poverty rates for most
demographic groups examined
were not statistically different
from the 2013 rates. Poverty rates
went up between 2013 and 2014
for only two groups: people with
a bachelor’s degree or more and
married-couple families (Table 3
and Table 4).

For most groups, the number

of people in poverty did not
show a statistically significant
change. The number of people in
poverty increased for unrelated
individuals, people aged 18 to
64 with a disability, people with
at least a bachelor’s degree, and

married-couple families (Table 3
and Table 4).

= The poverty rate in 2014 for chil-
dren under age 18 was 21.1 per-
cent. The poverty rate for people
aged 18 to 64 was 13.5 percent,
while the rate for people aged 65
and older was 10.0 percent. None
of these poverty rates were sta-
tistically different from the 2013
estimates (Table 3 and Figure 5).2°

Race and Hispanic Origin

The poverty rate for non-Hispanic
Whites was 10.1 percent in 2014,
lower than the poverty rates for other

20 Since unrelated individuals under age 15
are excluded from the poverty universe, there
are 364,000 fewer children in the poverty
universe than in the total civilian noninstitution-
alized population.

Figure 4.
Number in Poverty and Poverty Rate: 1959 to 2014
Numbers in millions Recession
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Note: The 2013 data reflect the implementation of the redesigned income questions. See Appendix D for more information.
The data points are placed at the midpoints of the respective years. For information on recessions, see Appendix A.
For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see
<ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar15.pdf>.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 1960 to 2015 Annual Social and Economic Supplements.
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Table 3.
People in Poverty by Selected Characteristics: 2013 and 2014

(Numbers in thousands, margin of error in thousands or percentage points as appropriate. People as of March of the following year. For information on
confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp.//ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar15.pdf)

2013’ 2014 Change in poverty
Below poverty Below poverty (2014 less 2013)%*
Characteristic
Margin of Margin of Margin of Margin of
Total | Number | error? (+) | Percent | error? (+) Total | Number | error? (+) | Percent| error? () | Number | Percent
PEOPLE
Total .......coiviviiiiinnt. 313,096 46,269 1,474 14.8 0.5 315,804 | 46,657 857 14.8 0.3 388 z
Family Status
Infamilies ......... ... .. ... ... ..., 256,070 32,786 1,370 12.8 0.5| 256,308 | 32,615 741 12.7 0.3 =171 -0.1
Householder. . ..................... 82,316 9,645 421 11.7 05| 81,730 9,467 228 11.6 0.3 -178 -0.1
Related children underage 18......... 72,246 15,116 723 20.9 1.0| 72,383| 14,987 403 20.7 0.6 -129 -0.2
Related children underage 6. ....... 23,606 5,590 340 23.7 1.4| 23,470 5,504 197 23.5 0.8 -86 -0.2
In unrelated subfamilies. . .............. 1,626 776 220 47.7 8.4 1,558 668 104 42.9 5.0 -108 -4.9
Referenceperson .................. 661 291 86 44.0 8.2 652 266 40 40.8 4.8 25 -3.2
Childrenunderage 18............... 844 448 130 53.1 9.3 832 388 63 46.6 5.6 -59 —6.4
Unrelated individuals . . .. .............. 55,400 12,707 579 22.9 09| 57,937| 13,374 372 23.1 0.6 *667 0.1
Race* and Hispanic Origin
White . . ... 243,346 31,287 1,073 12.9 0.4 | 244,253 | 31,089 640 12.7 0.3 -198 -0.1
White, not Hispanic. .. .............. 195,118 19,552 815 10.0 0.4 | 195,208 | 19,652 524 10.1 0.3 100 Zz
Black .. ... 40,498 10,186 632 25.2 16| 41,112| 10,755 363 26.2 0.9 569 1.0
Asian. ... ... ... 17,257 2,255 330 13.1 1.9 17,790 2,137 208 12.0 1.2 -119 1.1
Hispanic (anyrace) ................... 54,181 13,356 801 24.7 15| 55,5504 | 13,104 427 23.6 0.8 —252 -1.0
Sex
Male. ... ... oo 153,465 | 20,294 769 13.2 0.5| 154,639 | 20,708 443 13.4 0.3 414 0.2
Female. .. ... ... .. ... .. ... ... .. .. 159,630 | 25,975 902 16.3 0.6 161,164 | 25,949 524 16.1 0.3 —26 -0.2
Age
Underage18........................ 73,439 15,801 725 21.5 1.0| 73,556| 15,540 406 21.1 0.5 —261 -0.4
Aged 181064 .......... ... 194,694 | 25,899 877 13.3 0.5 196,254 | 26,527 533 13.5 0.3 628 0.2
Aged65andolder.................... 44,963 4,569 286 10.2 0.6 | 45,994 4,590 176 10.0 0.4 21 -0.2
Nativity
Nativeborn . ... ... ... .. ... ... ..., 272,423 38,831 1,299 14.3 0.5| 273,628 | 38,871 774 14.2 0.3 40 z
Foreignborn ........ ... ... .. ... ... 40,673 7,438 556 18.3 12| 42,175 7,786 285 18.5 0.6 348 0.2
Naturalized citizen .. ................ 19,247 2,132 249 1.1 1.3 19,731 2,347 146 11.9 0.7 215 0.8
Notacitizen............ ... ... .... 21,426 5,306 498 24.8 1.9| 22,444 5,439 241 24.2 0.9 133 -0.5
Region
Northeast. . ......... ... ... .. ... .... 55,529 7,205 700 13.0 1.3| 55,725 7,020 341 12.6 0.6 -185 -0.4
Midwest . . ... ... . 66,732 9,269 641 13.9 1.0| 67,130 8,714 358 13.0 0.5 -555 -0.9
South. ... ... 116,956 19,040 968 16.3 0.8| 118,193 | 19,531 466 16.5 0.4 491 0.2
West ..o 73,879 10,754 670 14.6 09| 74,756 | 11,391 454 15.2 0.6 638 0.7
Residence
Inside metropolitan statistical areas . .. ... 265,301 37,994 1,491 14.3 0.5| 265,788 | 38,416 895 14.5 0.3 422 0.1
Inside principal cities . . .. ............ 101,094 18,617 1,140 18.4 1.0| 99,182| 18,708 664 18.9 0.6 91 0.4
Outside principal cities. ... ........... 164,207 19,377 1,091 11.8 0.6 | 166,606 | 19,708 659 11.8 0.3 331 z
Outside metropolitan statistical areas® ....| 47,795 8,275 891 17.3 1.3 50,016 8,241 526 16.5 0.7 -34 -0.8
Work Experience
Total,aged 18t0 64. ... ........ 194,694 | 25,899 877 13.3 0.5| 196,254 | 26,527 533 135 0.3 628 0.2
Allworkers. ... 146,957 10,261 452 7.0 0.3| 147,712| 10,155 270 6.9 0.2 -106 -0.1
Worked full-time, year-round .. ........ 101,146 3,014 247 3.0 0.2 | 108,379 3,091 148 3.0 0.1 76 z
Less than full-time, year-round. . . .. .. .. 45,811 7,247 425 15.8 0.9 44,332 7,064 231 15.9 0.5 -182 0.1
Did not work at least 1 week .. .......... 47,737 15,638 684 32.8 12| 48,542| 16,372 424 33.7 0.7 734 1.0
Disability Status®
Total, aged 18t064. .. ......... 194,694 | 25,899 877 13.3 0.5| 196,254 | 26,527 533 13.5 0.3 628 0.2
With a disability . . .................... 14,461 4,013 316 27.8 1.9 15,429 4,403 195 28.5 1.1 *390 0.8
With no disability . . ................... 179,206 | 21,777 783 12.2 0.4 | 179,905 | 22,055 471 12.3 0.3 279 0.1
Educational Attainment
Total, aged 25 and older . .. ... .. 209,259 | 24,692 873 11.8 0.4] 212,132 | 25,163 485 11.9 0.2 471 0.1
No high school diploma................ 24,192 7,253 452 30.0 1.6| 24,582 7,098 218 28.9 0.8 -154 -1.1
High school, nocollege . . .............. 61,581 8,642 458 14.0 0.7| 62,575 8,898 279 14.2 0.4 256 0.2
Some college, nodegree. .............. 55,990 5,817 361 10.4 0.6| 56,031 5,719 207 10.2 0.4 -98 -0.2
Bachelor’s degree or higher. . .. ......... 67,496 2,981 291 4.4 0.4| 68,945 3,449 168 5.0 0.2 *468 *0.6

* An asterisk preceding an estimate indicates change is statistically different from zero at the “ Federal surveys now give respondents the option of reporting more than one race. Therefore,
90 percent confidence level. two basic ways of defining a race group are possible. A group such as Asian may be defined as

Z Represents or rounds to zero. those who reported Asian and no other race (the race-alone or single-race concept) or as those

"The 2014 CPS ASEC included redesigned questions for income and health insurance who reported Asian regardless of whether they also reported another race (the race-alone-or-in-
coverage. All of the approximately 98,000 addresses were eligible to receive the redesigned set of combination concept). This table shows data using the first approach (race alone). The use of the
health insurance coverage questions. The redesigned income questions were implemented to a single-race population does not imply that it is the preferred method of presenting or analyzing data.
subsample of these 98,000 addresses using a probability split panel design. Approximately 68,000 The Census Bureau uses a variety of approaches. Information on people who reported more than one
addresses were eligible to receive a set of income questions similar to those used in the 2013 CPS race, such as White and American Indian and Alaska Native or Asian and Black or African American,
ASEC and the remaining 30,000 addresses were eligible to receive the redesigned income ques- is available from Census 2010 through American FactFinder. About 2.9 percent of people reported
tions. The source of data for this table is the portion of the CPS ASEC sample which received the more than one race in Census 2010. Data for American Indians and Alaska Natives, Native Hawaiians
redesigned income questions, approximately 30,000 addresses. and Other Pacific Islanders, and those reporting two or more races are not shown separately.

2 A margin of error is a measure of an estimate’s variability. The larger the margin of error in 5 The “Outside metropolitan statistical areas” category includes both micropolitan statistical
relation to the size of the estimate, the less reliable the estimate. This number, when added to and sub- areas and territory outside of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas. For more information,
tracted from the estimate, forms the 90 percent confidence interval. Margins of error shown in this table see “About Metropolitan and Micropolitan Statistical Areas” at <www.census.gov/population/metro/>.
are based on standard errors calculated using replicate weights. For more information, see “Standard 5 The sum of those with and without a disability does not equal the total because disability
Errors and Their Use” at <ftp:/ftp2.census.gov/library/publications/2015/demo/p60-252sa.pdf>. status is not defined for individuals in the Armed Forces.

2 Details may not sum to totals because of rounding. Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 2014 and 2015 Annual Social and

Economic Supplements.

U.S. Census Bureau Income and Poverty in the United States: 2014 13



racial groups. Non-Hispanic Whites
accounted for 61.8 percent of the
total population and 42.1 percent

of the people in poverty. For non-
Hispanic Whites, neither the poverty
rate nor the number of people in
poverty experienced a statistically
significant change between 2013 and
2014.

For Blacks, the 2014 poverty rate was
26.2 percent and there were 10.8 mil-
lion people in poverty. For Asians, the
2014 poverty rate was 12.0 percent,
which represented 2.1 million people
in poverty. Among Hispanics, the
2014 poverty rate was 23.6 percent
and there were 13.1 million people in
poverty. None of these estimates were
statistically different from the 2013
estimates.

Age

In 2014, 13.5 percent of people
aged 18 to 64 (26.5 million) were in
poverty compared with 10.0 percent
of people aged 65 and older (4.6
million) and 21.1 percent of children
under age 18 (15.5 million). Children
represented 23.3 percent of the total
population and 33.3 percent of the
people in poverty. None of these age
groups experienced a statistically sig-
nificant change in the number or rate
of people in poverty between 2013
and 2014 (Table 3 and Figure 5).

Related children are people under
age 18 related to the householder
by birth, marriage, or adoption who
are not themselves householders or

spouses of householders.?' The pov-
erty rate and the number in poverty
for related children under age 18
were 20.7 percent and 15.0 million in
2014, not statistically different from
the 2013 estimates. For related chil-
dren in families with a female house-
holder, 46.5 percent were in poverty,
compared with 10.6 percent of related
children in married-couple families.??

The poverty rate and the number in
poverty for related children under age

21 Official poverty estimates for children are
compiled in two ways—estimates for all children
and estimates for related children. In 2014, esti-
mates for all children included an additional 1.2
million children. About 832,000 were members
of unrelated subfamilies.

22 |n the text of this report, families with a
female householder with no husband present will
be referred to as families with a female house-
holder. Families with a male householder with no
wife present will be referred to as families with a
male householder.

=121.1 percent

== | 13.5 percent

Figure 5.
Poverty Rates by Age: 1959 to 2014
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Note: The 2013 data reflect the implementation of the redesigned income questions. See Appendix D for more information.

The data points are placed at the midpoints of the respective years. Data for people aged 18 to 64 and 65 and older are not available
from 1960 to 1965. For information on recessions, see Appendix A. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error,
nonsampling error, and definitions, see <ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar15.pdf>.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 1960 to 2015 Annual Social and Economic Supplements.
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6 were 23.5 percent and 5.5 million
in 2014, not statistically different
from the 2013 estimates. About 1 in
5 of these children were in poverty in
2014. More than half (55.1 percent)
of related children under age 6 in
families with a female householder
were in poverty. This was more than
four times the rate of their counter-
parts in married-couple families (11.6
percent).

Sex

In 2014, 13.4 percent of males and
16.1 percent of females were in
poverty. Neither poverty rate showed
a statistically significant change from
its 2013 estimate (Table 3).

Gender differences in poverty rates
were more pronounced for those
aged 65 and older. The poverty rate
for women aged 65 and older was
12.1 percent while the poverty rate
for men aged 65 and older was 7.4
percent. The poverty rate for women
aged 18 to 64 was 15.3 percent while
the poverty rate for men aged 18 to
64 was 11.6 percent.?? For children
under age 18, the poverty rate for
girls (21.1 percent) was not statisti-
cally different from the poverty rate
for boys (21.2 percent) (Figure 6).

Nativity

Of all people, 86.6 percent were
native-born and 13.4 percent were
foreign-born. The 2014 poverty rate
and the number in poverty for the
native born and the foreign born were
not statistically different from 2013;
14.2 percent and 38.9 million for the
native born and 18.5 percent and 7.8
million for the foreign born (Table 3).

2 The poverty rate for females aged 65 and
older was not statistically different from the
poverty rate for males aged 18 to 64.

Figure 6.

(In percent)

Poverty Rates by Age and Sex: 2014

[] Female
Aged 65 12.1 [ Male
and older
7.4
18 to 64
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Note: For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error,
and definitions, see <ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmarl5.pdf>.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 2015 Annual Social and Economic Supplement.

Within the foreign-born population,
46.8 percent were naturalized U.S.
citizens, while the remaining were
not citizens of the United States. The
poverty rates in 2014 were 11.9 per-
cent for the foreign-born naturalized
citizens and 24.2 percent for those
who were not U.S. citizens, neither
statistically different from 2013.

Region

None of the four regions experienced
a significant change in the poverty
rate or the number in poverty between
2013 and 2014. In 2014, the pov-
erty rate and the number in poverty
were 12.6 percent and 7.0 million for
the Northeast, 13.0 percent and 8.7
million for the Midwest, 16.5 percent
and 19.5 million for the South, and
15.2 percent and 11.4 million for the
West (Table 3). The South continued
to have a higher poverty rate than the
other three regions.?

24 The difference in the poverty rates for the
Northeast and the Midwest was not statistically
significant.

Residence

Inside metropolitan statistical areas,
the poverty rate and the number of
people in poverty were 14.5 percent
and 38.4 million in 2014. Among
those living outside metropolitan
statistical areas, the poverty rate and
the number in poverty were 16.5 per-
cent and 8.2 million in 2014. Neither
group experienced a statistically sig-
nificant change in the poverty rates or
the number in poverty between 2013
and 2014.

The 2014 poverty rate and the num-
ber of people in poverty for those liv-
ing inside metropolitan areas, but not
in principal cities, were 11.8 percent
and 19.7 million. Among those who
lived in principal cities, the 2014 pov-
erty rate and the number in poverty
were 18.9 percent and 18.7 million.
Neither group experienced a statisti-
cally significant change in the pov-
erty rates or the number in poverty
between 2013 and 2014.

U.S. Census Bureau
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Within metropolitan areas, people

in poverty were more likely to live in
principal cities in 2014. While 37.3
percent of all people living in metro-
politan areas lived in principal cities,
48.7 percent of poor people in met-
ropolitan areas lived in principal cities
(Table 3).

Work Experience

In 2014, 6.9 percent of workers aged
18 to 64 were in poverty. The poverty
rate for those who worked full time,
year round was 3.0 percent, while the
poverty rate for those working less
than full time, year round was 15.9
percent. None of these rates were
statistically different from the 2013
poverty rates (Table 3).

Among those who did not work at
least 1 week in 2014, the poverty rate
and the number in poverty were 33.7
percent and 16.4 million in 2014, not
statistically different from the 2013
estimates (Table 3). Those who did
not work in 2014 represented 24.7
percent of all people aged 18 to 64,
compared with 61.7 percent of people
aged 18 to 64 in poverty.

Table 4.

Disability Status

In 2014, for people aged 18 to 64
with a disability, the poverty rate was
28.5 percent, not statistically different
from 2013, whereas the number of
people aged 18 to 64 with a disability
increased from 4.0 million in 2013 to
4.4 million 2014. For people aged 18
to 64 without a disability, the poverty
rate and number in poverty were 12.3
percent and 22.1 million, neither sta-
tistically different from the previous
year estimates.

Among people aged 18 to 64, those
with a disability represented 7.9
percent of all people compared with
16.6 percent of people aged 18 to 64
in poverty.

Educational Attainment

In 2014, 28.9 percent of people aged
25 and older without a high school
diploma were in poverty. The pov-
erty rate for those with a high school
diploma but with no college was
14.2 percent, while the poverty rate
for those with some college but no
degree was 10.2 percent. None of

Families in Poverty by Type of Family: 2013 and 2014

(Numbers in thousands, margin of error in thousands or percentage points as appropriate. Families as of March of the following year. For information on
confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar15.pdf)

these rates were statistically different
from the 2013 poverty rates (Table 3).

Among people with at least a bach-
elor’s degree, the poverty rate and the
number in poverty were 5.0 percent
and 3.4 million in 2014, up from

4.4 percent and 3.0 million in 2013
(Table 3). People with at least a bache-
lor’s degree in 2014 represented 32.5
percent of all people aged 25 and
older, compared with 13.7 percent of
people aged 25 and older in poverty.

Families

In 2014, the family poverty rate and
the number of families in poverty
were 11.6 percent and 9.5 million,
neither statistically different from the
2013 estimates (Table 4).

For married-couple families, both the
poverty rate and the number in pov-
erty increased to 6.2 percent and 3.7
million in 2014, up from 5.7 percent
and 3.4 million in 2013. The poverty
rate for families with a female house-
holder was 30.6 percent in 2014, not
statistically different from 2013, while
the number in poverty decreased

to 4.8 million in 2014 down from

2013 2014 Change in poverty
2014 less 2013)"
Characteristic Below poverty Below poverty ( )
Margin of Margin of Margin of Margin of
Total [Number | error? (+) |Percent | error? (+) Total | Number | error? (+) | Percent | error? (+) | Number | Percent
FAMILIES
Total ................ 82,316 | 9,645 421 11.7 0.5|81,730| 9,467 228 11.6 0.3 -178 -0.1
Type of Family
Married-couple. . .. ......... 59,643 | 3,394 249 5.7 0.4]60,015| 3,735 141 6.2 0.2 *341 *0.5
Female householder,
no husband present. . ... ... 16,176 | 5,203 324 32.2 1.6|15,553| 4,764 171 30.6 09| *-439 -1.5
Male householder,
no wife present ........... 6,497 | 1,048 170 16.1 24| 6,162 969 69 15.7 1.0 -80 -0.4

* An asterisk preceding an estimate indicates change is statistically different from zero at the 90 percent confidence level.

"The 2014 CPS ASEC included redesigned questions for income and health insurance coverage. All of the approximately 98,000 addresses were eligible to receive the
redesigned set of health insurance coverage questions. The redesigned income questions were implemented to a subsample of these 98,000 addresses using a probability
split panel design. Approximately 68,000 addresses were eligible to receive a set of income questions similar to those used in the 2013 CPS ASEC and the remaining 30,000
addresses were eligible to receive the redesigned income questions. The source of data for this table is the portion of the CPS ASEC sample which received the redesigned
income questions, approximately 30,000 addresses.

2 A margin of error is a measure of an estimate’s variability. The larger the margin of error in relation to the size of the estimate, the less reliable the estimate. This number, when
added to and subtracted from the estimate, forms the 90 percent confidence interval. Margin of errors shown in this table are based on standard errors calculated using replicate
weights. For more information, see “Standard Errors and Their Use” at <ftp:/ftp2.census.gov/library/publications/2015/demo/p60-252sa.pdf>.

3 Details may not sum to totals because of rounding.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 2014 and 2015 Annual Social and Economic Supplements.
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5.2 million in 2013. For families

with a male householder, neither

the poverty rate nor the number in
poverty showed any statistical change
between 2013 and 2014. For families
with a male householder, 15.7 percent
were in poverty in 2014. This repre-
sented 1.0 million families in 2014.

Depth of Poverty

Categorizing a person as “in poverty”
or “not in poverty” is one way to
describe his or her economic situa-
tion. The income-to-poverty ratio and
the income deficit or surplus describe
additional aspects of economic well-
being. While the poverty rate shows
the proportion of people with income
below the relevant poverty threshold,

Table 5.

the income-to-poverty ratio gauges
the depth of poverty and shows how
close a family’s income is to its pov-
erty threshold. The income-to-poverty
ratio is reported as a percentage that
compares a family’s or an unrelated
person’s income with the applicable
threshold. For example, a family with
an income-to-poverty ratio of 125
percent has income that is 25 percent
above its poverty threshold.

The income deficit or surplus shows
how many dollars a family’s or an indi-
vidual’s income is below (or above)
their poverty threshold. For those
with an income deficit, the measure is
an estimate of the dollar amount nec-
essary to raise a family’s or a person’s
income to their poverty threshold.

Ratio of Income to Poverty

Table 5 presents the number and

the percentage of people with speci-
fied income-to-poverty ratios—those
below 50 percent of poverty (“Under
0.50”), those below 125 percent of
poverty (“Under 1.25”), those below
150 percent of poverty (“Under 1.50”),
and those below 200 percent of pov-
erty (“Under 2.00").

In 2014, 20.8 million people reported
family income below one-half of their
poverty threshold. They represented
6.6 percent of all people and 44.6 per-
cent of those in poverty. About 1 in

5 people (19.4 percent) had family
income below 125 percent of their
threshold, about 1 in 4 people (24.1

People With Income Below Specified Ratios of Their Poverty Thresholds by Selected

Characteristics: 2014

(Numbers in thousands, margin of error in thousands or percentage points as appropriate. People as of March of the following year. For information on
confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp.//ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar15.pdf)

Income-to-poverty ratio’
Under 0.50 Under 1.25 Under 1.50 Under 2.00
Characteristic Mar- Mar- Mar- Mar- Mar- Mar- Mar- Mar-
gin of gin of gin of gin of gin of gin of gin of gin of
error? | Per- |error? error? | Per- | error? error? | Per- |error? error? | Per- |error?
Total | Number () | cent (%) [Number (2) | cent (2) | Number ()| cent| ()| Number (x) | cent (2)
Allpeople.............. 315,804 | 20,803| 571| 6.6 0.2 61,339| 905|19.4 0.3| 76,135| 975 24.1| 0.3| 105,343 | 1,100 | 33.4| 0.3
Age
Underage 18................... 73,556 6,813| 301| 9.3| 04| 19,895| 405|27.0 0.5| 23,940 432| 325| 06| 31,533 458 | 429 | 0.6
Aged 18t064 .. ................ 196,254 | 12,515| 362 | 6.4| 0.2| 34,439| 580|175 0.3| 42,513| 621| 21.7| 0.3| 58,879 715| 30.0| 0.4
Aged65andolder............... 45,994 1,475| 109| 32| 0.2| 7,005| 220|15.2 0.5 9,683 | 259| 21.1| 0.6 14,931 295| 325| 0.6
Sex
Male........ ... i, 154,639 9,245| 299 | 6.0| 0.2 27,441 465 | 17.7 0.3| 34,188 | 495| 22.1| 0.3| 48,157 597 | 31.1 0.4
Female........................ 161,164 | 11,558 | 365| 7.2| 0.2 33,898 | 556|21.0 0.3| 41,948 | 588| 26.0| 0.4| 57,186 611 35,5 0.4
Race® and Hispanic Origin
White . ... 244253 | 13,609| 412| 56| 02| 41,829| 766|17.1 0.3| 52,647 | 826| 21.6| 0.3| 74,468 936 | 30.5| 0.4
White, not Hispanic............ 195,208 9,076 | 326| 46| 0.2| 26,487 | 633|13.6 0.3| 33,937 | 691 17.4| 0.4| 49,222 824 | 25.2| 04
Black ........ ... . 41,112 4,925 300 | 12.0 0.7 | 13,344 421|325 1.0| 15,700 | 420| 38.2| 1.0| 20,276 406 | 49.3 1.0
Asian . ...... .. 17,790 1,003| 118| 56| 0.6| 2,774 229|15.6 1.3 3,634 | 261| 204 | 1.4 4,951 293 | 27.8| 1.6
Hispanic (anyrace) .............. 55,504 5316| 280| 96| 05| 17,496| 474|315 0.9| 21,303 | 499 384 | 09| 28,668 492 | 516 0.9
Family Status
Infamilies ..................... 256,308 | 13,506 | 498 | 53| 0.2 43517 809|17.0 0.3| 54,713 | 887 | 21.3| 03| 77,442| 1,015| 30.2| 0.4
Householder. . ................ 81,730 4,062 151 5.0 0.2 ] 12,635 263 | 15.5 0.3| 16,004 | 282 | 19.6| 0.3| 22,911 324 | 28.0 0.4
Related children under age 18. ... 72,383 6,474 | 301| 89| 04| 19,237 | 408|26.6 0.6| 23,213| 439| 32.1| 0.6| 30,684 464 | 424 | 0.6
Related children under age 6. . .| 23,470 2,554 | 158|109 0.7| 7,037| 202|30.0 0.8 8,409 | 217| 35.8| 0.9 10,792 217 46.0| 0.9
In unrelated subfamilies. .......... 1,558 373 72| 23.9 4.0 834 116 | 53.5 5.0 124 | 60.4| 4.9 1,149 139 | 73.7 4.1
Unrelated individuals. . ........... 57,937 6,925 268 | 12.0( 0.4 16,988 | 425|29.3 0.6| 20,482 | 454 | 354| 0.6| 26,753 540 | 46.2| 0.7

' The estimates for people with income below 100 percent of their poverty thresholds (under 1.00) can be found in Table 3.

2 A margin of error is a measure of an estimate’s variability. The larger the margin of error in relation to the size of the estimate, the less reliable the estimate. This number, when added to and subtracted from
the estimate, forms the 90 percent confidence interval. Margin of errors shown in this table are based on standard errors calculated using replicate weights. For more information, see “Standard Errors and Their
Use” at <ftp:/ftp2.census.gov/library/publications/2015/demo/p60-252sa.pdf>.

3 Federal surveys now give respondents the option of reporting more than one race. Therefore, two basic ways of defining a race group are possible. A group such as Asian may be defined as those
who reported Asian and no other race (the race-alone or single-race concept) or as those who reported Asian regardless of whether they also reported another race (the race-alone-or-in-combination
concept). This table shows data using the first approach (race alone). The use of the single-race population does not imply that it is the preferred method of presenting or analyzing data. The Census
Bureau uses a variety of approaches. Information on people who reported more than one race, such as White and American Indian and Alaska Native or Asian and Black or African American, is available
from Census 2010 through American FactFinder. About 2.9 percent of people reported more than one race in Census 2010. Data for American Indians and Alaska Natives, Native Hawaiian and Other
Pacific Islanders, and those reporting two or more races are not shown separately.

Note: Details may not sum to totals because of rounding.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 2015

Annual Social and Economic Supplement.
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Figure 7.

of Poverty: 2014

(In percent)

Total 233

Population with
income-to-poverty ratios

200% and above 20.0
Between 100% and 199% 27.3
Between 50% and 99% 33.8
Below 50% 32.8

Children under
age 18

Demographic Makeup of the Population at Varying Degrees

IE
:| 14.8

17.6
g -
T

People aged
65 and older

People aged
18 to 64

Note: For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions,
see <ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar15.pdf>.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 2015 Annual Social and Economic Supplement.

percent) had family income below

150 percent of their poverty thresh-
old, while approximately 1 in 3 (33.4
percent) had family income below 200
percent of their threshold (Table 5).

Of the 20.8 million people with fam-
ily income below one-half of their
poverty threshold, 6.8 million were
children under age 18, 12.5 million
were aged 18 to 64, and 1.5 million
were aged 65 and older. The percent-
age of people aged 65 and older with
income below 50 percent of their
poverty threshold was 3.2 percent,
less than one-half the percentage

of the total population at this pov-
erty level (6.6 percent) (Table 5).

The demographic makeup of the
population differs at varying degrees
of poverty (Figure 7). In 2014 children
represented:

= 23.3 percent of the overall
population.

= 20.0 percent of the people with
income above 200 percent of
their poverty threshold.

27.3 percent of people with
income between 100 percent
and 200 percent of their poverty
threshold.

32.8 percent of the population
below 50 percent of their poverty
threshold.

By comparison, people aged 65 and
older represented:

14.6 percent of the overall
population.

14.8 percent of the people with
income above 200 percent of
their poverty threshold.

17.6 percent of the people
between 100 percent and 200

percent of their poverty threshold.

7.1 percent of people below 50

percent of their poverty threshold.

Income Deficit

The income deficit for families in
poverty (the difference in dollars
between a family’s income and its

poverty threshold) averaged $10,137
in 2014, which was not statistically
different from the inflation-adjusted
2013 estimate. The average income
deficit was larger for families with a
female householder ($10,662) than
for married-couple families ($9,474)
(Table 6).

For families in poverty, the average
income deficit per capita for families
with a female householder ($3,194)
was higher than for married-couple
families ($2,565).2° For unrelated indi-
viduals, the average income deficit for
those in poverty was $6,826 in 2014.
The $6,552 deficit for women was
lower than the $7,183 deficit for men.

Shared Households

Shared households are defined as
households that include at least one
“additional” adult, a person aged 18
or older, who is not the householder,
spouse or cohabiting partner of the
householder. Adults aged 18 to 24
who are enrolled in school are not
counted as additional adults.

In 2015, the number and percentage
of shared households remained higher
than in 2007, prior to the recession.?¢
In 2007, there were 19.7 million
shared households, representing 17.0
percent of all households; by 2015,
there were 23.9 million shared house-
holds, representing 19.2 percent of all
households.

Between 2014 and 2015, however, the
changes in the number and percent-
age of shared households were not

25 The income deficit per capita is computed
by dividing the average deficit by the average
number of people in that type of family. Since
families with a female householder were smaller
on average than married-couple families, the
larger per capita deficit for female householder
families reflects their smaller average family size
as well as their lower average family income.

26 While poverty estimates are based on
income in the previous calendar year, estimates
of living arrangements, including shared house-
holds, reflect household composition at the time
of the survey. The CPS ASEC is collected during
the months of February, March, and April of each
year.
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Table 6.

Income Deficit or Surplus of Families and Unrelated Individuals by Poverty Status: 2014

(Numbers of families and unrelated individuals in thousands, deficits and surpluses and their margin of error in dollars. For information on
confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar15.pdf)

Size of deficit or surplus Average deficit Deficit or
or surplus surplus per
(dollars) capita (dollars)
Characteristic Mar- Mar-
$1,000 | $2,500 | $5,000 | $7,500 | $10,000 | $12,500 |$15,000 gin of gin of
Under to to to to to to or Esti- | error’ Esti- | error!
Total | $1,000 | $2,499 | $4,999 | $7,499 | $9,999 | $12,499 | $14,999 more | mate ()| mate (%)
Below Poverty Threshold, Deficit
All families . . ................... 9,467 593 907 | 1,382| 1,333 957 902 855| 2,537|10,137| 161| 2,943 51
Married-couple families . ........ 3,735 270 383 618 541 377 300 393 853 | 9,474| 271| 2,565 74
Families with a female householder,
no husband present........... 4,764 264 443 614 652 487 509 390| 1,405|10,662| 231| 3,194 74
Families with a male householder,
no wife present .............. 969 59 81 151 140 94 93 72 280(10,113| 524 | 3,358| 188
Unrelated individuals. ... ......... 13,374 | 1,429 | 2,041 | 2,454| 1,310| 1,125 5,014 Zz Z| 6,826 117| 6,826| 117
Above Poverty Threshold, Surplus
All families ... .................. 72,263 692 935| 1,626| 1,846 | 1,792 1,876 1,869 | 61,626 |79,210| 996|25,588| 344
Married-couple families . ........ 56,280 345 475 814 1,043| 1,011 1,178 1,149 | 50,266 | 89,349 | 1,191 |28,400| 388
Families with a female householder,
no husband present. .......... 10,789 265 367 617 583 599 540 537 | 7,280|38,647|1,147|12,984| 398
Families with a male householder,
no wife present . ............. 5,193 82 93 194 220 183 157 184| 4,081(53,5982,559(19,173| 955
Unrelated individuals. .. .......... 44563 | 1,166| 1,545| 3,101| 2,678| 3,136 2,098 2,694 | 28,147 35,459 | 712(35,459| 712

Z Represents or rounds to zero.

' A margin of error is a measure of an estimate’s variability. The larger the margin of error in relation to the size of the estimate, the less reliable the estimate. This number, when
added to and subtracted from the estimate, forms the 90 percent confidence interval. Margin of errors shown in this table are based on standard errors calculated using replicate
weights. For more information, see “Standard Errors and Their Use” at <ftp:/ftp2.census.gov/library/publications/2015/demo/p60-252sa.pdf>.

Note: Details may not sum to totals because of rounding.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 2015 Annual Social and Economic Supplement.

statistically significant. The changes
in the number and percentage of

adults residing in shared households
were also not statistically significant.

In 2015, an estimated 11.1 million
adults aged 25 to 34 were additional
adults in someone else’s household.
Of these young adults, 6.5 million
lived with their parents. The changes
in the number and percentage of
young adults living in their parent’s
household between 2014 and 2015
were not statistically significant.

It is difficult to assess the precise
impact of household sharing on over-
all poverty rates. In 2014, adults aged
25 to 34 living with their parents had
an official poverty rate of 7.2 percent
(when the entire family’s income is
compared with the threshold that
includes the young adult as a member

of the family). However, if poverty
status was determined using only

the young adult’s own income, 39.4
percent of those aged 25 to 34 would
have been below the poverty thresh-
old for a single person under age 65.
Moreover, although 7.3 percent of
families including at least one adult
child of the householder aged 25 to
34 were poor, 13.1 percent of those
families would have had incomes
below poverty if the young adult were
not living in the household.

Alternative/Experimental
Poverty Measures

The poverty estimates in this report
compare the official poverty thresh-
olds to money income before taxes,
not including the value of noncash
benefits. The money income mea-
sure does not completely capture

the economic well-being of individu-
als and families, and there are many
questions about the adequacy of the
official poverty thresholds. Families
and individuals also derive economic
well-being from noncash benefits,
such as food and housing subsidies,
and their disposable income is deter-
mined by both taxes paid and tax
credits received. The official poverty
thresholds developed more than 50
years ago do not take into account
rising standards of living or such
things as childcare expenses, other
work-related expenses, variations

in medical costs across population
groups, or geographic differences in
the cost of living. For more details,
see the text box “Supplemental
Poverty Measure” on page 2. Poverty
estimates using the Supplemental
Poverty Measure (SPM) address many

U.S. Census Bureau
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of these concerns. For more informa-
tion on SPM estimates for 2014 see
<ftp://ftp2.census.gov/library
/publications/2015/demo/p60-254
.pdf>.

National Academy of Sciences (NAS)-
Based Measures

The Census Bureau also computes
alternative poverty measures based
on the 1995 recommendations of the
National Academy of Sciences Panel
on Poverty and Family Assistance. The
NAS-based measures, which use both
alternative poverty thresholds and an
expanded income definition, provide
a consistent time series available from
1999 to the present (www.census
.gov/prod/2001pubs/p60-216.pdf).?"
The estimates for 2013 for the NAS-
based measures can be found at
<www.census.gov/hhes/povmeas
/data/nas/tables/2013/index.html>.

Research Files

The Census Bureau makes available
microdata research files that provide
the variables used to construct SPM
estimates and NAS-based alternative
measures at <www.census.gov/hhes
/povmeas/data/public-use.html>. An
expanded version of the CPS ASEC
public use file includes estimates

2”However, many of the elements of these
measures are no longer being updated.

of the value of taxes and noncash
benefits at <http://thedataweb.rm
.census.gov/ftp/cps_ftp.html>.

CPS Table Creator

CPS Table Creator is a Web-based tool
designed to help researchers explore
alternative income and poverty mea-
sures. The tool is available from a link
on the Census Bureau’s poverty Web
site at <www.census.gov/cps/data
/cpstablecreator.html>. Table Creator
allows researchers to produce pov-
erty and income estimates using their
own combinations of threshold and
resource definitions and to see the
incremental impact of the addition

or subtraction of a single resource
element.

Researchers can also estimate pov-
erty rates using alternative poverty
thresholds. Many other countries use
relative poverty measures with thresh-
olds that are based on a percentage of
median or mean income.?® The Table
Creator allows researchers to estimate
poverty rates using a relative poverty
threshold calculated as any percent-
age of mean or median equivalence-

28 For example, the Organization for Economic
Cooperation and Development (OECD) uses
a poverty threshold of 50 percent of median
income. The European Union defines poverty
as an income below 60 percent of the national
median equalized disposable income after social
transfers.

adjusted income. For example, using
poverty thresholds based on 50
percent of median income rather than
the official poverty thresholds would
increase the overall poverty rate from
14.8 percent to 22.6 percent in 201 3.

COMMENTS

The Census Bureau welcomes the
comments and advice of data and
report users. If you have suggestions
or comments on the income data,
please write to:

Edward J. Welniak, Jr.

Chief, Income Statistics Branch

Social, Economic, and Housing
Statistics Division

U.S. Census Bureau

Washington, D.C. 20233-8500

Or send e-mail to:
edward.j.welniak.jr@census.gov

If you have suggestions or comments
on the poverty data, please write to:

Trudi J. Renwick

Chief, Poverty Statistics Branch

Social, Economic, and Housing
Statistics Division

U.S. Census Bureau

Washington, D.C. 20233-8500

Or send e-mail to:
trudi.j.renwick@census.gov
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APPENDIX A. ESTIMATES OF INCOME

How Income Is Measured

For each person 15 years and older
in the sample, the Annual Social and
Economic Supplement (ASEC) asks
guestions on the amount of money
income received in the preceding cal-
endar year from each of the following
sources:

p—

Earnings

Unemployment compensation
Workers’ compensation

Social security

Supplemental security income
Public assistance

Veterans’ payments

Survivor benefits

Disability benefits

© ® N O U AW

o

. Pension or retirement income

—_—
—_

. Interest
. Dividends

. Rents, royalties, and estates and
trusts

w N

14. Educational assistance
15. Alimony
16. Child support

17. Financial assistance from outside
of the household

18. Other income

It should be noted that although the
income statistics refer to receipts dur-
ing the preceding calendar year, the
demographic characteristics, such as
age, labor force status, and household
composition, are as of the survey date.
The income of the household does not
include amounts received by people
who were members during all or part
of the previous year if these people

no longer resided in the household at
the time of the interview. The ASEC
collects income data for people who
are current residents but did not reside

Recessions
Peak month Year Trough month Year
November 1948 October 1949
July 1953 May 1954
August 1957 April 1958
April 1960 February 1961
December 1969 November 1970
November 1973 March 1975
January 1980 July 1980
July 1981 November 1982
July 1990 March 1991
March 2001 November 2001
December 2007 June 2009
Source: National Bureau of Economic Research
Cambridge, MA 02138
<www.nber.org>

in the household during the previous
year.

Data on income collected in the ASEC
by the Census Bureau cover money
income received (exclusive of certain
money receipts such as capital gains)
before payments for personal income
taxes, social security, union dues,
Medicare deductions, etc. Therefore,
money income does not reflect the
fact that some families receive non-
cash benefits, such as Supplemental
Nutrition Assistance/food stamps,
health benefits, subsidized housing,
and goods produced and consumed
on the farm. In addition, money
income does not reflect the fact that
noncash benefits are also received by
some nonfarm residents, which often
take the form of the use of business
transportation and facilities, full or
partial payments by business for
retirement programs, medical and
educational expenses, etc. Data users
should consider these elements when

comparing income levels. Moreover,
readers should be aware that for many
different reasons there is a tendency
in household surveys for respondents
to underreport their income. Based on
an analysis of independently derived
income estimates, the Census Bureau
determined that respondents report
income earned from wages or salaries
more accurately than other sources of
income, and that the reported wage
and salary income is nearly equal to
independent estimates of aggregate
income.

Recessions

Business cycle peaks and troughs used
to delineate the beginning and end of
recessions, as shown in the text box
above, are determined by the National
Bureau of Economic Research, a private
research organization. The data points
in the time series charts in this report
use July as a reference.

U.S. Census Bureau
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Annual Average Consumer Price Index Research Series (CPI-U-RS)
Using Current Methods All Items: 1947 to 2014

Year

CPI-U-RS' index

(December 1977 = 100)

Year

CPI-U-RS' index

(December 1977 = 100)

37.5
40.5
40.0
40.5
43.7
44.5
44.8
45.2
45.0
45.7
47.2
48.5
48.9
49.7
50.2
50.7
51.4
52.1
5285
54.4
56.1
58.3
60.9
63.9
66.7
68.7
73.0
80.3
86.9
©il.g
97.7
104.4
114.3
127.1

139.2
147.6
153.8
160.2
165.7
168.7
174.4
180.8
188.6
197.9
205.1
210.3
215.5
220.0
225.3
231.4
236.4
239.6
244.7
253.0
260.1
264.3
270.2
277.5
286.9
296.2
304.6
316.3
315.2
320.3
330.4
337.3
342.2
347.8

"The Census Bureau uses the Bureau of Labor Statistics’ Consumer Price Index Research Series
(CPI-U-RS) for 1977 through 2014. The Census Bureau derived the CPI-U-RS for years before 1977 by
applying the 1977 CPI-U-RS-to-CPI-U ratio to the 1947-to-1976 CPI-U.

Note: Data users can compute the percentage changes in prices between earlier years’ data and
2014 data by dividing the annual average CPI-U-RS for 2014 by the annual average for the earlier

year(s).

For more information on the CPI-U-RS, see <www.bls.gov/cpi/cpiurs.htm>.

Cost-of-Living Adjustment

In order to accurately assess changes
in income and earnings over time,

an adjustment for changes in the

cost of living is required. The Census
Bureau uses the research series of
the Consumer Price Index (CPI-U-RS),
provided by the U.S. Bureau of Labor
Statistics for 1977 through 2014,

to adjust for changes in the cost of
living. The indexes used to make the
constant dollar conversions are shown
in the text box “Annual Average
Consumer Price Index Research Series
(CPI-U-RS) Using Current Methods All
Iltems: 1947 to 2014.

Poverty Threshold Adjustment

The Office of Management and
Budget’s (OMB) Statistical Policy
Directive 14 directed the Census
Bureau to use the CPI-U to update
the poverty thresholds each year for
changes in the cost of living. These
thresholds are compared to current
year (unadjusted for inflation) money
income. If, alternatively, the CPI-U-RS
index had been used to inflation-
adjust poverty thresholds from
previous years, current poverty rates
would be lower. This is because the
CPI-U-RS results in a smaller cost of
living adjustment over time than the
CPI-U.

22 Income and Poverty in the United States: 2014

U.S. Census Bureau


http://www.bls.gov/cpi/cpirsdc.htm

'9|ge} JO pud e S8J0Uj00} 89S

191 62567 191 ¥82 vy ot ! 'S S0l zee 56} an el 09k 0004 €18'09 T 20961k
91 65225 91 2619y 60 el g9 a e L8l 0Ll 601 Lyl 0°00} v12e9
L 905vS LLL 016'L [ 91 9L vel Sve zLL L0l g0l vyl 0°00} LOv'e9
YLl YEP VS vLL 8€5°L1 bl L't 8L gzl L€ FLL 601 901 gyl 0°00} 8L.%9
2L LrLYS €8l 9,02y Ll 9l 8/ gzh 9€e L9k Ll 0Lk g 0004 91999
LI} AV 81 2606 vl e L6 vel 0'€2 6'Gl g0l [ oel 0°00} 162'89
9/l 126°LS 16+ £80°0S gl ze L'6 LEL 122 g6l 00l Gl zel 0°00} 65869
8/l €12°9G 98l L6V'8h zL e 0'6 zel 522 €9l 0Ll VLl zel 0°00} €9L°LL
2Ll 8Y1'GS 261 122 Ly Ll 61 L8 92k v'ze Lol FLL X g€l 0004 198°2L
vLL €195 8.1 110'8Y zh 02 0'6 vel 122 LGl [ b2k eel 0°00} v
vLL v1ELS 28l gle'sy vl [ v'6 gel g1z GGl 80l L2k eel 0°00} 0£0°9/
122 990°65 €02 ¥81°0S gl g2 €0l LEL g1z 8yl 601 gL o€l 0°00} 0€€‘LL
g2 00565 L€2 680°0S ol i Z0k 0k elLe 67l 0Lk Lk LEL 0004 91708
e 1€9°/S 672 29v'sy el g2 6'6 Fek gz €6l ' gLl oel 0°00} 89¢'28
102 G€6°95 052 859‘/1 vl €2 6'6 o€l 602 LGl 9Ll 611 6€l 0°00} 125'€8
zie 182°LS vig 0€S‘LYy ol g2 8'6 vl 902 6l FLL L1l eyl 0°00} 816°c8
siz L'LS gle 622y 'l i 66 92k 202 9°GL €Lt 6Lk 0k 0004 L0¥'S8
612 G29'65 1z ¥99'8Y 6t o€ L0} 62l 202 0'Gl ' i vel 0°00} 68.'98
e 600°19 692 v.G'6 I e gLl 62l 02 8yl 601 oLl o€l 0°00} 85p'88
852 PIp€9 992 62€°1S v'e 9€ gLl zel 661 vl €0l 80l vel 0°00} 6.7°68
592 PE9'Y9 ave €L6°LS 92 9€ X ek L6l gyl €0k L0k LEL 0004 v2116
262 8e°59 952 2.€'2s 82 8'€ ezl gel 861 6€l 901 g0l L2l 0°00} 0£8'26
€62 LYEL9 €62 90€‘es o€ ov 92l gel 961 9yl 6'6 L0l [ 0°00} LYE'E6
8.2 ¥€2°59 692 £29°2S 6 8'€ zzel zel 002 67l 6'6 80l vl 0°00} ZIEY6
592 LOE'V9 ove 980°}S 92 8'€ Lzl 82k g6l vk 90k FLL 82k 0004 699'G6
02 Ge2v9 ore 199'0S 12 8'€ ! oEl 68l Syl g0l ya zel 0°00} 92'96
29¢ 29899 92 12r'0s e ov 611 9zl o8l 9yl 901 S zel 0°00} L0126
19 68189 zee 900°LS v'e IR Lk 92l 98l R 901 an L2l 0°00} 06686
08e 2L£69 Y0 $09°2S ge r 92k 82k 68l eyl €0k 9Lk 8Lt 0004 12966
16€ 12801 692 Gre'es o€ L'y gzl o€l 08l eyl zok el i 0°00} 810° L0}
607 601°€L 252 ePYrs IR 8y gel o€l L8l L€l Lok L0l oLl 0°00} 825201
90¥ 2L2'sL vee ShY'og Sy 0'G R o€l g8l L€l L'6 0l Ll 0°00} p.8°€01
YOp 66L°LL 02 ev8°LS 1'g 'S ek LeL 08l L€k 86 €0k €0k 0004 YEV'90L
60€ PrG8L 18t vel'lS 0'G L'G eyl Fek 08l gel 8'6 Lok 0l 0°00} 60280+
oLe ve8°LL 2Ll 99%'95 LG Z's vyl L2l g/L o€l Lok €0l L0L 0°00} 162601
982 6219, €8l £08°SS 8y €6 vl 62l 8LL eel €0l oL Ll 0°00} 8LZ°LLL
8.2 1E0'9L e 65.°SS 67 'S Lyl 92k LLL Zel 00k G0k an 0004 0002}t
982 ¥8°S/L ore G9G'GS gy GG L€l 82l 9/L eel g0l 0l el 0°00} erecll
062 062°9L 88l 09195 IRe 'S o€l 92l g/L g€l 9'6 L0l ! 0°00} ¥8EL I
Z0€ 191°8L eve 86595 €6 L'S 6€l gzl 9/L epl 9'6 €0l 601 0°00} LLO'OLL
692 861°LL 091 1SELS 2z 'S g o 6LL 62l Z0L €0k At 0004 €82°9L1
992 862'S/ ISH €1e'ss gy GG o€l gzl zLL g€l €0l L0l oLl 0°00} 8L LLL
892 £00°S/ gez §26'7S 67 'S gel vel eLL g€l g0l 80l oLl 0°00} 885/ L1
16€ 8LLEL ege L0G°€S 8y €6 o€l zzel FLL g€l ol gLl vl 0°00} 126611
/8¢ ove'eL 92 069°2S 8p 'S L2k an G/L o€l 60k 0Lk L2k 0004 80121
ey €6v'eL 9tz 509'2S gy zs 82l gLl vl gel 70l an L2l 0°00} 65v°2el
£0S 0€8°€L 18z 68.°2S 0g ¥'G 92l Lk vLL gel €0l At gzl 0°00} 2s6°cel
/9 92v'9L G99 29v'vS 9G 6'G 62l 611 VL R 8'6 ZLL gzl 0°00} LE6°€el
oy 8€/'GL 26¢ 1S9'ES 9'G 'S vEL gLk 0Ll LEL 0L 0Lk 92k 0004 1852}
s30VH 11V
10119 anfep ) anfep 1ONODUB | 6B6'66LS | 666'6YLS | 666°66% O} | 6667L$ OF | 666°67S OF | 666°VES OF | 666'72$ 01 | 000'GHS | IeI0L (spuesnouy) <
piepuElS piepuels 000°002$ | 0} 000°0SL$| 01 000°00L$| 000'S.$ | 000°0S$ | 000°GE$ [ 000°Ge$ | 000°'GLS  |J9pun JequinN 1eaA pue 5
) reion) lepjoyasnoy Jo uiblio

Bawooul UBs

awooul UBIpa

uonngusip ebejusiad

ojuedsiH pue aoey

(pd*G | Apuisda/so0py2a1/sdd/SAarins-suipiboad/Nob snsuad zdy)//:di) 99s ‘suoniuyap pue 4013 buldwesuou 4043 Buldwes ‘uoiidsioad Aljernuapyuod uo UOIIeW.IoUl JO4 "UOIdUNY ddUBLIBA paziesauab 3y buisn
P31B[ND[BD 2J9M SI0ID pJepuels ‘0|0z 240429 "s1yblom a1edijdas Buisn palendjed aIaMm SI0LIS pJepuels ‘0 [0z Yum Buluuibag uesA Buimol|os 3yl JO YdJey JO Se Spjoyasnoy “siejjop paisnipe Sy-N-1dD #7102 ul awoduj)

P10Z 03 Z961 :13PIOY3SNOH Jo uIiSLIQ diuedsIH pue ‘3dey ‘duiodu] A3UO [e10L A( SPI[OY3SNOH

“L-V ?lqeL

Income and Poverty in the United States: 2014 23

U.S. Census Bureau



*9|ge} JO PU Je SOJ0UJ00} 89S

vLL BEE° LS 91 1819p ot ! 1’9 FhL eve 861 0Lk G0k Lvh 0004 881 %S
6.1 BELYS 6.1 G608y ot a 69 vek v'Ge 68l S0k 1oL gel 0004 ¥6E°SS
88l 12695 €8l 000°0S zh L't '8 zEk ¥'Ge zLl zol 8'6 LEL 000+ 8295
g8l 6€€°9G 161 Y156y z gl €8 zEl 9ve 2zl o 00k zEl 000} GGG
€8l 20195 88l ove'6y zh Ll €8 zEk vve 89k 80k v 0k LEL 0004 €965
261 6GE°6S 61 205°+S gl €e L6 0k 8'€g 8'GL L0l v0k x4 0004 81909
161 09109 002 68125 L'l v'e 70k e e'ee 7Sk L6 80k 6Lk 000+ G969
161 71885 161 64205 el ze 96 6€k £'ee 7oL 904 L0k 8Lt 000} ¥86°29
88l a81/g 08l 88€°6Y el 0e 26 el 1'ee Lol 60k LLb ek 0004 26€%9
68l Sv9'8g 802 €62°05 el ze 96 Lyl 8'2e LSk 60k gLk 6Lk 0004 £5€°59
26} £6G°65 vie £08'0S gl €2 00t eVl 922 §'Gl SO0k ek 6Lk 000+ €699
192 GG2 19 0z 0L1°2S L'l L' 80k e v'ee 8vh 904 0Lk an 000} 82089
ore 9v8°19 0S¢ 11§28 gl 62 60k 9vL 0'ze 0'SH L0k o 9Lt 0004 99/°0L
0€e £96'65 €92 L2L}S gl L' 90k 6€k ez v'SE 0Lk 80k 6Lk 0004 2L8°}L
sez 12€°6G 2e2 G085 gl gz 901 LEL L2 ZGh an Lk & 000} Sv8°zL
€€g 2v9'65 9z 6526y L'l 82 o o€k ze 1ol 0Lk T gk 000} 281'eL
€€ G28'65 vee 62567 6t 62 SO0k ZEk ole 6'Gl FLL ek [ 0004 9/EVL
e 68029 852 8€€° IS 1z ze €Lk 9€t 602 LGl 0Lk FLL yan 0004 82€°S.
192 €15'€9 6.2 182°25 £z g€ ozl gel 0tz 67t L0l G0l 611 0°00} 9/G'9/
282 §50'99 292 ¥96'€S 92 8'€ 92k 6€l 902 9L Lol €0k 9Lt 000} ¥82°LL
162 96€°29 gl 6S.%S 82 6€ LEL 6€k 02 gyl Lol Z0k FLE 0004 61582
L2e 62289 12€ G9E‘SS 0€ Ly LEL Lyl g0g 0k G0k 66 80k 0004 YEL6L
gee 25402 €/2 2,0'98 €€ er ek Yk 002 Lyh 86 €0k Zok 000} €91°08
90¢e 98€£'89 L5z 188%S 1'e R% 82k g€l 502 0'SH 86 €0k 904 000} 89608
262 120'29 652 £€5°ES 82 % 62k gl 661 8k 70k L0k 80} 0004 G/9°48
662 GeLL9 852 892°€S o€ 0¥ geh L€k 61 9L 70k T P 0°00} G618
€0 658'69 oLe G615 v'e Y 92k eEl €61 9t €0k 0Lk Al 000} 18€°28
vy G6L kL 20 G6.°€S L€ vy 82k Lel 1’61 Lyl o el 60k 000} 1€1'€8
8Ly 9eL'2L 682 €12'ss 8'€ Sy zEk vEL €6l evh zol FEL Z0k 0004 115v8
9t 6£9°€L 682 $98°GS 6€ 0's ek R '8l evi 00k 0Lk 1Ok 0004 650'G8
Sop 099/ €9 L€€'1S Sy LG Pyl Vel 0’61 e 66 €0k 1Ok 000} 90198
€9% 989'8/ 862 /8€'65 67 €5 67k 9l 88l L€k g6 66 v'6 000} 2128
96t 92908 Y0€ 85109 GG g'g LGl 9l z8l L€k L6 00k 8'8 0004 £68'88
6Y€ 1SV°18 192 LLE09 v's 09 0'SH 9t z8l gel g6 86 z6 0004 0£0°06
8ve 61608 6.2 125'6S oG GG ZGl Fek 0’8l gel 86 FOL €6 0004 28906
zee YL16L e 0€€°65 'S 9 0'SH gl 0’8l o€k Lol 00k 96 0004 GY9‘L6
8lLe v12'6L 02 9€.°85 €g 8'g 8k o€k 6L el 66 Z0k 66 0004 296°16
gee or8‘sL 622 8/1'8S zs 6'G Sk eEl 6LL LEl zol FOL 8'6 000} 088°26
Lee ¥96'6. /G2 19885 GG 'S g zEl 18l g€l g6 Z0k 8'6 000} 8856
8ee ovLI8 €Ll 10565 9'G 09 9L LeL 8/l Tyl v'6 66 v'6 0004 S0.v6
90€ 90€£°08 9Ll 90565 9'G 09 LGl L2k z8l 8ch 00k 00k 96 0004 2116
Log 182°8.L 91 225'2S zs 8'G eyl o€l 9/1 gel 00k 7Ok 1Ok 000} 162'S6
00€ ov8'LL 0Ll g2e'lS zs 'S 0k 62k 8/l g€l zol GO0k 00k 000} 6856
ory 1S¥'9L s/ 6195 zs 9'g g€l L2k G/l el Zol Lk 90k 0004 90€°96
Py 1999, L€2 965 2z 8'g el 6Lk 0’8l L€k L0k GO0k 80k 0004 9696
8L €829/ 96€ 8/€'GS zs 9'G gel vel g/1 vEl €0l oLl 80} 0004 G0.'26
€65 08022 g 19195 €5 'S zEk 8Zh 6LL v'El Lol L0k 80k 000} v1106
0.2 660°6. ges 194G 09 29 vEL 92k vLL 62l 96 60k 60k 0004 £08'86
€2 068'8L gge 998°95 09 09 0k Lzl G/L LEL 86 90k 0Lk 0004 6,986
ZANOTV JLIHM
10119 anfep Io119 anfep 1ONODUB | 6B6'66LS | 666'6YLS | 666°66% O} | 6667L$ OF | 666°67S OF | 666°VES OF | 666'72$ 01 | 000'GHS | IeI0L (spuesnouy) <
piepuElS piepuels 000°002$ | 01 000°0S +$| 01 000°00L$| 000'GZ$ | 000°0S$ | 000°GE$ | 000'SZ$ | 000°'GHS  [J8pun JequinN 1eaA pue
Jaployasnoy jo uibuo
(ssejiop) (srejop) oluedsiy pue soey

Bawooul UBs

awooul UBIpa

uonngusip ebejusiad

(pd*G | Apuisda/so0py2a1/sdd/SAarins-suipiboad/Nob snsuad zdy)//:di) 99s ‘suoniuyap pue 4013 buldwesuou 4043 Buldwes ‘uoiidsioad Aljernuapyuod uo UOIIeW.IoUl JO4 "UOIdUNY ddUBLIBA paziesauab 3y buisn
P31B[ND[BD 2J9M SI0ID pJepuels ‘0|0z 240429 "s1yblom a1edijdas Buisn palendjed aIaMm SI0LIS pJepuels ‘0 [0z Yum Buluuibag uesA Buimol|os 3yl JO YdJey JO Se Spjoyasnoy “siejjop paisnipe Sy-N-1dD #7102 ul awoduj)

‘UOD—¥FH1I0C 01 L9961 :I9PJOYoSnoOH JO H-_M_ho U_ENG—WMI pue ‘@dey ‘@uodu] ASUON [eiolL >o— SPIOYoSnoH

“L-V ?lqeL

U.S. Census Bureau

24 Income and Poverty in the United States: 2014



*8|gE} JO PUS JE SBJ0U}00} 89S

892 /%009 8ve 9£2'2S Sl v'e 00k eyt ove 9'GH 66 Lol ze 0004 500'85
/G2 2€8°09 8ve 15625 gl gz 90k Lk £'ee €Gh g6 90k 8Lt 0004 9€2'65
092 L1¥'6S 152 251°4S vl €z 66 Tk v'ee Zol 70k SO0k LLb 0004 9109
082 G88°/S 92 1926 el 1z S'6 9€t gee 09k 80k SLk [ 000+ £85°19
592 86€'65 662 8LE IS 7'l €2 8'6 el 62e 9'Gh L0k T 9Lt 0004 G9E‘29
582 06209 262 y18°LS ol v'e €0k 9Vt L2 €Gh 70k FEL at 0004 122'€9
192 8619 082 €S1°eS gl 82 FLL 9vL gz Lyh o 60k At 0004 9689
/2 19529 g62 9G2'es gl o€ FLL 67k [ x4l SO0k g0k ek 000+ £02'29
vi2 1G2°09 801 €€0°2S gl L2 80k Pyl gee ZGl 60k 90k 9Lt 0004 90189
052 89009 092 180°}S ol 92 60k 6€k g1 LGl €Lk FEL 8Lt 0004 96689
652 61509 ¥5e 650G gl 62 60k g€l vie 09k 60k 60k [ 0004 1269
292 96€°19 952 20805 0e o€ 60k GEl zie 8'Gt 0Lk 0Lk 9Lt 000+ 8v9'69
282 Y9169 162 YOV'2S ze v'e LLh 6€l Ve L'l 80k 80k T 0004 98502
62 6729 €/ LSY'ES v v'e v'ek g€l e 8vh o Lol an 0004 ovS L
60€ 99€'29 o8z 0615 82 0¥ 62k Tk 102 gyl 66 66 FLE 0004 1902,
6L 71289 eLe ¥92'95 62 0¥ 9k A L02 g 00k 86 90k 000+ 0zZL'eL
lze 229'69 gee 16895 ze Y 9l el 102 g'el zol 96 €0k 0004 190%L
0se 1SS L. 082 824G v'e Sy L€k el 202 Syl 96 00k 1’6 0004 S6YvL
9le 106'69 292 2rL9g ee ey el R 902 8 96 66 1Ok 0004 GE0'SL
50 65789 0.2 21845 o€ g vEl g€l 102 Lk zol 7Ok €0k 000+ G29'SL
gLe 178'89 e 950'55 ze Y FEl byl 961 ad Lol 80k g0l 0°00} L01'S.
8zt 00£°+L gze €515 o€ Sy zEk L€} g6l tad 00k 90k G0k 0004 169'SL
eet 800'€L 62 1€5°GS 6€ 9¥ el vEl €6l 0k €0k 60k 20k 0004 $00°2L
o 68V'vL 662 26€°LS oY 8v 6€k 6Ek 961 Lyl 86 SO0k €6 000+ 26'9L
N 198°S/ 00¥ 862'8S Y €6 6€k 9V g8l R 96 70k v'6 0004 ove'LL
N 108'8L zIe 869'65 8v 'S 8k 6€k 0’61 vEl g6 66 €6 0004 9€6°LL
961 90218 G $09°19 zS 'S 96t 6€k 68l eel L'6 g6 L8 0004 1158
€67 0/2'c8 16€ 29229 6'G 6'G LGl 6€k z8l zel €6 S6 '8 000+ 618'6L
1€ ge6'e8 252 81229 8'g €9 9'Gl g€l 18l LEl 1’6 €6 8'8 0004 12508
8¢ 667'€8 /G2 81619 0’9 8'g 6'Gh el 6LL R g6 96 06 0004 81808
zOINVASIH
LON ‘ILIHM
s 68L°18 zre L4219 g'g 6'G 8'Gl g€l 0’8l 92k 96 96 26 0004 99118
6Y€ gee'28 162 86%°19 'S z9 9°Gh el 6LL 82k v'6 L6 v'6 0004 8118
9ge 06218 182 LOE‘ L9 9'G €9 Sk L€k LLL L2k L6 L6 €6 0004 829°18
19 Gol'e8 602 9519 6'S z9 0'GH 9€l 0’8l g€l z6 L6 €6 000+ £00°28
2Le eveve 12z G85‘19 Z9 €9 €6l vEl L1 o€l 1’6 7’6 68 000} G/928
€€ 195'€8 282 60229 1’9 ) 09k o€k 0’8l v'ek g6 96 1’6 0004 G9/°28
eee 2818 L 090°+9 'S 29 LGl gl LLL o€k 96 66 v'6 0004 8828
oge 61808 80€ ¥60°09 9'G z9 8y zEk 8/l o€l L6 66 €6 000+ 851'c8
667 629°6.L 8y 9€1°65 'S 09 9Vt Lel G/1 o€k L6 L0k 8'6 000} vIEe8
€05 69008 ave 0€€‘8S 'S ) Lyl x4 18l zel zol Lol 1Ok 0004 €/5€8
LES 99208 0L €8/°85 'S 09 ek 82k 6LL o€k 86 v0k 00k 0004 26.°€8
79 8£9'08 229 2265 6'G z9 6€k zEl '8l 62l 96 Z0k 00k 000+ 179'e8
298 18628 s LIE19 g9 L9 vl Lel 8/l Szl 8'8 €0k Z0k 0004 V'8
6.5 59728 89¢ 95209 9 g9 8k x4 vl 92k €6 00k vOL 0004 8228
«JINVASIH 1ON
‘INOTV JLIHM
10119 anfep Io119 anfep 1ONODUB | 6B6'66LS | 666'6YLS | 666°66% O} | 6667L$ OF | 666°67S OF | 666°VES OF | 666'72$ 01 | 000'GHS | IeI0L (spuesnouy) <
pIEpUBIS piepuels 000°002$ | 0} 000°0SL$| 01 000°00L$| 000'G2$ | 000°0S$ | 000°GE$ | 000°Ge$ | 000'GLS  |Jopun JoquinN 189/ pue
Jaployasnoy jo uibuo
(ssejiop) (srejop) oluedsiy pue soey

Bawooul UBs

awooul UBIpa

uonngusip ebejusiad

(pd*§ | 1puisda/so0py22a1/sdd/SAanins-suipiboad/Nob snsuad zdy)//:dy) 99s ‘suoniuyap pue 4013 buldwesuou 40413 Buldwes ‘uoidsioad Aljernuapyuod uo UOIIeW.IoUl JO4 "UOIdUNY ddUBLIBA paziesauab ay) buisn
P31B[ND[BD 2J9M SI0ID pJepuels ‘0|0z 240429 "s1yblom a1edijdas Buisn palendjed aIaMm SI0LIS pJepuels ‘0 [0z Yum Buluuibag uesA Buimol|os 3yl JO YdJey JO Se Spjoyasnoy “siejjop paisnipe Sy-N-1dD #7102 ul awoduj)

‘UOD—¥FH1I0C 01 L9961 :I9PJOYoSnoOH JO H-_M_ho U_ENG—WMI pue ‘@dey ‘@uodu] ASUON [eiolL >o— SPIOYoSnoH

“L-V ?lqeL

Income and Poverty in the United States: 2014 25

U.S. Census Bureau



*9]ge} JO PUB Je S8J0UJ00} 89S

809 259°2S G 961°8¢ 61 gz '8 g6 8'Gl 7Sk eeh L€k 102 0004 Sor'el

€565 959°LS L6V 651°8€E gl gz L8 €6 6791 0k zel gl vie 0004 629t

1SS 12605 26¢ 6hL2€E o v'e 6L 00l GGl €51 o€k L2k 91 000+ 608}

655 99Y°1S g9 80v'2€ gl L2 '8 €6 6'Gl 0'SH zL 8vh 9l 000} 200t}

G59 886'2S €82 8€5°/€E 02 v'e '8 26 6'Gl Zol el 6€k 802 0004 YSEVL

65 Pvees s 92.'8¢ L'l 12 L8 96 991 0k eeh o€k vie 0004 1S5pL

8vG L91°1S g8y 929'2€ gl 92 6L 0'6 LGL 09l 92k Vel ze 000+ GBSV h

6.5 80805 gey ¥S6'E gl v 9L 9'6 €6l 8vh el 6€k 9l 000} 0€L'vh

089 /188 s 288v€ vl v'e €L 26 8yl gyl Lzl ek 6'€C 0004 G92'SH

S8 vrL'6Y 95 926'ce Ll g e/ '8 ¥'Gl vEL eeh Sk v've 0004 €85'GH

9L/ €226y G18 85€'vE o 2z L'l g8 LGl eyl a ZGl L'€2 0°00} 2.8'Gl

668 L 0S oL y91‘Ge gl g2 8/ z8 0'Gl L'vh Seh 8vh 922 000} 8019}

y02't 082'}S 18 206'sE 6 o€ '8 g/ LGl 8L v'ek Lyl 62e 0004 6009}

169 0€2' LS Lo 86€°GE 02 i '8 28 LGl e d L2k e v'ze 0004 LEVOL

819 L10°€S 505 g6e'8e 02 gz z'8 v'6 61 7’6l zeh L€l 902 0004 8//'€l

085 G68°LS 08¥ 9lz'ee gl gz L8 v'6 89l 6€l ek gl e 0004 696'CH

ers G80°LS LYE g68°LE ol gz 08 00k LSl Zsl 62k L2k gle 0004 1SLpL

95 161°1S 8¢ Geg'/e gl 8 z8 z6 6'Gl 0'Gl FLL Lk gl 000+ 66€VH

59 8Ly'es 6.2 08L'2€ 02 g2 g8 L6 09l €9t zL g€l 102 000} 60Lv}

685 €L7'€S LES 926'8¢ L'l 82 68 g6 991 Lyl Lzl o€k vie 0004 9/6'v}

L€S 82€°1S €8y g9/ gl L' 08 06 LSl 09k 9Ck vEL 1'1e 0004 950°GH

695 190°1S Lop LE1'9E o gz 9/ 9'6 €6l Lk ek 6Ek gl 000+ z1est

189 SOv'6Y 015 L16'YE gl gz v z6 9pl o d zel e d L€ 000} 606'GH

718 80005 285 120'vE gl 92 g/ '8 ¥'Gl vEl ek Sk eve 0004 SoL'9}

192 659'6Y €28 89/vE ol €z 08 g8 1’6l i LLh 0'GH gee 0004 6559}

88 61505 L yre'se gl 92 6L z8 67l x4l 92k Lk v'ee 000+ G589}

SEl 02525 16L 6Y€'0e 02 o€ L8 vl ZGl 67l Seh byl ez 0004 €29}

€69 129°1S 2Ly £59'E L'z 8 '8 €8 LGl gyl 92k et €2 0004 861°LL

NOLLYNISINOD NI
HO INOTV MOov1g
10119 anfep Io119 anfep 1ONODUB | 6B6'66LS | 666'6YLS | 666°66% O} | 6667L$ OF | 666°67S OF | 666°VES OF | 666'72$ 01 | 000'GHS | IeI0L (spuesnouy) <
piepuElS piepuels 000°002$ | 01 000°0S +$| 01 000°00L$| 000'GZ$ | 000°0S$ | 000°GE$ | 000'SZ$ | 000°'GHS  [J8pun JequinN 1eaA pue
Jaployasnoy jo uibuo
(ssejiop) (srejop) oluedsiy pue soey

Bawooul UBs

awooul UBIpa

uonngusip ebejusiad

(pd*§ | 1puisda/so0py22a1/sdd/SAanins-suipiboad/Nob snsuad zdy)//:dy) 99s ‘suoniuyap pue 4013 buldwesuou 40413 Buldwes ‘uoidsioad Aljernuapyuod uo UOIIeW.IoUl JO4 "UOIdUNY ddUBLIBA paziesauab ay) buisn
P31B[ND[BD 2J9M SI0ID pJepuels ‘0|0z 240429 "s1yblom a1edijdas Buisn palendjed aIaMm SI0LIS pJepuels ‘0 [0z Yum Buluuibag uesA Buimol|os 3yl JO YdJey JO Se Spjoyasnoy “siejjop paisnipe Sy-N-1dD #7102 ul awoduj)

‘UOD—¥FH1I0C 01 L9961 :I9PJOYoSnoOH JO H-_M_ho dIuedsIH pue ‘9dey ‘DQwodu] AUO [e10L Aq SPIOYISNOH

“L-V ?lqeL

U.S. Census Bureau

26 Income and Poverty in the United States: 2014



*8|ge} JO PUS B SBJ0U}00} 89S

09 02e'ze oY €18'92 20 0 ze ey 8zl 891 €Gh L8k 1'62 0004 8zL's |t 12,96}
¥9€e YSYE 2Ly 19€'82 z €0 v'e 2 Lyl 0Lk g'Gh €8t G'og 0004 0.8 |ttt 89614
€8¢ 616'GE ShP €22°0€ 10 €0 82 9'G 09l LI GGk bLL 9'6e 0004 €509 |ttt 6964
16€ 662°9€ vy LE10E 20 ) Fe L9 6'Gl 7ok 8V 9k ¥'92 000} 08L'9 |ttt 04614
0/ 2r0'9e et 98062 10 70 62 09 6'Gl g9l Syh 69k 8'92 000} 8/G'9 |t ozh LB
soy 1628 LSy 290°0€ ) ) ze 8/ ¥'Gl €9t g€l 0Lk 9'Ge 0004 6089 612L6k
18 89€°8E 18y 168°0€ 20 90 6€ 89 e/l 09k 62k L8l L've 0004 0v0'L
vee €15/€8 ¥9€ €91°0€ 10 ) g€ b2 09l z9l 0'SH L9k zse 000} €922
8ze 600°2€ 9t 6v9'62 z ) ge 89 6'Gl 7oL Seh 6Lk g'9g 000} 682
e 602'8E LE 906'62 20 g0 L€ e/ 6791 LGl zel ULk g'Ge 0004 9114
e SLy'ge 207 18662 €0 90 v 89 LSl 7'SL el L8k 1'Ge 0004 L16'L
€25 190°0% €99 28e e 10 L0 0§ 8/ 991 67l o€k 8'Gh 1’92 000} 990'8
/8% £95'6€ €95 £€8°0€ 20 90 L'y g8 8'Gl evh zel 0Lk L'Se 000} 985'8
(V22 822'8¢ ggg GSY'62 20 L0 4 vL 9'Gl gyl 62k Lt [ 0004 1¥8'8
0S¥ BLLLE Gl¥ 952'82 10 ) 0¥ L LGl 0k el 69k 0’62 0004 196'8
Y9y 901'2€ 12 102'82 €0 ) v'e €L LSl Lvh 82k 99} 8'82 000} 9168
Loy €8€'/€ 125 L01'82 10 L0 9y €/ gyl zyl el €9t 1'62 000} 9€2'6
08¥ G00'6€ 295 9262 20 60 'S vl evl Lyl gEl 89} gle 0004 0876
128 #8501 509 SoLke €0 Fl €g 18 8'Gl Lyl 62k Sk el 0004 1616
19G FLLL 019 060°L€ S0 a €5 z8 GGl i zzel Lk 6.2 000} 226'6
085 L0zZ'ey 865 AT 20 a LS 18 vyl ZGl 8Lt 8yt 0’82 000} 26104
LE9 8eg'ey 859 295° e L0 gl 99 L8 g 0k 6Lk 8t v'ie 0004 1950}
109 0Se'vY 6.9 LYEEE S0 Ll 0L €8 66l 67l At Lyl '92 0°00} 98¢0l
685 609'€Y 6v. ze8'ze 20 gl 19 L8 g9l g 0Lk e 892 000} 1290}
G55 19v'2Y 0.9 268°IE 90 9l 6'S 08 Z9l 0k 9Lt byl 0’82 000} €80°k}
LS 0602 €€9 8L0°tE 90 9l 'S 18 LGl 9L 60k LSk 0’82 0004 692k}
62L Sre'ey €29 gesie 60 Ll €9 8/ eyl gyl vek 67k zi2 0°00} 18211
799 952'9¢ 819 eve'ee zh 0e 9 68 0'Gl Lyl [ 9Vt ¥'Se 000} GSY'LL
€08 6269 065 695vE ot gl 97 €8 Z9l 0'SH 8Lk LGl 9€e 000} LIS L)
€56 88/'8Y 769 ¥62'Se bl 9l L9 v 0k GGl 8k 0eh Lk 0'€e 0004 601°2H
969 967'8Y €9 ¥58°9€ oL ze €L L6 89l 8L zel 6€k zee 0004 vIv'2h
299 95561 9.5 66.°9¢ el v'e '8 96 €9l Lyl 6Lk Pyl v'ee 0004 6,52k
g8/ 199G 6L 699°6€ gl v'e 8'8 Z0k 991 8vi an zek 861 000} 8e8'z}
oS 8G8'€S ors €8.°0 vl o€ 88 8'6 LLL 9L L2k o€k 064 0004 vLLEL
65 2828 yoP LOV'6€E a €e L8 00k 0Ll 0°Gh zel ek 102 0004 gleet
AIV18
10119 anfep Io119 anfep 1ONODUB | 6B6'66LS | 666'6YLS | 666°66% O} | 6667L$ OF | 666°67S OF | 666°VES OF | 666'72$ 01 | 000'GHS | IeI0L (spuesnouy) <
pIEpUBIS piepuels 000°002$ | 0} 000°0SL$| 01 000°00L$| 000'G2$ | 000°0S$ | 000°GE$ | 000°Ge$ | 000'GLS  |Jopun JoquinN 189/ pue
Jaployasnoy jo uibuo
(ssejiop) (srejop) oluedsiy pue soey

Bawooul UBs

awooul UBIpa

uonngusip ebejusiad

(pd*§ | 1puisda/so0py22a1/sdd/SAanins-suipiboad/Nob snsuad zdy)//:dy) 99s ‘suoniuyap pue 4013 buldwesuou 40413 Buldwes ‘uoidsioad Aljernuapyuod uo UOIIeW.IoUl JO4 "UOIdUNY ddUBLIBA paziesauab ay) buisn
P31B[ND[BD 2J9M SI0ID pJepuels ‘0|0z 240429 "s1yblom a1edijdas Buisn palendjed aIaMm SI0LIS pJepuels ‘0 [0z Yum Buluuibag uesA Buimol|os 3yl JO YdJey JO Se Spjoyasnoy “siejjop paisnipe Sy-N-1dD #7102 ul awoduj)

‘UOD—¥FH1I0C 01 L9961 :I9PJOYoSnoOH JO H-_M_ho U_ENG—WMI pue ‘@dey ‘@uodu] ASUON [eiolL >o— SPIOYoSnoH

“L-V ?lqeL

Income and Poverty in the United States: 2014 27

U.S. Census Bureau



'9|ge} JO pud e S8J0Uj00} 89S

N N 68€'2 L9249 v'e 0L €Lt o€k 68l 80k 8z 0Lk L0k 0004 N
glee €09°2L 1562 12029 ey bL 9'G| Lyl 98l SLL 1’6 SO0k 9'8 000+ e16°t
8072 ¥9/°28 008‘t 9599 €9 0'g 89k ZSh 661 gzl g/ 08 L8 000} 886°}
60€°C 195°18 2002 1529 'S 9 08k 0k g8l v'ek 8/ 28 €6 0004 8G6°}
eLee 9/¥'8L ¥66°k 608°H9 9p Lz v'Sh R4 6L vek €6 Z8 60k 0004 ¥60°2
0EHZ 28v'LL v08°k 91529 v 1’9 g9k Vel 0’6l zLl 8'8 7’6 80} 000+ 2922
S9z'c 060°+8 yp0'E 688°19 Iy 1’9 8/t 6€k 0'Gl 9Lt 1’6 68 o€l 000} A
1962 960'€8 Ger'e 866°€9 GG g9 €9k 0k gLl L2k e/ 66 G0k 0004 0v0°z
6Ev'E 162'S8 €15t 16929 09 'S g'Gh g Z6l Lzl ) 66 0Lk 0004 111
8y0°c 266'%8 ree'e S¥0'59 8v 62 6Lk STk L8l ULk 0’8 g/ oLl 0°00} 866'2
G89°Z 1v9'08 158} 2,599 9'G 62 e SyL 1’61 L0k e/ 62 v0L 000} gzl'e
v2se 16€'/8 ¥88°} 869°29 €9 v 684 LLb 98l eCh v L'l 8'6 0004 80€'c
82r'2 611°G6 €952 LeveL g6 v'6 994 ek 09l 8 LL 89 L g6 0004 avl'e
110°C ¥20°00L | LOE'} 6v9'L 88 1’6 18l el 8'Gl 601 v 89 1'8 000} €96'c
60EZ 128'26 AL 02L kL 98 z8 6Lk o€k L9l SLL 62 69 v'6 000} 10y
=HIANVISI
JI419vd
ANV NVISY
86t 11126 21et 25269 Il €8 9Lt 82k vl LLb €8 zL 0'6 0004 L16'E
GBS 69006 80¥k G69°}L 8L 98 ULk 6€k L9l €6 9g '8 12k 0004 ov0'y
gg8°L 106'G6 285} 2.0'eL €8 L6 8/l Vel 61 96 62 69 z6 000+ ezl'y
eLLl 860°26 €98 2907, 1’6 z8 98t X 9/l v'6 €9 L'l 1Ok 000} €le'y
Leze v/9'€0L | 996°F 62r'SL z6 70k ULk L2k 6791 R zL 69 68 0004 YSh'y
€Lt 9/0'26 1851 8.'SL 68 €6 6k L2k g9l €6 97 €L €6 0004 Y6y
€G9° 89/ %6 ¥2G'l viL'eL g8 1’6 vl 62l Lyl St gL 9/ 601 0°00} €5y
9€0°'2 €02'001 | 86E‘} ovezL 66 8'8 69k 92k 6'Gl 00k z8 69 80} 000} 189
28l 9v8'L6 0L} 969 '8 66 g9k an g/l 1’6 v 88 1Ok 0004 21e's
2812 ¥51°06 059°k 69589 8L g/ ULk geh 0Ll 80k €8 98 66 0004 vI€'S
£68'L SYe'v6 676k 2LL0L 1'6 8'8 69k Vet vl 901 vl bL €0l 0°00} 09G'S
YrET /€226 8/t 29189 1’8 8'8 991 oLl g9l Sl L'l 9 601 0°00} 6S.'S
6ESY G98'201 | Liv'E 89G°€/ Gl g8 69k vek 89l g0l 2z 6L v0b 0004 8L8's |t €102
026't 29526 L0L'2 162V 8'6 96 g8k 8Lt GGl 8'6 ' 0L €0k 0004 opo'9 | v102
«ANOTV NVISY
8Ll Ger'L6 0L £08'89 g €8 g1 62l L1 9Lt €8 b2 26 0004 60 | 2002
€S} LYE'68 985‘} eeL L 9L 98 9Lt 6€l 6791 €6 6'S '8 6Lk 0004 geg'y | €002
108" 81756 LGPl £00°2L 1’8 1’6 ULk gel 18l 96 8/ 69 26 0004 o'y | 7002
269°1 81696 88 L00'vL 1’6 '8 L8l gzl G/L 96 z9 Ll 00l 0°00} 00Gy |ttt 5002
ISk 9//20L | 668 2€0'S. 68 70l LLk 62k [ €0k bl 89 8'8 000} vy | 9002
1G9 5596 €85°} 612'SL L8 v'6 68k 62k ol g6 9/ 2z €6 0004 Sy | 1002
Ge9‘l 0266 $GS L 160°2L g8 v'6 gLt o€k Lyl Lbh VL 97 L0k 0004 gog'y |t 8002
£66°L 066 €85°} €08‘ L 8'6 8'8 89k 92k 9'Gl 70k z8 69 60k 000+ ovey | 46002
ops'L 006'06 1BG L 18689 z8 96 'Ok g1l g1 R L'l 88 6'6 000} 085G | 0L0Z
191'g €0€06 9v9°t 81789 0’8 v 9Lt STk 6791 80k z8 L8 00k 0004 SoL's | 102
€56°L 85516 6L $0E0L z6 L8 L9k X 9L 80k v bL 20k 0004 2.8 | 2102
20€°T 128'26 258k 89789 8'8 L8 89l a 79l 9Ll L'l €L 60k 000+ B9 | £102
€62y 2eL201  |vree 859°€/ T 98 89l L2l vl L0l g'g 8/ €0k 0004 09L'9 | €102
126'} Zr1'86 186 628vL 8'6 g6 7’8k zeh 9'Gl 8'6 8/ 69 00k 0004 gee'9 | v102
NOLLYNISINOD NI
HO INOTV NVISV
10119 anfep Io119 anfep 1ONODUB | 6B6'66LS | 666'6YLS | 666°66% O} | 6667L$ OF | 666°67S OF | 666°VES OF | 666'72$ 01 | 000'GHS | IeI0L (spuesnouy) <
pIEpUBIS piepuels 000°002$ | 0} 000°0SL$| 01 000°00L$| 000'G2$ | 000°0S$ | 000°GE$ | 000°Ge$ | 000'GLS  |Jopun JoquinN 189/ pue
Jaployasnoy jo uibuo
(ssejiop) (srejop) oluedsiy pue soey

Bawooul UBs

awooul UBIpa

uonngusip ebejusiad

(pd*§ | 1puisda/so0py22a1/sdd/SAanins-suipiboad/Nob snsuad zdy)//:dy) 99s ‘suoniuyap pue 4013 buldwesuou 40413 Buldwes ‘uoidsioad Aljernuapyuod uo UOIIeW.IoUl JO4 "UOIdUNY ddUBLIBA paziesauab ay) buisn
P31B[ND[BD 2J9M SI0ID pJepuels ‘0|0z 240429 "s1yblom a1edijdas Buisn palendjed aIaMm SI0LIS pJepuels ‘0 [0z Yum Buluuibag uesA Buimol|os 3yl JO YdJey JO Se Spjoyasnoy “siejjop paisnipe Sy-N-1dD #7102 ul awoduj)

‘UOD—¥FH1I0C 01 L9961 :I9PJOYoSnoOH JO H-_M_ho dIuedsIH pue ‘9dey ‘DQwodu] AUO [e10L Aq SPIOYISNOH

“L-V ?lqeL

U.S. Census Bureau

28 Income and Poverty in the United States: 2014



‘abed }xau uo S8J0U}00} 98

65 2.9y 652 998°8¢ S0 90 g€ Z8 02 el Tk 69k ger 000+ g59°C
veL 180'S 188 108'8E €0 90 9y g8 zee €6k Lk 8'Gh 6€k 000+ 2L
82/ 989'v¥ ] y/G'8€E ) 80 ey €8 v'ie 1’8k 6k €9t 8y 000} 1682
8/ ozl'zy 8. 08¥'se g0 90 v'e g/ 661 7’8k 0'GH 0Lk 8Lt 0004 8Y6'2
969 96.'2Y 2Ll yL2'9e 20 90 % g8 961 g8l 9€l 69k 18k 0004 180°€
169 0£L'vY 999 206'L8 €0 o'l L'y 8'8 z0e L6l zyl 9°Gh 1ok 000+ Y0E'E
66 Lv¥'or €56 12€°6€ €0 zh zS 00k 802 08k byl Lk 8'Gl 000} 162'c
596 910'8Y PrLL G89°6€E L0 zh 09 00k g0g 691 Syh et 6'GH 0004 ¥89'€
806 129'SY 210t gee/e g0 zh €5 96 68l 8/t o€l 96t ot 0004 906'c
118 906°S L0} 822'8e S0 o't g5 96 €61 08k GEel v'Sh TLk 0004 086'c
968 6EL VY S¥6 G9/'e 90 o't 2'S 68 vLL o LEl g9t 961 000} G80'y
178 108'Er L6 696'SE ) o'l 'S 8'8 Ll vLL LEL 96t 902 0004 92"y
768 2.8'sy 626 068°9¢ g0 el 6'S L6 L8l X Lyl LGl Y6k 0004 €88'y
SvL 908‘S 958 659'9€ 90 Pl 9 68 L8l 09k 8Ch 09k Z61 0004 e1e's
g8/ Gl 86 ges'/e 90 91 gL L'6 61 6'Gl L2k 09k z8t 000} 81¥'S
G16 0EV'6Y 8¢8 195°8€E zh gl g9 66 g/l 0Lk v'ek 0'SH L8t 0004 2r9's
090°} 20005 €66 ¥91°6€ L 61 89 86 L8l Lol gel gl g8l 0004 016'S
188 029°1S 8. Ger'or el 0e Sz P '8l g9l [ L€k gLt 000+ €€6'S
018 65161 508 vye6e Fl L'l 69 9'6 0’61 0Lk 0eH g'Gh VIl 000} 0229
€8/ 096'8Y 008 8.'8€ ot 0e bL €6 e'8l 994 SEl 8t YLl 0004 6.€9
YL 199'LY 2Ll 2LeL8 60 61 g9 z6 89l 6791 L€k €Gh 88l 0004 €512
820°t /88'8Y oL 9£6'9¢ zh gl 9 L8 Tl 0Lk GEl 96} 981 0°00} 29¢'L
ove't 826'6Y 889 920°2€ el 61 02 6 0Ll 6'Gl 92l 6'Gl €61 0°00} ges's
180} 991'8Y 69/ 682'SE Ll 9l g9 L6 09l Lol gEel 69k z61k 0004 6€6'L
€8lL't OLLLS 92 YEV'LE el 1'e 69 g6 L9l Zol 0k 09k Lk 0004 gze'8
S90°} 26.°2S 669 9/1'6e L't i gL 6 g8l 6'Gl v'El 0vh 6Lk 000+ 065'8
2811 19G°SS €6L AN, gl ze 98 00k 8/l 891 g2k byl Z9t 000} 090'6
6L0° 802G ge9 00L‘EY 02 €z L6 90k £'8l zLl LEl 6€k LEL 0004 6156
0.8 1S%09 159 965Gy 12 i 96 gLk g6l 89k Lzl el vek 0004 ¥€0°04
0S. 8Y€‘65 0.5 2887y 02 o€ g6 el g8l 7ok 8Ch Gl 82k 000+ 66704
062 890'65 €9 195‘Ey 1z 12 z6 Wt 98l 7ok L€k Lel Vel 000} 6EE L}
€€9 6€2'2S 165 vIv'TY ze gz L6 90k 0’8l 0Lk e 9l o€l 0004 €69°L1
€0/ 662G 209 £56°2y 1z 82 L8 €0k €6l 6'Gl Tyl ek gEl 0004 8/1'2h
S/G PrLLS ey 209'cy ze L2 68 vOk L8l vLk Lzl L€k 6E€l 000+ 6152H
189 G8E'6S €65 €9E vy 02 ee €6 60k 98l o 3 el o€l 000} €/62h
L9 /€0'8S 65 S9Lvy 02 62 €6 FhL 0’61 7Sk gel 62k 0k 0004 6ecch
185 809G S 689° v 61 ze 26 86 0Ll VL LEL 9k 1'GE 0004 gerel
2€9 1E9'LG e €61y ze 62 6 SO0k 91 LSk Gel 6Ek Lk 000+ 86z'ch
v £08°SS 2€9 29801 gl ze g8 Lol vl 0'SH L€k eyt 8'Gl 000} e
529 601G 9.5 859°0% 6 o€ '8 L6 €Ll 994 0k L€k 8'GL 0004 6€6'7}
02 ©80'SS LSS 6120p 02 82 '8 L6 vLL 8'Gh LEl vk v'oL 0004 685'GH
6vL 86G°SS 195 €€9° 1y 6t 82 8'8 L0k 0Ll Z9l ek L€k LSk 000+ L18'SH
0L} 095°85 L02°} LEEOY 62 ee 8'8 00k LGl L'l e d Lk €61 0004 8809}
959 Y€SLG 91 1672y L'z 62 L6 L0k 6LL 9°Gh v'ek 0k vl 0004 6€29}
«2(30VH ANV)
JINVdSIH
10119 anfep Io119 anfep 1ONODUB | 6B6'66LS | 666'6YLS | 666°66% O} | 6667L$ OF | 666°67S OF | 666°VES OF | 666'72$ 01 | 000'GHS | IeI0L (spuesnouy) <
pIEpUBIS piepuels 000°002$ | 0} 000°0SL$| 01 000°00L$| 000'G2$ | 000°0S$ | 000°GE$ | 000°Ge$ | 000'GLS  |Jopun JoquinN 189/ pue
Jaployasnoy jo uibuo
(ssejiop) (srejop) oluedsiy pue soey

Bawooul UBs

awooul UBIpa

uonngusip ebejusiad

(pd*§ | 1puisda/so0py22a1/sdd/SAanins-suipiboad/Nob snsuad zdy)//:dy) 99s ‘suoniuyap pue 4013 buldwesuou 40413 Buldwes ‘uoidsioad Aljernuapyuod uo UOIIeW.IoUl JO4 "UOIdUNY ddUBLIBA paziesauab ay) buisn
P31B[ND[BD 2J9M SI0ID pJepuels ‘0|0z 240429 "s1yblom a1edijdas Buisn palendjed aIaMm SI0LIS pJepuels ‘0 [0z Yum Buluuibag uesA Buimol|os 3yl JO YdJey JO Se Spjoyasnoy “siejjop paisnipe Sy-N-1dD #7102 ul awoduj)

‘UOD—¥FH1I0C 01 L9961 :I9PJOYoSnoOH JO H-_M_ho dIuedsIH pue ‘9dey ‘DQwodu] AUO [e10L Aq SPIOYISNOH

“L-V ?lqeL

Income and Poverty in the United States: 2014 29

U.S. Census Bureau



‘sjuswa|ddng o1wou0o3 pue [B190S [enuuy G0z Ybnoiy) 8961 “Aening uonendod usiing ‘neaing snsua) ‘S'n :92IN0S
'2/61 Ul solueds|H 1o} pa}os||02 1sIl} 19m ele( "uoljelBiwwi Jo Aousdal pue ‘ain}nd ‘SoNSLISOBIEYD DIWIOUOIS0I00S Ul JalIp ey sdnoib
1ounsip Auew jo jsisuod suoneindod asay) asnesaq sdnolb aoel 1o} pue uoleindod o1 ay} Jo} s)nsai ayebaibbe Buneidiaiul uaym uonnNed asi0Iaxa PINOYS SIasn ejeq "8del dauo Ajuo pajiodal oym siapjoyasnoy Uesy jo jusdiad Q'z pue ‘@del auo Ajuo
papodal oym siapjoyasnoy yoe|g Jo Juaolad 0'G ‘@oes auo Ajuo papodal oym siapjoyasnoy aiym Jo ueolad 9| Aq pariodas sem ojuedsiH Buiag 'sdnoib [eioel Joj erep yum depiano sojuedsiH Joj Jodai siyy ul eyep ‘@oes Aue aq Aew sojuedsiH asneoagq o,
‘AioBayes aoel Jayjo Aue podai Jou pip pue uelsy payodas oym ajdoad 0} siajel duole UelsY ¢,
‘A1oBayed aoel Jayjo Aue odal jou pip pue yoe|g paliodal oym sjdoad 0} siajai duole Moe|d ;.
‘dnoif aoe1 suo Ajuo 1odal 0} sjuspuodsal pamojie Sd9 ayl ‘Iallies pue L00g Jeah sy} 104 ¢,
‘0102 SNsua) ul 89kl sUO UBY) alow papodal sjdoad Jo Jusaiad 62 IN0qy USpul41oe UBdLBWY YBnoiyl 01L0g SNSUS) Wolj s|qe|lene si
‘UBOLIBWY UBDLIY 10 %OB|g PUB UEBISY 10 SAIEN BX)SE|Y PUB UBIPU| UBDLISWY PUE S)IUA\ SB YoNns ‘edel auo uey) aiow papiodal oym sjdoad uo uonew.oju| ‘seyoeoidde jo Ajauiea e sasn neaing snsua oy “eyep ay) BuizAjeue 1o Bunussaid jo poyyew pausseid
ayy sI ¥} yeyy Aidwi Jou saop uonendod aoei-a)buls sIy} jo asn ay | A1obeyeo aoes Jayjo Aue Jodas Jou pip pue iy pariodas oym ajdoad o0} siajal auoje S)IYA\ 'S@0.1 810W IO BUO 8SO0YD O} PAMO|[e a1am sjuapuodsal ‘SdD €002 8y} yim Buluuibeg
‘wiaysAs Buissaooid DISY SdD Mau jo uonejuswadwy |,
'sjo5juoo uonelndod pue ubisap sjdwes sNsUad 06| JO UOHONPOIU| o
‘ubisep a|dwes paseq-snsusd 0261 Jo uolejuswaldwi |in4 ¢
‘suolisanb swoodul | | 3se 0} papuedxa aileuuonsand ‘walsAs Buissaooid DISY SO Mau e Jo uonejuswa|duw] g,
‘uonejodiaiul Jeaul Buisn paaLap aiem yolym ‘eyep paysiignd wouy ayip Aew pue uone|odisiul 0jased Buisn paALIep a1om Sejew}se 8say) Jo sWoS
‘uonejodiajul seaul| Buisn panLep a1om suelpaw ||e JeaA siy) aiojeg ‘uolejodialul Jeaul| pue ojared Yioq Buisn paaLep alem suelipaw Jeah isild o
*aWooUl JO $821N0s d|qIssod |G woij sanjea a|qissod Zg moys 0} papuedxa alieuuonsany ‘s|oliuod uoneindod snsuad 086 0 uoneuswaldw| g,
‘ubisep a|dwes paseg-snsusd 086 | JO UONONPO.IUI PUE S|0JU0d Bunybiom uonendod oluedsiH jo uoneluswaldw ,,
‘ubisap a|dwes paseq-snsuad 0861 Jo uonejuswaldwi |IN4 ‘666'662$ 0} pasealoul qol 1sabuo| woly sbulules 1o} sjunowe Jo Buipioosy ¢,
‘waysAs Buisseooid DIy SJO Mau e Jo uoneyuswa|dw]
's043u09 uolejndod snsusd 0E6 1 JO uoleluawWaldw]|
'666'67$ 0} pasealoap sywi| Auowije
pue poddns plIyd ‘666'66$ O} PaSEaIOUI SHWI| SHPUS] SUBISIOA ‘666 '72$ 0 Pasealoul SHwi| aouelsisse alignd pue swooul A}unoas [ejuswa|ddns ‘666°'67$ 0 pasealoul siwl| AJIN0as [e100S ‘666'666$ 0} Pasealoul sHwi| sBujules :sauobayed Buimojjoy ayy ul
paseal0ap IO PaSBaIOUl JBUNS SHWIT "SWa)l alleuuonsanb pajos]es Uo SJUNOWE awooul JUSIaIp Jo Buipod sy} Joj mojje 0} pasiAal sem DISY #6611 Ul ‘Uollppe Ul ‘Buimaiisiul pajsisse-1apndwod o} [uad pue Jaded wouy pabueyd poyiaw uonos||0d eleq o,
‘ubisap a|dwes sNsuad 0E6 L JO UOHKINPOIU] 4
*90B) U0 sasuodsai Jo Buiips pasirsi pue ‘uononpal sjdwes pjoyasnoy 000‘Z ‘suomiulep ueyjodonsw pue ubisap sjdwes paseq-snsusd 066 Jo uoneluswaldwl (N4 ¢
*s043u0 uope|ndod paseq-0p0g SNsus Jo uolejuswaldwy ,
‘uoisuedxa ajdwes pjoyasnoy 000‘8e € Jo uonejuswa|dw|
*03SY G002 @Y} Ul sybiom ay) 0} Uo1dBII0D B 103|381 0} POSIASI Udaq dAeY Ble( ¢
‘pasn sem ,000°001$, Jo Bnid e pue 000‘001$ Sem [eassjul papus-uado Jaddn ay; ‘6002 @10)0d ,;000°052$, Uim pabbnid
ale [ensaiul papus-uado saddn sy ul Buljie) sUBIPS “810W 10 000‘0SZ$ O} SUBIPSW S}e|NJ[ED 0} Pasn seAlsiul swodul Jaddn sy papuedxs neaing snsus) sy} ‘elep awodul 6002 Yim Buluuibag “sjeassiul swooul 00S'g$ Buisn payenojes si swooul UBIPsA 4
*s|043u09 uopendod paseq-0 10z snsua jo uolejuswaldw ¢
'sassalppe 00089 Alerewixoidde ‘D3SY SdD €102 SUl YHM JUs)SISUOD suolisanb sawooul ay) paaiaoal yalym ajdwes D3SY SO du3 Jo uoiod sy S sajewlise €L0g 9Say} JO 82IN0s ay ] ;
'sassalppe 000°0¢ Ajerewixoidde ‘suonsanb awooul paubisapas ay) paaiadal yoiym ajdwes 9ISV SdD 8y} Jo uonod 8y} sI Sejewsa €102 9S8y} Jo 821nos ay] ‘suonsanb awooul paubisapal ay) aa180a1 0} 8|qibije a1om sassalppe 000‘0E
Buiurewsal ay} pue DISY SdD €102 dY} Ul pasn asoy} 0} Je|ilis suofisanb awooul Jo 18s B aA19081 0} 9|qifije alem sassalppe 000‘89 Ajerewixolddy ubisep jaued yds Anjigeqold e Buisn sassaippe 000‘86 au} Jo ajdwesgns e o} pajuswajdwi aiem suonsanb
awooul paubisapai 8y "suonsanb abelanod soueInsul Yieay Jo 1os paubisapal ay) aa190al 0} 9|qibije a1em sassaippe 00086 Alerewixoidde sy Jo ||y "96e1an00 aoueInsul Yieay pue awooul o} suolisanb paubisapal papnjoul 93SY SdD #7102 SUL .
'019Z 0} Spunol o sjussaidey 7
‘3|qe|ieA. JON N

U.S. Census Bureau

2014

30 Income and Poverty in the United States



Table A-2.

Selected Measures of Household Income Dispersion: 1967 to 2014
(Income in 2014 CPI-U-RS adjusted dollars. Beginning with 2010, standard errors were calculated using replicate weights. For further explanation of income inequality
measures, see Current Population Reports, Series P60-204, The Changing Shape of the Nation’s Income Distribution: 1947-1998. For information on confidentiality

protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp.//ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmarl15.pdf)

Measures of income
dispersion 2014 2013! 20132 2012 2011 20108 2009* 2008 2007 2006 2005 2004°
MEASURE
Household Income at
Selected Percentiles
10th percentile limit ... .......... ... .. ... ... 12,276 12,399 12,604 12,617 12,632 12,880 13,378 13,372 13,887 14,091 13,690 13,670
20th percentile limit . . .......... ... . o 21,432 | 21,344 | 21,242| 21240| 21,329 | 21,718 | 22576 | 22,775| 23,170| 23,526 23,258 | 23,171
40th percentile limit . .. ........ ... . oL 41,186 | 41,707 | 40,845| 41,002| 40,549 | 41,263| 42,552 | 42,885| 44,647 | 44,356| 43,659| 43,462
50th (median) .. ... 53,657 | 54,462 | 52,789 | 52,606 | 52,691 53,508 | 54,944 | 55314| 57,359 | 56,601 56,182 | 55,569
60th percentile limit . . .........................] 68,212 | 68,300| 66,573 | 66,593 | 65,723 | 66,782 68,216 | 68,973 | 70,796 | 70,456 | 69,928 | 69,226
80th percentile limit . . .........................] 112,262 | 112,036 | 107,643 | 107,337 | 106,933 | 108,619 | 110,380 | 110,225 | 114,187 | 113,941 | 111,216 | 110,303
90th percentile limit .. ........... .. ... . ... . 157,479 | 157,969 | 152,455 | 150,546 | 151,176 | 150,695 | 151,919 | 152,077 | 155,294 | 156,177 | 152,917 | 151,496
95th percentile limit . . .......... ... .. . 206,568 | 208,485 | 199,207 | 197,107 | 195,797 | 195,985 | 198,686 | 197,931 | 202,110 | 204,335 | 201,318 | 196,977
Household Income Ratios
of Selected Percentiles
9Oth/10th . . ... 12.83 12.74 12.10 11.93 11.97 11.70 11.36 11.37 11.18 11.08 11.17 11.08
95th/20th . . .. 9.64 9.77 9.38 9.28 9.18 9.02 8.80 8.69 8.72 8.69 8.66 8.50
95th/50th . . v 3.85 3.77 3.78 3.75 3.72 3.66 3.62 3.58 3.52 3.61 3.58 3.54
80th/50th . ... 2.09 2.02 2.04 2.04 2.03 2.03 2.01 1.99 1.99 2.01 1.98 1.98
80th/20th . . ..o 5.24 5.25 5.07 5.05 5.01 5.00 4.89 4.84 4.93 4.84 4.78 4.76
20th/B0th . . oo 0.40 0.39 0.40 0.41 0.40 0.41 0.41 0.41 0.40 0.42 0.41 0.42
Mean Household Income of Quintiles
Lowest quintile. . ........... .. i 11,676 11,784 11,841 11,848 11,831 11,938 12,751 12,818 13,190 13,330 12,922 12,840
Second quintile .. ...... ... 31,087 | 31,317| 31,008| 30,620| 30,742 | 30,982 32,294 | 32,457 | 33,618| 33,792| 33,178 | 32,855
Third quintile .. ... .. 54,041 54,620 | 53,178 | 52,773 | 52,468 | 53,390 | 54,676| 55,126| 57,057| 56,626| 56,152 | 55,665
Fourthquintile . ........ .. ... ... 87,834 | 87,888| 84,885| 84,654| 84,299| 85,651 86,863 | 87,705| 90,334 | 89,630 | 88,320 87,772
Highest quintile .. ........ ... .. o i 194,053 | 196,516 | 188,236 | 187,568 | 187,397 | 183,938 | 188,578 | 188,097 | 191,800 | 197,475 | 193,536 | 189,815
Top5percent. .....oouvuiiiiiii 332,347 | 339,938 | 327,618 | 327,954 | 327,849 | 311,865 | 326,051 | 324,066 | 327,934 | 349,231 | 340,974 | 330,773
Shares of Household Income
of Quintiles
Lowestquintile. . ........ ... .. i 3.1 3.1 3.2 3.2 3.2 3.3 3.4 3.4 3.4 3.4 3.4 3.4
Second quintile ........ .. 8.2 8.2 8.4 8.3 8.4 8.5 8.6 8.6 8.7 8.6 8.6 8.7
Third quintile .. ... 14.3 14.3 14.4 14.4 14.3 14.6 14.6 14.7 14.8 14.5 14.6 14.7
Fourthquintile . ........ .. ... .. . 23.2 23.0 23.0 23.0 23.0 23.4 23.2 23.3 234 22.9 23.0 23.2
Highest quintile .. ......... .. ... .. i 51.2 51.4 51.0 51.0 51.1 50.3 50.3 50.0 49.7 50.5 50.4 50.1
Top5percent. ......oovviiiiiiiiinne 21.9 22.2 22.2 22.3 22.3 21.3 21.7 21.5 21.2 22.3 22.2 21.8
Summary Measures
Gini index of income inequality .. ................| 0.480 0.482 0.476 0.477 0.477 0.470 0.468 0.466 0.463 0.470 0.469 0.466
Mean logarithmic deviation of income . ... .........| 0.611 0.606 0.578 0.586 0.585 0.574 0.550 0.541 0.532 0.543 0.545 0.543
Theil. ..o 0.419 0.428 0.415 0.423 0.422 0.400 0.403 0.398 0.391 0.417 0.411 0.406
Atkinson:
€=0.25 . . 0.102 0.103 0.100 0.101 0.101 0.097 0.097 0.096 0.095 0.099 0.098 0.097
€=0.50 . ... 0.200 0.202 0.196 0.198 0.198 0.191 0.190 0.188 0.185 0.192 0.192 0.190
e=0.75 . . 0.307 0.307 0.298 0.300 0.300 0.293 0.288 0.285 0.281 0.289 0.289 0.286
STANDARD ERROR
Household Income at
Selected Percentiles
10th percentile limit . .. ......... .. ... ... ... ... 200 290 175 223 17 142 93 92 92 97 93 93
20th percentile limit . . ........... .. ... ... L 250 262 220 246 186 129 118 118 127 129 129 130
40th percentile limit ... ......... ... o 387 466 323 345 377 143 180 174 143 209 152 163
50th (median) . ... 457 665 281 216 264 353 235 151 160 243 188 246
60th percentile limit . . ........... ... ... .. ... 520 763 510 532 491 472 192 294 306 192 306 226
80th percentile limit . . .......... ... ... ... ... 669 648 728 623 596 181 344 337 343 430 390 390
90th percentile limit. . .......... ... ... . 1,084 1,767 764 954 1,011 961 704 641 673 663 651 616
95th percentile limit .. ............ ... .. ... 1,504 2,099 2,304 1,419 1,555 1,227 971 1,014 979 1,176 1,355 1,149
Household Income Ratios
of Selected Percentiles
9Oth/10th . ..o 0.219 0.321 0.167 0.211 0.082 0.130 0.095 0.091 0.089 0.090 0.090 0.088
95th/20th . . .o 0.117 0.146 0.133 0.114 0.094 0.076 0.063 0.063 0.064 0.069 0.076 0.069
95th/B0th . . .o 0.035 0.055 0.045 0.031 0.030 0.026 0.022 0.023 0.021 0.025 0.028 0.025
80th/50th . . ... 0.015 0.025 0.014 0.013 0.012 0.010 0.010 0.010 0.009 0.011 0.010 0.011
80th/20th . . ... 0.060 0.069 0.051 0.056 0.042 0.031 0.030 0.029 0.031 0.032 0.031 0.032
20th/50th . . oo 0.004 0.005 0.004 0.004 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003
Mean Household Income of Quintiles
Lowestquintile. .. ........ ... ... .. i 123 201 123 109 122 111 46 46 46 48 47 47
Secondquintile . ... ... 202 350 237 191 191 214 40 40 43 41 42 41
Third quintile .. ........ . 304 487 362 257 270 298 52 53 53 53 53 54
Fourth quintile ... ....... ... ... i 462 694 500 399 407 440 84 83 86 87 83 82
Highestquintile .......... ... ... ... ... ... ... 1,655 2,737 1,928 1,671 1,393 1,374 929 909 920 1,109 1,038 1,027
Top5percent. ......oouiiiiiiiiiininenna.. 4,998 9,171 6,035 5,315 4,434 4,360 2,928 2,846 2,894 3,644 3,335 3,346
Shares of Household Income
of Quintiles
Lowestquintile. .. ......... ... ... .. 0.03 0.05 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
Secondquintile . ... ... .. 0.05 0.09 0.06 0.05 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06
Thirdquintile .. ... 0.07 0.12 0.08 0.07 0.06 0.06 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10
Fourth quintile . .. ....... ... ... o 0.09 0.17 0.11 0.09 0.08 0.09 0.15 0.16 0.16 0.15 0.15 0.16
Highestquintile ............. ... ... ... ... ... 0.20 0.36 0.24 0.20 0.17 0.18 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.34 0.34 0.34
Top 5 Percent. .. ...ooveui 0.24 0.46 0.30 0.26 0.23 0.23 0.30 0.30 0.29 0.31 0.31 0.31
Summary Measures
Gini index of income inequality .. ................| 0.0021 0.0037 | 0.0025| 0.0020| 0.0018| 0.0019| 0.0028 | 0.0027| 0.0027| 0.0028| 0.0029| 0.0029
Mean logarithmic deviation of income . ............| 0.0073 | 0.0124| 0.0079| 0.0068| 0.0067 | 0.0066| 0.0064| 0.0063| 0.0062| 0.0063| 0.0063| 0.0063
Theil. ..o 0.0054 | 0.0107 | 0.0067 | 0.0059| 0.0050| 0.0049 | 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0002 | 0.0001 0.0001
Atkinson:
€=0.25 . . 0.0011 0.0021 0.0013| 0.0011 0.0010| 0.0010| 0.0011 0.0011 0.0011 0.0014 | 0.0013| 0.0013
€=0.50 . .ot 0.0018 | 0.0033| 0.0022| 0.0018| 0.0016| 0.0016| 0.0018| 0.0017| 0.0018| 0.0021 0.0020 | 0.0020
€=0.75 . o 0.0025 1 0.0043 1 0.0028 1 0.0023 | 0.0021 0.0021 0.0024 | 0.0023 | 0.0024 | 0.0027 | 0.0026 | 0.0026

Sée footnotes at end of table.
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Table A-2.

Selected Measures of Household Income Dispersion: 1967 to 2014—Con.

(Income in 2014 CPI-U-RS adjusted dollars. Beginning with 2010, standard errors were calculated using replicate weights. For further explanation of income inequality
measures, see Current Population Reports, Series P60-204, The Changing Shape of the Nation’s Income Distribution: 1947-1998. For information on confidentiality
protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp.//ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmarl15.pdf)

Measures of income
dispersion 2003 2002 2001 2000° 19997 1998 1997 1996 19958 1994°
MEASURE
Household Income at
Selected Percentiles
10th percentile limit . .. ........... ... ... ... ... 13,563 13,976 14,290 14,549 14,701 14,070 13,553 13,388 13,383 12,682
20th percentile limit . . ......... .. i 23,151 23,578 24,031 24,637 24,349 23,377 22,650 22,190 22,213 21,209
40th percentile limit . . ... oo 43,768 43,926 44,551 45,370 45,356 44,109 42,948 41,712 41,517 39,809
50th (median) ........... ... i 55,763 55,812 56,472 57,730 57,826 56,405 54,427 53,330 52,565 50,968
60th percentile limit . ............ ... ... ... ... 70,097 69,963 70,877 71,731 71,591 70,116 67,657 66,123 64,792 63,347
80th percentile limit . . .......... ... ... ... ... .. 111,823 110,569 111,665 112,416 112,582 108,792 105,163 102,198 100,459 99,272
90th percentile limit . . .......... ... ... 152,158 150,176 151,955 153,983 153,144 146,941 143,642 138,313 135,283 134,092
95th percentile limit . . .......... ... . 198,398 197,409 201,263 199,655 201,770 191,762 186,130 179,619 174,312 173,487
Household Income Ratios
of Selected Percentiles
9Oth/10th . . . oo 11.22 10.75 10.63 10.58 10.42 10.44 10.60 10.33 10.11 10.57
95th/20th 8.57 8.37 8.38 8.10 8.29 8.20 8.22 8.10 7.85 8.18
95th/50th 3.56 3.54 3.56 3.46 3.49 3.40 3.42 3.37 3.32 3.40
80th/50th 2.01 1.98 1.98 1.95 1.95 1.93 1.93 1.92 1.91 1.95
80th/20th 4.83 4.69 4.65 4.56 4.62 4.65 4.64 4.61 4.52 4.68
20th/50th 0.42 0.42 0.43 0.43 0.42 0.41 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.42
Mean Household Income of Quintiles
Lowestquintile. .. ........... ... ... .. 12,868 13,147 13,555 13,964 14,088 13,378 13,001 12,915 12,873 12,186
Secondquintile . ... ... .. 33,055 33,427 34,058 34,867 34,593 33,781 32,502 31,700 31,465 30,368
Third quintile .. ... 56,110 56,329 57,008 58,064 57,903 56,524 54,680 53,321 52,611 51,160
Fourthquintile . ....... .. .. i 88,816 88,604 89,383 90,263 90,118 87,419 84,692 82,525 80,876 79,610
Highest quintile .. .............. ... ... ... ... 189,333 189,172 195,206 195,598 192,178 184,988 180,562 173,569 168,776 167,364
Topb5percent........cooiiiiiiiiiiinena. 325,993 330,339 348,319 347,010 334,025 322,434 316,865 302,351 291,283 289,160
Shares of Household Income
of Quintiles
Lowestquintile. .. ......... ... .. ... ... ... 3.4 35 3.5 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.7 3.6
Secondquintile . ... ... .. 8.7 8.8 8.7 8.9 8.9 9.0 8.9 9.0 9.1 8.9
Third quintile .. ... . 14.8 14.8 14.6 14.8 14.9 15.0 15.0 15.1 15.2 15.0
Fourthquintile . ....... ... .. . 23.4 23.3 23.0 23.0 23.2 23.2 28.2 23.3 23.3 28.4
Highest quintile .. ........ ... .. i 49.8 49.7 50.1 49.8 49.4 49.2 49.4 49.0 48.7 491
Topbpercent.........coovviiiiiiniinnnnn.. 21.4 217 224 22.1 215 214 21.7 21.4 21.0 21.2
Summary Measures
Gini index of income inequality .. ................| 0.464 0.462 0.466 0.462 0.458 0.456 0.459 0.455 0.450 0.456
Mean logarithmic deviation of income . ... .........| 0.530 0.514 0.515 0.490 0.476 0.488 0.484 0.464 0.452 0.471
Theil. ... 0.397 0.398 0.413 0.404 0.386 0.389 0.396 0.389 0.378 0.387
Atkinson:
e=0.25 . ... 0.095 0.095 0.098 0.096 0.092 0.093 0.094 0.093 0.090 0.092
€=0.50 . ... 0.187 0.186 0.189 0.185 0.180 0.181 0.183 0.179 0.175 0.180
€=0.75 . o 0.283 0.279 0.282 0.275 0.268 0.271 0.272 0.266 0.261 0.268
STANDARD ERROR
Household Income at
Selected Percentiles
10th percentile limit . .. ........... ... ... ... .. 93 93 98 98 99 96 101 94 95 89
20th percentile limit . . ........... .. ... ... ... .. 129 135 133 141 135 142 134 135 124 123
40th percentile limit . . ........... .. .. . 209 205 204 223 164 225 281 272 226 238
50th (median) ............ i 242 183 173 181 270 334 252 269 304 232
60th percentile limit . . .......... ... ... ... . 243 292 283 261 216 361 314 346 286 293
80th percentile limit . . .......... ... .. 411 302 323 330 351 339 466 355 377 323
90th percentile limit. .............. ... ... ... 652 592 576 667 643 556 594 640 586 593
95th percentile limit . ............ ... ... ... 917 939 1,011 1,280 1,123 1,112 972 884 1,036 983
Household Income Ratios
of Selected Percentiles
90th/10th . . ... 0.091 0.083 0.083 0.085 0.083 0.082 0.091 0.087 0.084 0.087
95th/20th . . ... 0.062 0.062 0.063 0.070 0.065 0.069 0.065 0.063 0.064 0.066
95th/50th . . .o 0.021 0.022 0.023 0.026 0.024 0.024 0.022 0.022 0.023 0.024
80th/50th . . ..o 0.011 0.009 0.010 0.009 0.010 0.010 0.011 0.011 0.010 0.010
80th/20th . . .. 0.032 0.030 0.029 0.029 0.029 0.032 0.034 0.032 0.031 0.031
20th/B0th . ... 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003
Mean Household Income of Quintiles
Lowestquintile. ................ ... ... ... ... 47 47 48 49 49 48 47 44 45 44
Secondquintile . ........ ... . 42 42 43 43 44 44 43 42 42 41
Third quintile .. ........ .. . 54 54 55 55 56 56 53 53 51 51
Fourthquintile .. ....... .. ... ... ... . 85 83 84 84 85 82 80 77 77 79
Highest quintile .. ....... ... ... ... . 973 1,022 1,152 1,141 1,004 1,047 1,075 1,046 984 988
Top5percent...........iiiiiiiiii 3,123 3,307 3,791 3,748 3,164 4,799 4,996 4,908 4,579 4,608
Shares of Household Income
of Quintiles
Lowestquintile. .. ........ ... ... i 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
Secondquintile . ... ... 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.07 0.07
Thirdquintile .. ........ .. .. 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11
Fourthquintile .. ...... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.17 0.17 0.17 0.17 0.17
Highest quintile .. ......... ... .. ... ... .. ... 0.34 0.34 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.36
Top5percent. ......oouiiiiiiiiiininn. 0.30 0.31 0.32 0.32 0.31 0.44 0.45 0.45 0.44 0.45
Summary Measures
Gini index of income inequality .. ................ | 0.0028 0.0029 0.0030 0.0030 0.0041 0.0042 0.0043 0.0043 0.0043 0.0042
Mean logarithmic deviation of income.............| 0.0054 0.0052 0.0051 0.0049 0.0059 0.0069 0.0067 0.0064 0.0063 0.0061
Theil. ..o 0.0001 0.0001 0.0002 0.0002 0.0001 0.0002 0.0002 0.0002 0.0002 0.0002
Atkinson:
e=0.25 . . ... 0.0012 0.0012 0.0014 0.0013 0.0013 0.0015 0.0016 0.0016 0.0015 0.0015
e=0.50 .. ... 0.0018 0.0020 0.0022 0.0021 0.0021 0.0023 0.0025 0.0024 0.0024 0.0023
e=0.75 . .. 0.0024 0.0025 0.0027 0.0026 0.0027 0.0029 0.0030 0.0030 0.0029 0.0028

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table A-2.

Selected Measures of Household Income Dispersion: 1967 to 2014—Con.
(Income in 2014 CPI-U-RS adjusted dollars. Beginning with 2010, standard errors were calculated using replicate weights. For further explanation of income inequality
measures, see Current Population Reports, Series P60-204, The Changing Shape of the Nation’s Income Distribution: 1947-1998. For information on confidentiality

protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp.//ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmarl15.pdf)

Measures of income

dispersion 1993 1992 1991 1990 1989 1988 1987 1986 1985
MEASURE
Household Income at
Selected Percentiles
10th percentile limit . .. ......... .. ... ... .. ... 12,401 12,400 12,582 12,854 13,274 12,623 12,435 12,329 12,374
20th percentile limit . . .......... ... 20,922 20,832 21,345 21,951 22,300 21,889 21,532 21,120 20,860
40th percentile limit ... ........... . ... ... L 39,818 39,912 40,686 41,552 42,402 41,347 40,871 40,396 39,248
50th (median) . ... 50,406 50,652 51,071 52,581 53,290 52,357 51,957 51,314 49,559
60th percentile limit . . .........................] 62,591 62,662 62,843 63,569 65,170 64,436 63,798 62,695 60,800
80th percentile limit . . ............. ... ........] 97,291 95,906 96,221 96,943 99,018 97,296 96,421 94,771 91,442
90th percentile limit . . .......... ... ... . 131,885 128,217 128,642 130,123 132,653 128,848 127,205 124,384 119,938
95th percentile limit . . .......... ... . 168,830 163,714 163,423 166,382 169,148 164,695 161,345 158,919 151,090
Household Income Ratios
of Selected Percentiles
9Oth/10th . . ..o 10.64 10.34 10.22 10.12 9.99 10.21 10.23 10.09 9.69
95th/20th 8.07 7.86 7.66 7.58 7.59 7.52 7.49 7.53 7.24
95th/50th 3.35 3.23 3.20 3.16 3.17 3.15 3.1 3.10 3.05
80th/50th 1.93 1.89 1.88 1.84 1.86 1.86 1.86 1.85 1.85
80th/20th 4.65 4.60 4.51 4.42 4.44 4.45 4.48 4.49 4.38
20th/50th 0.42 0.41 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.41 0.41 0.42
Mean Household Income of Quintiles
Lowestquintile. . ............ i 11,874 11,997 12,251 12,584 12,894 12,432 12,225 11,901 11,780
Second quintile .. ...... ... ... oo 30,100 30,059 30,769 31,661 32,080 31,380 31,070 30,612 29,853
Third quintile .. ... 50,456 50,643 51,108 52,297 53,326 52,484 51,945 51,226 49,553
Fourthquintile . ....... .. .. i 78,412 77,742 77,909 78,849 80,661 79,337 78,518 77,172 74,538
Highestquintile ............ .. ... ... ... ... ... 163,367 150,636 149,399 153,016 157,679 151,462 149,320 146,068 139,233
Top5percent. .....oouuiii i 280,392 239,087 233,149 243,662 254,754 238,879 235,255 228,826 214,775
Shares of Household Income
of Quintiles
Lowestquintile. . ............ . i 3.6 3.8 3.8 3.8 3.8 3.8 3.8 3.8 3.9
Second quintile .. ........ 9.0 9.4 9.6 9.6 9.5 9.6 9.6 9.7 9.8
Third quintile .. ... . 15.1 15.8 15.9 15.9 15.8 16.0 16.1 16.2 16.2
Fourthquintile . ....... .. .. . 235 24.2 24.2 24.0 24.0 24.2 24.3 24.3 24.4
Highest quintile .. ........ ... .. i 48.9 46.9 46.5 46.6 46.8 46.3 46.2 46.1 45.6
Top5percent. .....ooouiiiiiiii i 21.0 18.6 18.1 18.5 18.9 18.3 18.2 18.0 17.6
Summary Measures
Gini index of income inequality .. ................| 0.454 0.433 0.428 0.428 0.431 0.426 0.426 0.425 0.419
Mean logarithmic deviation of income . ............| 0.467 0.416 0.411 0.402 0.406 0.401 0.414 0.416 0.403
Theil. ..o 0.385 0.323 0.313 0.317 0.324 0.314 0.311 0.310 0.300
Atkinson:
e=0.25 . ... 0.092 0.080 0.078 0.078 0.080 0.078 0.077 0.077 0.075
€=0.50 . ... 0.178 0.160 0.156 0.156 0.158 0.155 0.155 0.155 0.151
€=0.75 . o 0.266 0.242 0.237 0.236 0.239 0.236 0.238 0.237 0.231
STANDARD ERROR
Household Income at
Selected Percentiles
10th percentile limit . .. ......... ... .. ... ... 89 88 91 98 98 98 98 98 95
20th percentile limit . . ........... .. ... ... 125 125 130 135 139 137 139 140 137
40th percentile limit . . ........... .. ... ... 238 246 243 251 266 236 237 239 227
50th (median) .. ... 236 240 246 269 293 256 245 266 269
60th percentile limit . . .......... ... ... ... ... 346 316 266 265 293 336 279 259 292
80th percentile limit . . ......................... 365 317 349 373 307 342 331 368 300
90th percentile limit. . ........... .. ... .. ......] 461 423 462 499 800 523 461 567 511
95th percentile limit . . ........... .. ... .. ... 839 828 836 940 903 1,023 752 664 1,260
Household Income Ratios
of Selected Percentiles
QOth/10th . . .o 0.085 0.081 0.082 0.087 0.095 0.089 0.088 0.093 0.085
95th/20th . . .o 0.063 0.062 0.061 0.063 0.062 0.066 0.060 0.059 0.077
95th/50th . . .o 0.022 0.021 0.021 0.022 0.021 0.023 0.020 0.018 0.028
80th/50th . . ..o 0.011 0.010 0.011 0.010 0.009 0.010 0.010 0.011 0.010
80th/20th . ... 0.033 0.032 0.032 0.032 0.031 0.032 0.033 0.034 0.032
20th/B0th . ..o 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003
Mean Household Income of Quintiles
Lowestquintile. ................ ... ... ... ... 44 43 44 45 46 45 45 46 46
Second quintile .. ...... .. 42 42 43 44 45 44 45 44 43
Third quintile .. ... 50 50 50 50 52 51 52 52 50
Fourth quintile ... ........... . o i 77 73 73 74 75 74 73 72 70
Highest quintile .. ......... .. ... ... . i 988 548 521 576 637 577 566 534 486
Top5percent. ... ..ooouiiiiiiiiii 4,667 1,951 1,853 2,098 2,398 2,167 2,221 1,850 1,662
Shares of Household Income
of Quintiles
Lowestquintile. .. ........ ... ... 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
Second quintile ........ ... . 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.08 0.08
Third quintile .. ... 0.11 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.13 0.13
Fourth quintile ... .......... ... i 0.17 0.18 0.18 0.18 0.18 0.18 0.19 0.19 0.19
Highestquintile ......... ... ... ... ... ... ... 0.36 0.35 0.34 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.35
TopSpercent................ ... 0.45 0.38 0.37 0.39 0.40 0.38 0.41 0.37 0.37
Summary Measures
Gini index of income inequality .. ................| 0.0042 0.0038 0.0038 0.0039 0.0040 0.0041 0.0038 0.0038 0.0037
Mean logarithmic deviation of income.............| 0.0061 0.0055 0.0056 0.0053 0.0053 0.0055 0.0055 0.0057 0.0056
Theil. . oo 0.0002 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001
Atkinson:
€=0.25 . .o 0.0015 0.0007 0.0007 0.0007 0.0008 0.0008 0.0007 0.0007 0.0006
€=0.50 . . ot 0.0024 0.0013 0.0012 0.0013 0.0014 0.0014 0.0013 0.0012 0.0011
€=0.75 . o 0.0029 0.0019 0.0018 0.0018 0.0019 0.0020 0.0018 0.0018 0.0017
See footnotes at end of table.
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Table A-2.

Selected Measures of Household Income Dispersion: 1967 to 2014—Con.

(Income in 2014 CPI-U-RS adjusted dollars. Beginning with 2010, standard errors were calculated using replicate weights. For further explanation of income inequality
measures, see Current Population Reports, Series P60-204, The Changing Shape of the Nation’s Income Distribution: 1947-1998. For information on confidentiality
protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp.//ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmarl15.pdf)

Measures of income
dispersion 1984 1983 1982 1981 1980 1979 1978 1977 1976'°
MEASURE
Household Income at
Selected Percentiles
10th percentile limit . .. ......... .. ... ... .. ... 12,365 11,877 11,922 12,139 12,310 12,476 12,719 12,463 12,311
20th percentile limit . . .......... .. i 20,619 20,218 19,788 20,043 20,457 21,275 21,042 20,406 20,450
40th percentile limit . . ......... oo i 38,590 37,594 37,634 37,467 38,364 39,511 39,785 38,435 38,099
50th (median) ........... ... i 48,650 47,184 47,516 47,644 48,448 50,030 50,170 48,301 47,997
60th percentile limit . ............ ... ... ... ... 59,454 57,699 57,502 57,950 58,816 60,789 60,198 58,586 58,038
80th percentile limit . ........... ... ... ... ... .. 89,811 87,198 85,747 85,676 86,118 88,140 87,551 85,412 83,501
90th percentile limit . . .......... ... .. . 118,135 114,126 113,080 111,915 111,895 114,093 113,235 108,936 107,071
95th percentile limit . . .......... ... . 148,673 143,462 141,543 137,880 138,590 142,423 140,062 135,236 132,420
Household Income Ratios
of Selected Percentiles
90th/10th 9.55 9.61 9.49 9.22 9.09 9.15 8.90 8.74 8.70
95th/20th 7.21 7.10 7.15 6.88 6.78 6.69 6.66 6.63 6.48
95th/50th 3.06 3.04 2.98 2.89 2.86 2.85 2.79 2.80 2.76
80th/50th 1.85 1.85 1.80 1.80 1.78 1.76 1.75 1.77 1.74
80th/20th 4.36 4.31 4.33 4.28 4.21 4.14 4.16 4.19 4.08
20th/50th 0.42 0.43 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.43 0.42 0.42 0.43
Mean Household Income of Quintiles
Lowestquintile. .. ...... ... ... ... . 11,798 11,416 11,283 11,496 11,791 12,176 12,274 11,869 11,927
Secondquintile . ... ... .. 29,387 28,678 28,554 28,635 29,346 30,285 30,141 29,213 29,198
Third quintile .. ... 48,699 47,412 47,264 47,437 48,424 49,931 49,767 48,327 48,017
Fourthquintile . ....... .. .. 73,326 71,147 70,294 70,711 71,341 73,272 72,902 70,807 69,731
Highest quintile .. .............. ... ... ... ... 134,827 130,628 128,925 126,310 127,198 131,497 130,157 126,266 123,410
Top5percent........coviiiiiiiiiinenna. 203,527 197,365 194,807 187,696 190,084 200,547 198,113 193,164 188,038
Shares of Household Income
of Quintiles
Lowestquintile. .. ........ ... ... ... ... ... 4.0 4.0 4.0 41 4.2 41 4.2 4.2 4.3
Secondquintile . ... .. ... 9.9 9.9 10.0 10.1 10.2 10.2 10.2 10.2 10.3
Third quintile .. ... . 16.3 16.4 16.5 16.7 16.8 16.8 16.8 16.9 17.0
Fourthquintile . ....... ... .. . o 24.6 24.6 24.5 24.8 24.7 24.6 24.7 24.7 24.7
Highest quintile .. ........ ... .. oo 45.2 451 45.0 44.3 441 44.2 441 44.0 43.7
Top5percent.........oooiiiiiiiiiii 171 17.0 17.0 16.5 16.5 16.9 16.8 16.8 16.6
Summary Measures
Gini index of income inequality .. ................| 0.415 0.414 0.412 0.406 0.403 0.404 0.402 0.402 0.398
Mean logarithmic deviation of income . ... .........| 0.391 0.397 0.401 0.387 0.375 0.369 0.363 0.364 0.361
Theil. ... 0.290 0.288 0.287 0.277 0.274 0.279 0.275 0.276 0.271
Atkinson:
e=0.25 . ... 0.073 0.072 0.072 0.070 0.069 0.070 0.069 0.069 0.068
€=0.50 . ... 0.147 0.147 0.146 0.141 0.140 0.141 0.139 0.139 0.137
€=0.75 . o 0.225 0.226 0.226 0.220 0.216 0.216 0.213 0.213 0.211
STANDARD ERROR
Household Income at
Selected Percentiles
10th percentile limit . .. ........... ... ... ... .. 93 95 95 143 140 139 140 133 133
20th percentile limit . . ........... ... ... ... ... 124 127 127 129 135 145 145 142 145
40th percentile limit . . .......... ... .. . 236 205 215 224 233 240 212 220 221
50th (median) ...... ... 221 215 214 250 249 237 203 182 178
60th percentile limit . . .......... ... ... .. . 272 254 264 291 242 253 276 241 242
80th percentile limit . . .......... ... .. i 319 289 319 255 301 254 325 250 289
90th percentile limit. . ........... ... ... . 407 503 434 419 475 457 375 516 376
95th percentile limit . . .......... ... ... .. . 743 686 816 767 735 787 765 663 763
Household Income Ratios
of Selected Percentiles
9O0th/10th . . ... 0.079 0.088 0.084 0.114 0.110 0.108 0.102 0.102 0.099
95th/20th . . ... 0.056 0.056 0.062 0.059 0.057 0.059 0.059 0.056 0.059
95th/50th . . .o 0.020 0.019 0.021 0.020 0.019 0.020 0.020 0.018 0.020
80th/50th . . ..o 0.010 0.010 0.010 0.009 0.010 0.009 0.010 0.009 0.010
80th/20th . . ..o 0.030 0.031 0.032 0.030 0.031 0.031 0.033 0.032 0.032
20th/B0th . ... 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.004
Mean Household Income of Quintiles
Lowestquintile................. ... ... . ... ... 45 46 46 47 47 48 49 50 49
Secondquintile . ......... . 42 41 42 41 43 44 46 45 45
Third quintile .. ........ .. . 49 48 47 49 49 52 52 50 51
Fourthquintile ... ... .. ... ... .. 71 68 67 65 65 66 67 66 64
Highest quintile .. ......... .. ... ... . i 428 413 415 389 421 469 467 478 474
Top5Spercent. ... ..ooouiiiiiiiiiii 1,357 1,276 1,306 1,228 1,431 1,529 1,511 1,609 1,622
Shares of Household Income
of Quintiles
Lowestquintile................. ... ... ... ... 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04
Secondquintile . ... ... 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.09 0.09 0.09
Thirdquintile .. ........ ... 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.15
Fourthquintile .. ......... ... ... ... ... ... ... 0.19 0.19 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.21 0.21 0.21
Highest quintile .. ......... ... .. ... ... .. ... 0.35 0.36 0.36 0.35 0.36 0.36 0.37 0.37 0.37
Top5percent. ......oouviiiiiiiiiiinenna. 0.36 0.36 0.36 0.35 0.36 0.35 0.35 0.36 0.36
Summary Measures
Gini index of income inequality .. ................ | 0.0037 0.0037 0.0038 0.0038 0.0036 0.0038 0.0039 0.0039 0.0041
Mean logarithmic deviation of income.............| 0.0055 0.0056 0.0057 0.0056 0.0051 0.0050 0.0054 0.0054 0.0054
Theil. . oo 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001
Atkinson:
e=0.25 . . ... 0.0006 0.0006 0.0006 0.0006 0.0006 0.0006 0.0006 0.0006 0.0006
e=0.50 .. ... 0.0011 0.0011 0.0011 0.0011 0.0010 0.0011 0.0011 0.0011 0.0011
e=0.75 . .. 0.0016 0.0016 0.0017 0.0017 0.0016 0.0017 0.0016 0.0017 0.0017

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table A-2.

Selected Measures of Household Income Dispersion: 1967 to 2014—Con.

(Income in 2014 CPI-U-RS adjusted dollars. Beginning with 2010, standard errors were calculated using replicate weights. For further explanation of income inequality
measures, see Current Population Reports, Series P60-204, The Changing Shape of the Nation’s Income Distribution: 1947-1998. For information on confidentiality
protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp.//ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmarl15.pdf)

Measures of income
dispersion 1975" 19741718 1973 1972 19712 1970 1969 1968 1967%
MEASURE
Household Income at
Selected Percentiles
10th percentile limit . .. ......... .. ... ... .. ... 12,243 12,587 12,503 11,939 11,197 11,024 11,282 10,998 10,102
20th percentile limit . . .......... .. i 20,006 21,044 20,943 20,498 19,809 20,067 20,411 19,818 18,593
40th percentile limit . . ......... oo i 37,547 39,035 40,271 39,477 37,762 38,443 39,166 37,573 36,257
50th (median) ........... ... i 47,213 48,483 50,069 49,078 47,062 47,524 47,896 46,179 44,271
60th percentile limit . ............ ... ... ... ... 56,736 57,680 59,585 58,344 55,569 55,915 56,642 53,854 51,461
80th percentile limit . ........... ... ... ... ... .. 81,463 83,712 85,791 83,508 79,236 79,775 79,360 75,671 73,382
90th percentile limit . . .......... ... .. . 104,430 107,942 110,740 107,296 101,651 101,616 100,696 95,423 93,215
95th percentile limit . . .......... ... . 128,552 132,498 137,889 134,398 125,828 126,102 124,463 118,384 117,759
Household Income Ratios
of Selected Percentiles
90th/10th 8.53 8.58 8.86 8.99 9.08 9.22 8.93 8.68 9.23
95th/20th 6.43 6.30 6.58 6.56 6.35 6.28 6.10 5.97 6.33
95th/50th 2.72 2.73 2.75 2.74 2.67 2.65 2.60 2.56 2.66
80th/50th 1.73 1.73 1.71 1.70 1.68 1.68 1.66 1.64 1.66
80th/20th 4.07 3.98 4.10 4.07 4.00 3.98 3.89 3.82 3.95
20th/50th 0.42 0.43 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.43 0.43 0.42
Mean Household Income of Quintiles
Lowestquintile. .. ...... ... ... ... . 11,640 12,049 12,094 11,555 10,906 10,838 11,030 10,769 9,915
Secondquintile . ... ... .. 28,592 29,948 30,407 29,847 28,824 29,361 29,780 28,880 27,473
Third quintile .. ... 46,911 48,268 49,875 48,709 46,731 47,280 47,587 45,802 43,865
Fourthquintile . ....... .. .. 68,162 69,708 71,747 69,928 66,437 66,644 66,654 63,893 61,372
Highest quintile .. .............. ... ... ... ... 120,345 123,506 128,376 125,541 117,721 117,985 117,156 111,023 110,447
Top5percent........coviiiiiiiiiinenna. 182,628 187,729 197,739 194,583 180,563 181,093 180,328 169,742 174,219
Shares of Household Income
of Quintiles
Lowestquintile. .. ........ ... ... ... ... ... 4.3 4.3 4.2 41 41 41 41 4.2 4.0
Secondquintile . ... .. ... 104 10.6 10.4 10.4 10.6 10.8 10.9 111 10.8
Third quintile .. ... . 17.0 17.0 17.0 17.0 17.3 17.4 17.5 17.6 17.3
Fourthquintile . ....... ... .. . o 24.7 24.6 24.5 24.5 24.5 24.5 24.5 24.5 24.2
Highest quintile .. ........ ... .. oo 43.6 43.5 43.9 43.9 43.5 43.3 43.0 42.6 43.6
Top5percent.........oooiiiiiiiiiii 16.5 16.5 16.9 17.0 16.7 16.6 16.6 16.3 17.2
Summary Measures
Gini index of income inequality .. ................| 0.397 0.395 0.400 0.401 0.396 0.394 0.391 0.386 0.397
Mean logarithmic deviation of income . ... .........| 0.361 0.352 0.355 0.370 0.370 0.370 0.357 0.356 0.380
Theil. ... 0.270 0.267 0.270 0.279 0.273 0.271 0.268 0.273 0.287
Atkinson:
e=0.25 . ... 0.067 0.067 0.068 0.070 0.068 0.068 0.067 0.067 0.071
€=0.50 . ... 0.136 0.134 0.136 0.140 0.138 0.138 0.135 0.135 0.143
€=0.75 . o 0.210 0.207 0.210 0.216 0.214 0.214 0.209 0.208 0.220
STANDARD ERROR
Household Income at
Selected Percentiles
10th percentile limit . .. ........... ... ... ... .. 127 134 133 132 128 133 136 134 129
20th percentile limit . . ........... ... ... ... ... 147 179 177 176 171 178 181 178 173
40th percentile limit . . .......... ... .. . 220 228 244 238 225 231 229 216 205
50th (median) ...... ... 192 186 191 187 182 174 177 167 161
60th percentile limit . . .......... ... ... .. . 250 268 290 239 234 249 230 225 235
80th percentile limit . . .......... ... .. i 345 237 275 326 386 206 220 246 290
90th percentile limit. .............. ... ... ..... 473 390 400 540 289 327 388 512 689
95th percentile limit . . .......... ... ... .. . 693 874 627 847 506 626 771 532 500
Household Income Ratios
of Selected Percentiles
9O0th/10th . . ... 0.097 0.096 0.100 0.109 0.107 0.115 0.113 0.115 0.136
95th/20th . . ... 0.059 0.068 0.063 0.070 0.060 0.064 0.066 0.060 0.065
95th/50th . . .o 0.019 0.022 0.018 0.021 0.016 0.017 0.020 0.016 0.016
80th/50th . . ..o 0.010 0.009 0.010 0.010 0.011 0.008 0.008 0.009 0.010
80th/20th . . ..o 0.035 0.036 0.037 0.038 0.040 0.037 0.036 0.036 0.040
20th/B0th . ... 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.004
Mean Household Income of Quintiles
Lowestquintile................. ... ... . ... ... 49 52 50 52 51 54 53 54 51
Secondquintile . ......... . 45 47 51 50 48 50 51 50 50
Third quintile .. ........ .. . 49 47 51 50 48 47 47 45 44
Fourthquintile ... ... .. ... ... .. 63 66 67 66 63 63 62 59 58
Highest quintile .. ......... .. ... ... . i 475 480 520 545 517 531 542 508 552
Top5Spercent. ... ..ooouiiiiiiiiiii 1,674 1,632 1,762 1,923 1,872 1,935 1,997 1,869 2,014
Shares of Household Income
of Quintiles
Lowestquintile. .. ..... ... ... ... 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04
Secondquintile . ... ... 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.11 0.10
Thirdquintile .. ........ ... 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.17 0.17
Fourthquintile .. ......... ... ... ... ... ... ... 0.21 0.21 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.23 0.23 0.23 0.23
Highest quintile .. ......... ... .. ... ... .. ... 0.38 0.38 0.39 0.39 0.39 0.40 0.40 0.40 0.41
TopSpercent................ ... 0.36 0.36 0.38 0.38 0.38 0.39 0.39 0.39 0.41
Summary Measures
Gini index of income inequality .. ................ | 0.0056 0.0066 0.0040 0.0069 0.0063 0.0078 0.0066 0.0042 0.0044
Mean logarithmic deviation of income.............| 0.0059 0.0058 0.0057 0.0060 0.0061 0.0060 0.0058 0.0057 0.0060
Theil. . oo 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001 0.0001
Atkinson:
e=0.25 . . ... 0.0007 0.0006 0.0007 0.0007 0.0007 0.0007 0.0008 0.0007 0.0008
e=0.50 .. ... 0.0012 0.0011 0.0012 0.0013 0.0013 0.0013 0.0014 0.0012 0.0014
€=0.75 . . 0.0018 0.0017 0.0017 0.0018 0.0019 0.0019 0.0020 0.0018 0.0020

See footnotes on next page.
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"The 2014 CPS ASEC included redesigned questions for income and health insurance coverage. All of the approximately 98,000 addresses were eligible to receive the redesigned set of health insur-

ance coverage questions. The redesigned income questions were implemented to a subsample of these 98,000 addresses using a probability split panel design. Approximately 68,000 addresses were
eligible to receive a set of income questions similar to those used in the 2013 CPS ASEC and the remaining 30,000 addresses were eligible to receive the redesigned income questions. The source of
these 2013 estimates is the portion of the CPS ASEC sample which received the redesigned income questions, approximately 30,000 addresses.

2 The source of these 2013 estimates is the portion of the CPS ASEC sample which received the income questions consistent with the 2013 CPS ASEC, approximately 68,000 addresses.
2 Implementation of Census 2010-based population controls.
4 Medians are calculated using $2,500 income intervals. Beginning with 2009 income data, the Census Bureau expanded the upper income intervals used to calculate medians to $250,000 or more.

Medians falling in the upper open-ended interval are plugged with “$250,000.” Before 2009, the upper open-ended interval was $100,000 and a plug of “$100,000” was used.

5 The 2004 data have been revised to reflect a correction to the weights in the 2005 ASEC.

8 Implementation of a 28,000 household sample expansion.

7 Implementation of Census 2000-based population controls.

8 Full implementation of 1990 census-based sample design and metropolitan definitions, 7,000 household sample reduction, and revised editing of responses on race.

9 Introduction of 1990 census sample design.

1 Data collection method changed from paper and pencil to computer-assisted interviewing. In addition, the 1994 ASEC was revised to allow for the coding of different income amounts on selected

questionnaire items. Limits either increased or decreased in the following categories: earnings limits increased to $999,999; social security limits increased to $49,999; supplemental security income and
public assistance limits increased to $24,999; veterans’ benefits limits increased to $99,999; child support and alimony limits decreased to $49,999.

" Implementation of 1990 census population controls.

2 mplementation of a new CPS ASEC processing system.

3 Recording of amounts for earnings from longest job increased to $299,999. Full implementation of 1980 census-based sample design.

* Implementation of Hispanic population weighting controls and introduction of 1980 census-based sample design.

'® Implementation of 1980 census population controls. Questionnaire expanded to allow the recording of up to 27 possible values from a list of 51 possible sources of income.
'8 First year medians were derived using both Pareto and linear interpolation. Before this year, all medians were derived using linear interpolation.

7 Some of these estimates were derived using Pareto interpolation and may differ from published data, which were derived using linear interpolation.
'8 Implementation of a new CPS ASEC processing system. Questionnaire expanded to ask 11 income questions.

' Full implementation of 1970 census-based sample design.

20 Introduction of 1970 census sample design and population controls.

21 Implementation of a new CPS ASEC processing system.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 1968 to 2015 Annual Social and Economic Supplements.
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Table A-4.

Number and Real Median Earnings of Total Workers and Full-Time, Year-Round Workers by Sex

and Female-to-Male Earnings Ratio: 1960 to 2014

(People 15 years and older beginning in 1980 and people 14 years and older as of the following year for previous years. Before
1989, earnings are for civilian workers only. Earnings in 2014 CPI-U-RS adjusted dollars. Beginning with 2010, standard errors
were calculated using replicate weights. Before 2010, standard errors were calculated using the generalized variance function.
See Appendix C for more information. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions,
see ftp.//ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar15.pdf)

Total workers Full-time, year-round workers
Male Female Male Female
Number of Median Number of Median Number of Median Number of Median
Year workers earnings workers earnings workers earnings workers earnings Female-
(thousands) (dollars) (thousands) (dollars) (thousands) (dollars) (thousands) (dollars) to-
With Stan- With Stan- With Stan- With Stan- male
earn- dard earn- dard earn- dard earn- dard | earnings
Total ings | Value | error Total ings | Value | error Total ings | Value | error Total ings | Value | error ratio
2014....... 84,539 | 84,494 | 40,638 | 130 75,639 | 75,572 | 28,394 288 | 62,466 | 62,455| 50,383 | 132 46,246 | 46,226 | 39,621 436 0.786
2013'...... 83,916 | 83,855 | 40,887 | 308 74,892 | 74,821 | 27,838 287 | 61,240 | 61,240| 50,834 | 577 44,629 | 44,629 | 39,427 | 707 0.776
2013%...... 83,605 | 83,555 | 40,556 | 444 74,598 | 74,545 | 28,190 370 | 60,781 | 60,769 | 50,852 | 250 45,081 | 45,068 | 39,798 | 368 0.783
2012....... 83,070 | 83,003 | 39,096 | 427 74,252 | 74,188 | 27,719 141 59,028 | 59,009 | 50,936 | 482 44,059 | 44,042 | 38,967 | 372 0.765
2011....... 81,418 | 81,366 | 39,308 | 175 73,178 | 73,094 | 27,948 139 | 58,014 | 57,993 | 50,740 | 499 43,702 | 43,683 | 39,073 162 0.770
2010°%...... 80,893 | 80,856 | 39,942 | 173 72,789 | 72,716 | 28,778 142 | 56,294 | 56,283 | 52,068 | 531 43,184 | 43,179 | 40,055 159 0.769
2009*. ..... 81,979 | 81,934 | 40,089 | 130 73,063 | 72,972 | 28,722 103| 56,072 | 56,053 | 52,001 | 162 43,253 | 43,217 | 40,030 116 0.770
2008....... 84,088 | 84,039 | 40,210 | 118 74,600 | 74,538 | 28,204 107 | 59,875| 59,861 | 50,985| 159 44,163 | 44,156 | 39,305 117 0.771
2007....... 84,532 | 84,482 | 41,831 121 74,382 | 74,295 | 29,548 104 | 63,000 | 62,984 | 51,511 | 171 45,640 | 45,613 | 40,080 116 0.778
2006. ... ... 83,980 | 83,928 | 42,129 | 126 73,761 | 73,683 | 28,728 180 | 63,070 | 63,055 | 49,623 | 103 44,682 | 44,663 | 38,179 217 0.769
2005....... 82,987 | 82,934 | 41,640 | 341 72,544 | 72,476 | 27,972 173| 61,515| 61,500 | 50,171 | 109 43,369 | 43,351 | 38,620 98 0.770
2004°. .. ... 81,503 | 81,448 | 40,712 | 202 72,016 | 71,930 | 27,894 99| 60,103 | 60,088 | 51,131 | 113 42,414 | 42,380 | 39,154 99 0.766
2008....... 80,554 | 80,508 | 41,252 | 102 71,446 | 71,372 | 28,323 104 | 58,784 | 58,772 | 52,348 | 116 41,922 | 41,908 | 39,548 107 0.755
2002....... 80,548 | 80,500 | 41,645| 108 71,500 | 71,411 | 28,199 99| 58,774 | 58,761 | 51,886 | 321 41,900 | 41,876 | 39,745 105 0.766
2001....... 80,300 | 80,209 | 41,939 | 106 71,308 | 71,232 | 27,881 106 | 58,728 | 58,712 | 51,180 | 345 41,651 | 41,639 | 39,066 | 221 0.763
2000°. .. ... 80,572 | 80,494 | 42,548 | 107 71,758 | 71,657 | 27,861 106 | 59,619 | 59,602 | 51,210 | 139 41,744 | 41,719 | 37,752 140 0.737
19997. .. ... 79,360 | 79,322 | 42,752 | 206 71,153 | 71,053 | 26,209 230 | 58,318 | 58,299 | 51,724 | 193 40,890 | 40,871 | 37,404 161 0.723
1998....... 77,323 | 77,295 | 41,740 | 338 68,950 | 68,846 | 25,716 234 | 56,957 | 56,951 | 51,306 | 193 38,819 | 38,785 | 37,541 171 0.732
1997....... 76,731 | 76,694 | 39,492 | 179 67,851 | 67,736 | 24,593 159 | 54,933 | 54,909 | 49,542 | 472 37,715 | 37,683 | 36,741 228 0.742
1996....... 76,165 | 76,121 | 38,756 | 185 66,744 | 66,661 | 24,090 164 | 53,801 | 53,787 | 48,313| 173 36,457 | 36,430 | 35,637 | 250 0.738
19958 ... ... 74,681 | 74,619 | 38,621 | 244 65,657 | 65,557 | 23,653 157 | 52,675| 52,667 | 48,621 | 178 35,502 | 35,482 | 34,729 211 0.714
1994°. ... .. 74,326 | 74,264 | 37,398 | 292 64,803 | 64,706 | 22,643 207 | 51,597 | 51,580 | 48,777 | 196 34,182 | 34,155 | 35,104 174 0.720
19931 .. ... 73,287 | 73,198 | 36,221 | 211 63,808 | 63,660 | 22,427 219| 49,838 49,818 | 49,074 | 189 33,552 | 33,524 | 35,098 155 0.715
1992 .. ... 73,142 | 73,120 | 36,224 | 190 62,535 | 62,408 | 22,371 222 | 48,554 | 48,551 | 49,941 | 189 33,296 | 33,241 | 35,351 169 0.708
1991....... 72,064 | 72,040 | 37,064 | 187 61,959 | 61,796 | 21,848 212| 47,987 | 47,888 | 49,891 | 375 32,491 | 32,436 | 34,853 166 0.699
1990....... 72,380 | 72,348 | 37,824 | 179 61,946 | 61,732 | 21,529 141 | 49,181 | 49,171 | 48,643 | 364 31,758 | 31,682 | 34,836 | 223 0.716
1989....... 72,093 | 72,045 | 39,420 | 192 61,586 | 61,338 | 21,643 144 | 49,698 | 49,678 | 50,401 | 207 31,428 | 31,340 | 34,612 232 0.687
1988....... 70,496 | 70,467 | 39,651 | 217 60,873 | 60,658 | 21,345 152 | 48,303 | 48,285 | 51,277 | 225 31,334 | 31,237 | 33,868 | 242 0.660
19872 ... .. 69,624 | 69,545 | 39,522 | 289 59,557 | 59,359 | 21,179 140 | 47,048 | 47,013 | 51,743 | 215 29,982 | 29,912 | 33,725 158 0.652
1986....... 68,783 | 68,728 | 38,722 | 287 57,932 | 57,686 | 20,649 171 | 45912| 45,912 | 52,069 | 223 28,493 | 28,420 | 33,465 175 0.643
1985% .. ... 67,852 | 67,809 | 37,318 | 283 56,592 | 56,296 | 19,579 197 | 44,952 | 44,943 | 50,785 | 296 27,470 | 27,383 | 32,794 172 0.646
1984 ... .. 66,513 | 66,454 | 36,964 | 206 55,596 | 55,226 | 18,834 182 | 43,836 | 43,808 | 50,407 | 258 26,587 | 26,466 | 32,088 189 0.637
1983....... 65,216 | 65,138 | 36,345 | 199 53,413 | 53,108 | 18,611 136 | 41,548 | 41,528 | 49,481 | 226 25,288 | 25,166 | 31,467 192 0.636
1982....... 64,827 | 64,730 | 36,224 | 205 52,299 | 51,820 | 18,111 132| 40,135| 40,105 | 49,665| 210 23,845 | 23,702 | 30,666 | 207 0.617
1981....... 65,362 | 65,233 | 37,631 | 215 52,504 | 51,940 | 18,045 130 | 41,811 | 41,773 | 50,621 | 177 23,488 | 23,329 | 29,985 125 0.592
1980....... 64,861 | 64,730 | 38,340 | 265 51,988 | 51,448 | 18,126 148 | 41,923 | 41,881 | 50,930 | 257 23,025 | 22,859 | 30,640 134 0.602
1979 .. ... 64,769 | 63,422 | 39,399 | 265 51,462 | 49,839 | 18,187 155 | 42,469 | 42,437 | 51,771 | 204 22,248 | 22,082 | 30,888 158 0.597
1978....... 63,101 | 62,903 | 40,420 | 197 49,214 | 48,398 | 17,487 160 | 41,078 | 41,036 | 52,403 | 180 21,131 | 20,914 | 31,149 173 0.594
1977....... 61,959 | 61,704 | 39,290 | 203 47,333 | 46,194 | 16,639 146 | 39,325 | 39,263 | 52,067 | 246 19,544 | 19,238 | 30,679 139 0.589
1976 ... .. 60,703 | 60,450 | 38,985 | 178 45,659 | 44,565 | 16,258 151 38,214 | 38,184 | 50,921 | 201 18,372 | 18,073 | 30,651 151 0.602
19757 ... .. 59,509 | 59,268 | 38,718 | 208 43,725 | 42,926 | 15,821 168 | 37,316 | 37,267 | 51,061 | 200 17,738 | 17,452 | 30,033 152 0.588
19741718 60,102 | 59,752 | 39,505 N 43,694 | 42,650 | 15,432 N N| 37,916 | 51,382 | 221 N| 16,945 | 30,189 147 0.588
1973....... 59,816 | 59,438 | 41,364 N 42,835 | 41,583 | 15,570 N| 39,643 | 39,581 | 53,294 N 17,547 | 17,195 | 30,182 N 0.566
1972 .. ... 58,194 | 57,774 | 40,455 N 40,723 | 39,470 | 16,109 N| 38,234 | 38,184 | 51,649 N 16,976 | 16,675 | 29,884 N 0.579
197120 . ... 57,303 | 56,886 | 38,524 N 39,910 | 38,485 | 15,570 N| 36,868 | 36,819 | 49,010 N 16,353 | 16,002 | 29,164 N 0.595
1970....... 56,265 | 55,821 | 38,927 N 39,682 | 38,273 | 14,859 N| 36,193 | 36,132 | 48,801 N 15,805 | 15,476 | 28,972 N 0.594
1969....... 55,700 | 55,273 | 39,400 N 39,060 | 37,737 | 14,643 N| 37,055| 37,008 | 46,984 N 15,678 | 15,374 | 28,424 N 0.605
1968....... 55,095 | 54,026 | 38,431 N 38,279 | 35,695 | 14,986 N| 37,099 | 37,068 | 45,721 N 15,336 | 15,013 | 26,589 N 0.582
1967% ... .. 54,412 | 53,222 | 37,322 N 36,971 | 34,391 | 14,575 N| 36,695| 36,645 | 44,526 N 15,141 | 14,846 | 25,729 N 0.578
19662 .. ... 53,016 N| 37,740 N 35,295 N| 15,114 N N N| 43,833 N N N| 25,228 N 0.576
1965% .. ... N N| 35,530 N N N | 15,247 N 41,999 N 25,168 N 0.599
1964....... 51,978 N| 35,187 N 33,146 N | 14,286 N N N | 41,409 N N N | 24,493 N 0.591
1963....... 51,039 N| 37,432 N 32,188 N| 13,756 N N N | 40,464 N N N| 23,852 N 0.589
1962 .. ... 50,639 N| 33,710 N 31,418 N| 13,459 N N N | 39,472 N N N | 23,406 N 0.593
1961% ... .. 49,854 N| 32,674 N 30,433 N| 12,963 N N N | 38,764 N N N | 22,967 N 0.592
1960....... 50,033 N | 31,491 N 30,585 N | 12,799 N N N | 37,565 N N N | 22,792 N 0.607

See footnotes on next page.
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N Not available.

"The 2014 CPS ASEC included redesigned questions for income and health insurance coverage. All of the approximately 98,000 addresses were eligible to receive the redesigned set of health
insurance coverage questions. The redesigned income questions were implemented to a subsample of the 98,000 addresses using a probability split panel design. Approximately 68,000 addresses were
eligible to receive a set of income questions similar to those used in the 2013 CPS ASEC and the remaining 30,000 addresses were eligible to receive the redesigned income questions. The source of
these 2013 estimates is the portion of the CPS ASEC sample which received the redesigned income questions, approximately 30,000 addresses.

2The source of these 2013 estimates is the portion of the CPS ASEC sample which received the income questions consistent with the 2013 CPS ASEC, approximately 68,000 addresses.

3Implementation of Census 2010-based population controls.

4 Medians are calculated using $2,500 income intervals. Beginning with 2009 income data, the Census Bureau expanded the upper income intervals used to calculate medians to $250,000 or more.
Medians falling in the upper open-ended interval are plugged with “$250,000.” Before 2009, the upper open-ended interval was $100,000 and a plug of “$100,000” was used.

5 The 2004 data have been revised to reflect a correction to the weights in the 2005 ASEC.

¢ Implementation of a 28,000 household sample expansion.

7 Implementation of Census 2000-based population controls.

8 Full implementation of 1990 census-based sample design and metropolitan definitions, 7,000 household sample reduction, and revised editing of responses on race.

9 Introduction of 1990 census sample design.

' Data collection method changed from paper and pencil to computer-assisted interviewing. In addition, the 1994 ASEC was revised to allow for the coding of different income amounts on selected
questionnaire items. Limits either increased or decreased in the following categories: earnings limits increased to $999,999; social security limits increased to $49,999; supplemental security income and
public assistance limits increased to $24,999; veterans’ benefits limits increased to $99,999; child support and alimony limits decreased to $49,999.

" Implementation of 1990 census population controls.

2 Implementation of a new CPS ASEC processing system.

@ Recording of amounts for earnings from longest job increased to $299,999. Full implementation of 1980 census-based sample design.

4 Implementation of Hispanic population weighting controls and introduction of 1980 census-based sample design.

' Implementation of 1980 census population controls. Questionnaire expanded to allow the recording of up to 27 possible values from a list of 51 possible sources of income.

16 First year medians were derived using both Pareto and linear interpolation. Before this year, all medians were derived using linear interpolation.

7 Some of these estimates were derived using Pareto interpolation and may differ from published data, which were derived using linear interpolation.

'8 Implementation of a new CPS ASEC processing system. Questionnaire expanded to ask 11 income questions.

' Full implementation of 1970 census-based sample design.

20 Introduction of 1970 census sample design and population controls.

2! Implementation of a new CPS ASEC processing system.

2 Questionnaire expanded to ask eight income questions.

2 Implementation of new procedures to impute missing data only.

24 Full implementation of 1960 census-based sample design and population controls.

2 Introduction of 1960 census-based sample design. Implementation of first hotdeck procedure to impute missing income entries.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 1961 through 2015 Annual Social and Economic Supplements.
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APPENDIX B. ESTIMATES OF POVERTY

How Poverty Is Calculated

Following the Office of Management and Budget’s (OMB) Statistical Policy Directive 14, the U.S. Census Bureau uses a set of
dollar value thresholds that vary by family size and composition to determine who is in poverty (see the matrix below).

Poverty Thresholds for 2014 by Size of Family and Number of Related Children Under 18 Years

(Dollars)
Related children under 18 years
Size of family unit Eight or
None One Two Three Four Five Six Seven more
One person (unrelated individual):
Underage65................... 12,316
Aged65andolder............... 11,354
Two people:
Householder underage 65 ........ 15,853 16,317
Householder aged 65 and older. . . . . 14,309 16,256
Threepeople..................... 18,518 19,055 19,073
Fourpeople...................... 24,418 24,817 24,008 24,091
Five people . ....... ... .. ... ..... 29,447 29,875 28,960 28,252 27,820
Sixpeople . ......... . L 33,869 34,004 33,303 32,631 31,633 31,041
Sevenpeople..................... 38,971 39,214 38,375 37,791 36,701 35,431 34,036
Eightpeople. .. ........ .. ... .. ... 43,586 43,970 43,179 42,485 41,501 40,252 38,953 38,622
Nine peopleormore . .............. 52,430 52,685 51,984 51,396 50,430 49,101 47,899 47,601 45,768

Source: U.S. Census Bureau.

If a family’s total money income is
less than the applicable threshold,
then that family and every indi-
vidual in it are considered in poverty.
The official poverty thresholds are
updated annually for inflation using
the Consumer Price Index (CPI-U). The
official poverty definition uses money
income before taxes and tax credits
and excludes capital gains and non-
cash benefits (such as Supplemental
Nutrition Assistance Program benefits
and housing assistance). The thresh-
olds do not vary geographically.

Example: Suppose Family A consists
of five people: two children, their
mother, their father, and their great-
aunt. Family A’s poverty threshold in
2014 was $28,960. Each member of
Family A had the following income in
2014:

Mother $11,000
Father 9,000
Great-aunt 10,000
First child 0
Second child 0
Total: $30,000

Since their total family income,
$30,000, was higher than their
threshold ($28,960), Family A would
not be considered “in poverty.”

While the thresholds, in some sense,
represent the needs of families, they
should be interpreted as a statistical
yardstick rather than as a complete
description of what people and fami-
lies need to live. Many government
assistance programs use different
income eligibility cutoffs. While
official poverty rates and the number
of people or families in poverty are
important, other poverty indicators
are considered in the section “Depth
of Poverty Measures” and other
approaches to setting thresholds

available at <www.census.gov/hhes
/povmeas/publications/orshansky
.html>.

Weighted average thresholds: Since
some data users want a summary of
the 48 thresholds to get a general
sense of the “poverty line,” the fol-
lowing table provides the weighted
average thresholds for 2014. The
weighted average thresholds are
based on the relative number of fami-
lies of each size and composition and
are not used in computing poverty
estimates.

Weighted Average Poverty
Thresholds in 2014 by Size of
Family

and defining resources are discussed (Dollars)
in the section “Alternative Poverty One person 12,071
Measures.” Two people 15,379
Three people 18,850
: L Four people 24,230
For a history of the official poyerty Five people 28,695
measure, see “Poverty: The History of Six people 32,473
a Measure” available at <www Seven people 36,927
. . . Eight people 40,968
.census.goVv/library/infographics Nine people or more 49,021

/poverty_measure-history.html> or
“The Development of the Orshansky
Poverty Thresholds and Their
Subsequent History as the Official U.S.
Poverty Measure” by Gordon M. Fisher,

Source: U.S. Census Bureau.
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Table B-1.

Poverty Status of People by Family Relationship, Race, and Hispanic Origin: 1959 to 2014
(Numbers in thousands. People as of March of the following year. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error,
nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmarl 5.pdf)

All people People in families Unrelated individuals
Families with female
Race, Hispanic origin, Below poverty All families householder, no Below poverty
and year husband present
Below poverty Below poverty

Total | Number | Percent Total | Number | Percent Total Number | Percent Total | Number | Percent
ALL RACES
2014, .. . 315,804 | 46,657 14.8 | 256,308 32,615 12.7| 48,019 15,905 33.1| 57,937 | 13,374 23.1
2013 . 313,096 | 46,269 14.8 | 256,070 32,786 12.8| 49,951 17,170 34.4| 55,400 12,707 229
20132 312,965 | 45,318 14.5| 254,988 31,530 12.4| 47,007 15,606 33.2| 56,564 | 13,181 23.3
2012, . 310,648 | 46,496 15.0| 252,863 33,198 13.1| 47,085 15,957 33.9| 56,185| 12,558 224
2011, . 308,456 | 46,247 15.0 | 252,316 33,126 13.1| 48,103 16,451 34.2| 54,517 | 12,416 22.8
2010%. . . 306,130 | 46,343 15.1| 250,200 33,120 13.2| 46,454 15,911 34.3| 54,250 | 12,449 229
2009. ... 303,820 | 43,569 14.3| 249,384 31,197 12.5| 45,315 14,746 32.5| 53,079 | 11,678 22.0
2008. ... 301,041 | 39,829 13.2| 248,301 28,564 11.5| 44,027 13,812 31.4| 51,534 | 10,710 20.8
2007, .. 298,699 | 37,276 12.5| 245,443 26,509 10.8| 43,961 13,478 30.7| 51,740| 10,189 19.7
2006. ..o 296,450 | 36,460 12.3| 245,199 25,915 10.6 | 43,223 13,199 30.5| 49,884 | 9,977 20.0
2005. .. 293,135| 36,950 12.6 | 242,389 26,068 10.8| 42,244 13,153 31.1| 49,526 | 10,425 211
20044 . . . 290,617 | 37,040 12.7 | 240,754 26,544 11.0| 42,053 12,832 30.5| 48,609| 9,926 20.4
2003, .. 287,699 | 35,861 12.5| 238,903 25,684 10.8| 41,311 12,413 30.0| 47,594 | 09,713 20.4
2002. ... 285,317 | 34,570 12.1| 236,921 24,534 10.4| 40,529 11,657 28.8| 47,156 | 9,618 20.4
2001, .. 281,475| 32,907 11.7 | 233,911 23,215 9.9| 39,261 11,223 28.6| 46,392| 9,226 19.9
2000%. . .. . 278,944 | 31,581 11.3| 231,909 22,347 9.6| 38,375 10,926 28.5| 45,624 | 8,653 19.0
1999° . ... 276,208 | 32,791 11.9| 230,789 23,830 10.3| 38,580 11,764 30.5| 43,977 | 8,400 19.1
1998. .. 271,059 | 34,476 12.7 | 227,229 25,370 11.2| 39,000 12,907 33.1| 42,539 | 8,478 19.9
1997. o 268,480 | 35,574 13.3 | 225,369 26,217 11.6| 38,412 13,494 35.1| 41,672| 8,687 20.8
1996. . oot 266,218 | 36,529 13.7 | 223,955 27,376 12.2| 38,584 13,796 35.8| 40,727 | 8,452 20.8
1995, . 263,733 | 36,425 13.8| 222,792 27,501 12.3| 38,908 14,205 36.5| 39,484 | 8,247 20.9
1994, .. .. 261,616 | 38,059 14.5| 221,430 28,985 13.1| 37,253 14,380 38.6| 38,538 | 8,287 21.5
1993, . 259,278 | 39,265 15.1| 219,489 29,927 13.6| 37,861 14,636 38.7| 38,038| 8,388 22.1
19927 . . 256,549 | 38,014 14.8| 217,936 28,961 13.3| 36,446 14,205 39.0| 36,842| 8,075 21.9
19918 .. 251,192 | 35,708 14.2| 212,723 27,143 12.8| 34,795 13,824 39.7| 36,845| 7,773 211
1990. .. ..o 248,644 | 33,585 13.5| 210,967 25,232 12.0| 33,795 12,578 37.2| 36,056 | 7,446 20.7
1989. . i 245,992 | 31,528 12.8| 209,515 24,066 11.5| 32,525 11,668 35.9| 35,185| 6,760 19.2
1988°. . .. 243,530 | 31,745 13.0 | 208,056 24,048 11.6| 32,164 11,972 37.2| 34,340( 7,070 20.6
1987° . o 240,982 | 32,221 13.4| 206,877 24,725 12.0| 31,893 12,148 38.1| 32,992 | 6,857 20.8
1986. . oo 238,554 | 32,370 13.6 | 205,459 24,754 12.0| 31,152 11,944 38.3| 31,679| 6,846 21.6
1985, . 236,594 | 33,064 14.0| 203,963 25,729 12.6| 30,878 11,600 37.6| 31,351 6,725 21.5
1984. .. . 233,816 | 33,700 14.4| 202,288 26,458 13.1| 30,844 11,831 38.4| 30,268| 6,609 21.8
1983, . 231,700 35,303 15.2| 201,338 27,933 13.9| 30,049 12,072 40.2| 29,158 | 6,740 23.1
1982, .. 229,412 | 34,398 15.0| 200,385 27,349 13.6| 28,834 11,701 40.6| 27,908 | 6,458 23.1
1981, .. 227,157 | 31,822 14.0| 198,541 24,850 12.5| 28,587 11,051 38.7| 27,714| 6,490 234
1980. ..o 225,027 | 29,272 13.0| 196,963 22,601 11.5| 27,565 10,120 36.7| 27,133| 6,227 229
1979, o 222,903 | 26,072 11.7| 195,860 19,964 10.2| 26,927 9,400 34.9| 26,170| 5,743 21.9
1978, o 215,656 | 24,497 11.4| 191,071 19,062 10.0| 26,032 9,269 35.6| 24,585| 5,435 22.1
1977, 213,867 | 24,720 11.6| 190,757 19,505 10.2| 25,404 9,205 36.2| 23,110| 5,216 22.6
1976. . oo 212,303 | 24,975 11.8| 190,844 19,632 10.3| 24,204 9,029 37.3| 21,459 | 5,344 24.9
1975, 210,864 | 25,877 12.3| 190,630 20,789 10.9| 23,580 8,846 37.5| 20,234 | 5,088 251
1974, .. 209,362 | 23,370 11.2| 190,436 18,817 9.9| 23,165 8,462 36.5| 18,926 | 4,553 241
1973 207,621 | 22,973 11.1| 189,361 18,299 9.7 21,823 8,178 37.5| 18,260 | 4,674 25.6
1972, 206,004 | 24,460 11.9| 189,193 19,577 10.3| 21,264 8,114 38.2| 16,811 4,883 29.0
1971, 204,554 | 25,559 12.5| 188,242 20,405 10.8| 20,153 7,797 38.7| 16,311 5,154 31.6
1970, .o 202,183 | 25,420 12.6| 186,692 20,330 10.9| 19,673 7,503 38.1| 15,491 5,090 32.9
1969. ... 199,517 | 24,147 12.1| 184,891 19,175 10.4| 17,995 6,879 38.2| 14,626 | 4,972 34.0
1968. .. 197,628 | 25,389 12.8| 183,825 20,695 11.3| 18,048 6,990 38.7| 13,803 | 4,694 34.0
1967. .o 195,672 | 27,769 14.2| 182,558 22,771 125 17,788 6,898 38.8| 13,114 | 4,998 38.1
1966. . oo 193,388 | 28,510 14.7 | 181,117 23,809 13.1 17,240 6,861 39.8| 12,271 4,701 38.3
1965. . 191,413 | 33,185 17.3| 179,281 28,358 15.8| 16,371 7,524 46.0| 12,132| 4,827 39.8
1964. .. o 189,710 | 36,055 19.0| 177,653 30,912 17.4 N 7,297 44.4| 12,057| 5,143 42.7
1963, . o 187,258 | 36,436 19.5| 176,076 31,498 17.9 N 7,646 47.7| 11,182| 4,938 44.2
1962, .. 184,276 | 38,625 21.0| 173,263 33,623 19.4 N 7,781 50.3| 11,013 | 5,002 45.4
1961, .. 181,277 | 39,628 21.9| 170,131 34,509 20.3 N 7,252 48.1| 11,146| 5,119 45.9
1960. ..o 179,503 | 39,851 22.2| 168,615 34,925 20.7 N 7,247 48.9| 10,888 | 4,926 45.2
1959, . o 176,557 | 39,490 2241 165,858 34,562 20.8 N 7,014 49.41 10,6991 4,928 46.1

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table B-1.

Poverty Status of People by Family Relationship, Race, and Hispanic Origin: 1959 to 2014—Con.
(Numbers in thousands. People as of March of the following year. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error,
nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmarl 5.pdf)

All people People in families Unrelated individuals
Families with female
Race, Hispanic origin, Below poverty All families householder, no Below poverty
and year husband present
Below poverty Below poverty

Total | Number | Percent Total | Number | Percent Total Number | Percent Total | Number | Percent
WHITE ALONE™
2014, ... 244,253 | 31,089 12.7 | 197,607 21,072 10.7| 29,134 8,680 29.8| 45,409| 9,476 20.9
2013 . 243,346 | 31,287 12.9| 198,041 21,486 10.8| 30,428 9,796 32.2| 43,924 | 09,132 20.8
20132 243,085 | 29,936 12.3| 197,001 19,944 10.1| 28,795 8,404 29.2| 44,998 | 9,544 21.2
2012, . 242,147 | 30,816 12.7 | 196,378 21,328 10.9| 28,707 8,691 30.3| 44,509 | 8,940 20.1
2011, . 241,334 | 30,849 12.8| 196,709 21,456 10.9| 29,636 8,999 30.4| 43,295| 8,809 20.3
2010%. . . 239,982 | 31,083 13.0| 195,441 21,543 11.0| 28,032 8,721 31.1| 43,324 | 8,971 20.7
2009. ... 242,047 | 29,830 12.3| 197,938 20,701 10.5| 28,163 8,283 29.4| 43,010| 8,580 19.9
2008. ... 240,548 | 26,990 11.2| 197,763 18,558 9.4| 27,010 7,340 27.2| 41,810| 7,982 19.1
2007, .. 239,133 | 25,120 10.5| 195,944 17,141 8.7| 27,159 7,188 26.5| 41,931 7,505 17.9
2006. ..o 237,619 | 24,416 10.3| 196,061 16,644 85| 27,057 7,160 26.5| 40,461 7,334 18.1
2005. .. 235,430 | 24,872 10.6 | 194,277 16,782 8.6| 25,943 7,021 27.1| 40,164 | 7,718 19.2
20044 . . . 233,741 | 25,327 10.8 | 193,024 17,445 9.0| 26,139 6,892 26.4| 39,712| 7,416 18.7
2003, .. 231,866 | 24,272 10.5| 192,074 16,740 8.7| 25,536 6,530 25.6| 38,913| 7,225 18.6
2002. ... 230,376 | 23,466 10.2| 190,823 16,043 8.4| 24,903 5,992 241| 38,575| 7,105 18.4
WHITE"
2001, ... 229,675| 22,739 9.9 190,413 15,369 8.1| 24,619 5,972 24.3| 38,294 | 6,996 18.3
20005 . . .. 227,846 | 21,645 9.5| 188,966 14,692 7.8| 24,166 5,609 23.2| 37,699 | 6,454 1741
19996 . . ... 225,361 | 22,169 9.8| 187,833 15,353 8.2 23,913 5,947 24.9| 36,441 6,411 17.6
1998. .. 222,837 | 23,454 10.5| 186,184 16,549 8.9 24,211 6,674 27.6| 35,563| 6,386 18.0
1997, o 221,200 | 24,396 11.0| 185,147 17,258 9.3| 23,773 7,296 30.7| 34,858 | 6,593 18.9
1996. .. .o 219,656 | 24,650 11.2| 184,119 17,621 9.6| 23,744 7,073 29.8| 34,247 | 6,463 18.9
1995, .. 218,028 | 24,423 11.2| 183,450 17,593 9.6| 23,732 7,047 29.7| 33,399| 6,336 19.0
1994, 216,460 | 25,379 11.7| 182,546 18,474 10.1| 22,713 7,228 31.8| 32,569 | 6,292 19.3
1993, . 214,899 | 26,226 12.2| 181,330 18,968 10.5| 23,224 7,199 31.0| 32,112| 6,443 20.1
19927 . . 213,060 | 25,259 11.9| 180,409 18,294 10.1| 22,453 6,907 30.8| 31,170| 6,147 19.7
19918 .. . 210,133 | 283,747 11.3| 177,619 17,268 9.7 21,608 6,806 31.5| 31,207| 5,872 18.8
1990. . oot 208,611 | 22,326 10.7| 176,504 15,916 9.0| 20,845 6,210 29.8| 30,833| 5,739 18.6
1989. ... 206,853 | 20,785 10.0| 175,857 15,179 8.6| 20,362 5,723 28.1| 29,993| 5,063 16.9
1988°. ... 205,235| 20,715 10.1| 175,111 15,001 8.6| 20,396 5,950 29.2| 29,315| 5,314 18.1
1987° 203,605| 21,195 10.4| 174,488 15,593 8.9| 20,244 5,989 29.6| 28,290| 5,174 18.3
1986. ..o 202,282 | 22,183 11.0| 174,024 16,393 9.4 20,163 6,171 30.6| 27,143 | 5,198 19.2
1985, .. 200,918 | 22,860 11.4| 172,863 17,125 9.9| 20,105 5,990 29.8| 27,067 | 5,299 19.6
1984, . o 198,941 | 22,955 11.5| 171,839 17,299 10.1 19,727 5,866 29.7| 26,094 | 5,181 19.9
1983, . 197,496 | 23,984 12.1| 171,407 18,377 10.7| 19,256 6,017 31.2| 25206| 5,189 20.6
1982, .. 195,919 | 23,517 12.0| 170,748 18,015 10.6| 18,374 5,686 30.9| 24,300 5,041 20.7
1981, .. 194,504 | 21,553 11.1| 169,868 16,127 9.5| 18,795 5,600 29.8| 23,913| 5,061 21.2
1980. .00 192,912 19,699 10.2| 168,756 14,587 8.6| 17,642 4,940 28.0| 23,370 | 4,760 20.4
1979, o 191,742 | 17,214 9.0| 168,461 12,495 7.4 17,349 4,375 25.2| 22,587 | 4,452 19.7
1978, o 186,450 | 16,259 8.7| 165,193 12,050 73| 16,877 4,371 25.9| 21,257 | 4,209 19.8
1977, 185,254 | 16,416 8.9| 165,385 12,364 75| 16,721 4,474 26.8| 19,869 | 4,051 20.4
1976. .o 184,165| 16,713 9.1| 165,571 12,500 7.5| 15,941 4,463 28.0| 18,594 | 4,213 22.7
1975, 183,164 | 17,770 9.7 | 165,661 13,799 8.3| 15,577 4,577 29.4| 17,503 | 3,972 22.7
1974, 182,376 | 15,736 8.6 | 166,081 12,181 7.3| 15,433 4,278 27.7| 16,295| 3,555 21.8
1978, 181,185| 15,142 8.4| 165,424 11,412 6.9| 14,303 4,003 28.0| 15,761 3,730 23.7
1972, 180,125| 16,203 9.0| 165,630 12,268 74| 13,739 3,770 27.4| 14,495| 3,935 271
1971, 179,398 | 17,780 9.9| 165,184 13,566 8.2 13,502 4,099 30.4| 14,214| 4,214 29.6
1970. . 0o 177,376 | 17,484 9.9| 163,875 13,323 8.1 13,226 3,761 28.4| 13,500 4,161 30.8
1969. .. .o 175,349 | 16,659 9.5| 162,779 12,623 7.8 12,285 3,577 29.1| 12,570| 4,036 32.1
1968. .. .o 173,732 | 17,395 10.0| 161,777 13,546 8.4 12,190 3,551 29.1| 11,955| 3,849 32.2
1967, .o 172,038 | 18,983 11.0| 160,720 14,851 9.2 12,131 3,453 28.5| 11,318 | 4,132 36.5
1966. .. oo 170,247 | 19,290 11.3| 159,561 15,430 9.7 12,261 3,646 29.7| 10,686 | 3,860 36.1
1965. ..o 168,732 | 22,496 13.3| 158,255 18,508 11.7| 11,573 4,092 35.4| 10,477 | 3,988 38.1
1964, .. 167,313 | 24,957 14.9| 156,898 20,716 13.2 N 3,911 33.4| 10,415| 4,241 40.7
1963, . 165,309 | 25,238 15.3| 155,584 21,149 13.6 N 4,051 35.6 9,725 | 4,089 42.0
1962, .. 162,842 | 26,672 16.4 | 153,348 22,613 14.7 N 4,089 37.9 9,494 | 4,059 42.7
1961, .. 160,306 | 27,890 17.4| 150,717 23,747 15.8 N 4,062 37.6 9,589 | 4,143 43.2
1960. . ..ot 158,863 | 28,309 17.8| 149,458 24,262 16.2 N 4,296 39.0 9,405 | 4,047 43.0
1959, .. . 156,956 | 28,484 18.11 147,802 24,443 16.5 N 4,232 40.2 9,154 | 4,041 441

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table B-1.

Poverty Status of People by Family Relationship, Race, and Hispanic Origin: 1959 to 2014—Con.
(Numbers in thousands. People as of March of the following year. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error,
nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmarl 5.pdf)

All people People in families Unrelated individuals
Families with female
Race, Hispanic origin, Below poverty All families householder, no Below poverty
and year husband present
Below poverty Below poverty

Total | Number | Percent Total | Number | Percent Total Number | Percent Total | Number | Percent
WHITE ALONE, NOT HISPANIC™
2014, ... 195,208 | 19,652 10.1| 154,734 11,566 75| 19,015 4,630 24.4| 39,603 7,779 19.6
2013 . 195,118 | 19,552 10.0| 155,965 11,688 75| 19,141 5,123 26.8| 38,256 | 7,492 19.6
20132 195,167 | 18,796 9.6| 155,119 10,710 6.9| 18,889 4,325 22.9| 39,245| 7,758 19.8
2012, . 195,112 | 18,940 9.7 | 155,395 11,387 7.3 19,180 4,655 24.3| 38,822 | 7,202 18.6
2011, . 194,960 | 19,171 9.8| 155,982 11,562 74| 19,909 4,746 23.8| 38,003| 7,222 19.0
2010%. . . 194,783 | 19,251 9.9| 155,723 11,509 74| 18,914 4,689 24.8| 38,211 7,351 19.2
2009. ... 197,164 | 18,530 9.4 | 158,646 11,211 7.1 19,033 4,532 23.8| 37,757 | 6,946 18.4
2008. ... 196,940 | 17,024 8.6 | 159,344 10,138 6.4 18,799 4,046 21.5| 36,848| 6,539 17.7
2007, .. 196,583 | 16,032 8.2| 158,703 9,553 6.0 19,179 4,099 21.4| 36,909| 6,155 16.7
2006. ..o 196,049 | 16,013 8.2| 159,572 9,676 6.1 19,349 4,353 22.5| 35,642 | 6,021 16.9
2005, .. 195,553 | 16,227 8.3 | 159,204 9,604 6.0 18,899 4,278 22.6| 35626| 6,393 17.9
20044 . . . 195,098 | 16,908 8.7 | 159,221 10,323 6.5 19,009 4,116 21.7| 35,141 6,237 17.7
2003, .. 194,595| 15,902 8.2| 159,215 9,658 6.1 18,792 3,959 21.1| 34,683| 6,015 17.3
2002, ... 194,144 | 15,567 8.0| 158,764 9,389 59| 18,664 3,733 20.0| 34,614| 5,947 17.2
WHITE, NOT HISPANIC™
2001, ... 194,538 | 15,271 7.8| 159,178 9,122 57| 18,365 3,661 19.9| 34,603| 5,882 17.0
20005 . . .. 193,691 14,366 7.4| 158,838 8,664 55| 18,196 3,412 18.8| 33,943| 5,356 15.8
19996 . . ... 192,565 | 14,735 7.7 | 158,550 9,013 57| 17,892 3,545 19.8| 33,189| 5,412 16.3
1998. .. 192,754 | 15,799 8.2| 159,301 10,061 6.3| 18,547 4,074 22.0| 32,573| 5,352 16.4
1997, o 191,859 | 16,491 8.6 | 158,796 10,401 6.5| 18,474 4,604 249| 32,049| 5,632 17.6
1996. ..o 191,459 | 16,462 8.6 | 159,044 10,553 6.6 18,597 4,339 23.3| 31,410| 5,455 17.4
1995, .. 190,951 16,267 8.5| 159,402 10,599 6.6| 18,340 4,183 22.8| 30,586| 5,303 17.3
1994, 192,543 | 18,110 9.4 161,254 12,118 75| 18,186 4,743 26.1| 30,157 | 5,500 18.2
1993, . 190,843 | 18,882 9.9 160,062 12,756 8.0/ 18,508 4,724 25.5| 29,681 5,570 18.8
19927 . . 189,001 18,202 9.6| 159,102 12,277 77| 18,016 4,640 25.8| 28,775| 5,350 18.6
19918 .. . 189,116 | 17,741 9.4| 158,850 11,998 76| 17,609 4,710 26.7| 29,215| 5,261 18.0
1990. . oot 188,129 | 16,622 8.8| 158,394 11,086 7.0 17,160 4,284 25.0| 28,688 | 5,002 17.4
1989. ... 186,979 | 15,599 8.3| 158,127 10,723 6.8 16,827 3,922 23.3| 28,055| 4,466 15.9
1988°. ... 185,961 15,565 8.4| 157,687 10,467 6.6| 16,828 3,988 23.7| 27,552 | 4,746 17.2
19870 . o 184,936 | 16,029 8.7| 157,785 11,051 7.0| 16,787 4,075 24.3| 26,439 | 4,613 17.4
1986. ..o 184,119 | 17,244 9.4 | 157,665 12,078 7.7 16,739 4,350 26.0| 25525| 4,668 18.3
1985, .. 183,455 | 17,839 9.7| 157,106 12,706 8.1 16,749 4,136 24.7| 25,544 | 4,789 18.7
1984, . o 182,469 | 18,300 10.0| 156,930 13,234 8.4| 16,742 4,193 25.0| 24,671 4,659 18.9
1983, . 181,393 | 19,538 10.8| 156,719 14,437 9.2 16,369 4,448 27.2| 23,894 | 4,746 19.9
1982, .. 181,903 | 19,362 10.6| 157,818 14,271 9.0 15,830 4,161 26.3| 23,329 | 4,701 20.2
1981, .. 180,909 | 17,987 9.9| 157,330 12,903 8.2 16,323 4,222 25.9| 22,950| 4,769 20.8
1980. .00 179,798 | 16,365 9.1 | 156,633 11,568 7.4| 15,358 3,699 241| 22,455 | 4,474 19.9
1979, o 178,814 | 14,419 8.1| 156,567 10,009 6.4 15,410 3,371 21.9| 21,638 4,179 19.3
1978, o 174,731 13,755 7.9| 154,321 9,798 6.3 15,132 3,390 22.4| 20,410| 3,957 19.4
1977, 173,563 | 13,802 8.0 | 154,449 9,977 6.5| 14,888 3,429 23.0| 19,114| 3,825 20.0
1976. .o 173,235 | 14,025 8.1 | 155,324 10,066 6.5| 14,261 3,516 24.7| 17,912 3,959 221
1975, 172,417 | 14,883 8.6 | 155,539 11,137 72| 13,809 3,570 25.9| 16,879 | 3,746 22.2
1974, 171,463 | 13,217 7.7| 155,764 9,854 6.3| 13,763 3,379 246| 15,699 | 3,364 214
1978, 170,488 | 12,864 7.5| 155,330 9,262 6.0 12,731 3,185 25.0| 15,158 | 3,602 23.8
BLACK ALONE

OR IN COMBINATION

2014, .. . 44,566 | 11,581 26.0| 35,545 8,711 245| 15,304 6,179 40.4 8,836 | 2,793 31.6
2013 44,154 | 11,162 25.3| 35,958 8,533 23.7| 16,188 6,277 38.8 8,045| 2,588 32.2
20132, . 44112 | 11,959 271 35,657 9,174 25.7| 14,906 6,319 42.4 8,199 | 2,657 324
2012, .. 43,583 | 11,809 271 35,205 9,016 25.6| 15,113 6,220 41.2 8,179 | 2,663 32.6
2011, . 42,648 | 11,730 27.5| 34,495 9,012 26.1 15,282 6,500 425 7,986 | 2,635 33.0
20108 . . . 42,385 | 11,597 27.4| 34,347 8,891 259| 15,362 6,269 40.8 7,730 | 2,587 33.5
2009. ... 40,876 | 10,575 25.9| 33,330 8,184 24.6| 14,463 5,755 39.8 7,368 | 2,285 31.0
2008. ... 40,097 9,882 24.6| 32,818 7,768 23.7| 14,332 5,782 40.3 7,123 | 2,042 28.7
2007, .t 39,564 9,668 244 | 32,427 7,668 23.6| 14,396 5,702 39.6 7,036 1,968 28.0
2006. ... 39,013 9,447 24.2| 32,130 7,411 23.1 13,848 5,422 39.2 6,715 1,935 28.8
2005. ..o 38,551 9,517 24.7| 31,663 7,459 23.6| 14,080 5,524 39.2 6,754 | 2,003 29.7
2004% . . 38,037 9,411 24.7| 31,468 7,495 23.8| 13,830 5,484 39.7 6,418 1,840 28.7
2003. .. 37,503 9,108 24.3| 31,059 7,162 23.1 13,664 5,312 38.9 6,194 1,814 29.3
2002, ... 37,207 8,884 2391 31,008 6,985 2251 13,551 5,145 38.0 6,034 1,851 30.7

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table B-1.

Poverty Status of People by Family Relationship, Race, and Hispanic Origin: 1959 to 2014—Con.
(Numbers in thousands. People as of March of the following year. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error,
nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmarl 5.pdf)

All people People in families Unrelated individuals
Families with female
Race, Hispanic origin, Below poverty All families householder, no Below poverty
and year husband present
Below poverty Below poverty

Total | Number | Percent Total | Number | Percent Total Number | Percent Total | Number | Percent
BLACK ALONE™
2014, ... 41,112 | 10,755 26.2| 32,546 8,013 246| 14,091 5,670 40.2 8,419 | 2,685 31.9
2013 . 40,498 | 10,186 25.2| 32,658 7,665 23.5| 14,838 5,759 38.8 7,717 | 2,483 32.2
20132 40,615 11,041 27.2| 32,564 8,390 25.8| 13,816 5,871 425 7,842 | 2,536 32.3
2012, . 40,125| 10,911 27.2| 32,122 8,251 25.7| 13,931 5,735 41.2 7,841 2,549 32.5
2011, . 39,609 | 10,929 27.6| 31,800 8,334 26.2| 14,145 5,980 42.3 7,659 | 2,524 33.0
2010%. . . 39,283 | 10,746 27.4| 31,596 8,181 25.9| 14,236 5,831 41.0 7419 2,479 334
2009. ... 38,556 9,944 25.8| 31,306 7,642 24.4| 13,680 5,427 39.7 7,102 | 2,209 31.1
2008. ... 37,966 9,379 24.7| 30,986 7,339 23.7| 13,648 5,533 40.5 6,835 1,970 28.8
2007, .. 37,665 9,237 245| 30,778 7,312 23.8| 13,741 5,459 39.7 6,807 1,898 27.9
2006. ..o 37,306 9,048 24.3| 30,621 7,072 23.1 13,244 5,180 39.1 6,545 1,897 29.0
2005. .. 36,802 9,168 249| 30,154 7,164 23.8| 13,481 5,303 39.3 6,521 1,949 29.9
20044 . . . 36,426 9,014 24.7| 30,065 7,153 23.8| 13,244 5,247 39.6 6,217 1,792 28.8
2003, .. 35,989 8,781 244 | 29,727 6,870 23.1 13,118 5,115 39.0 6,034 1,781 29.5
2002. ... 35,678 8,602 241 29,671 6,761 22.8| 13,030 4,980 38.2 5,858 1,800 30.7
BLACK"
2001, .. 35,871 8,136 22.7| 29,869 6,389 21.4| 12,550 4,694 37.4 5,873 1,692 28.8
20005 . . .. 35,425 7,982 225| 29,378 6,221 21.2| 12,383 4,774 38.6 5,885 1,702 28.9
19998 . . 35,756 8,441 23.6| 29,819 6,758 22.7| 12,823 5,232 40.8 5,668 1,562 27.5
1998. .. 34,877 9,091 26.1 29,333 7,259 24.7| 13,156 5,629 42.8 5,390 1,752 32.5
1997, 34,458 9,116 26.5| 28,962 7,386 255| 13,218 5,654 42.8 5,316 1,645 31.0
1996. .. .o 34,110 9,694 28.4| 28,933 7,993 27.6| 13,193 6,123 46.4 4,989 1,606 32.2
1995, ... 33,740 9,872 29.3| 28,777 8,189 28.5| 13,604 6,553 48.2 4,756 1,551 32.6
1994, 33,353 | 10,196 30.6| 28,499 8,447 29.6| 12,926 6,489 50.2 4,649 1,617 34.8
1993, .. 32,910| 10,877 33.1 28,106 9,242 32.9| 13,132 6,955 53.0 4,608 1,541 33.4
19927 . . . 32,411 10,827 33.4| 27,790 9,134 32.9| 12,591 6,799 54.0 4,410 1,569 35.6
19918 . . 31,313| 10,242 32.7| 26,565 8,504 32.0| 11,960 6,557 54.8 4,505 1,590 35.3
1990. ..ot 30,806 9,837 31.9| 26,296 8,160 31.0| 11,866 6,005 50.6 4,244 1,491 35.1
1989. . o 30,332 9,302 30.7| 25,931 7,704 29.7| 11,190 5,530 49.4 4,180 1,471 35.2
1988°%. .. 29,849 9,356 31.3| 25,484 7,650 30.0| 10,794 5,601 51.9 4,095 1,509 36.8
1987° . o 29,362 9,520 32.4| 25,128 7,848 31.2| 10,701 5,789 541 3,977 1,471 37.0
1986. . oo 28,871 8,983 31.1 24,910 7,410 29.7| 10,175 5,473 53.8 3,714 1,431 38.5
1985. .. 28,485 8,926 31.3| 24,620 7,504 30.5| 10,041 5,342 53.2 3,641 1,264 34.7
1984. .. . 28,087 9,490 33.8| 24,387 8,104 33.2| 10,384 5,666 54.6 3,501 1,255 35.8
1983, . o 27,678 9,882 35.7| 24,138 8,376 34.7| 10,059 5,736 57.0 3,287 1,338 40.7
1982, .. 27,216 9,697 35.6| 23,948 8,355 34.9 9,699 5,698 58.8 3,051 1,229 40.3
1981, o 26,834 9,173 34.2| 23,423 7,780 33.2 9,214 5,222 56.7 3,277 1,296 39.6
1980. ..o 26,408 8,579 32.5| 23,084 7,190 31.1 9,338 4,984 53.4 3,208 1,314 41.0
1979, . 25,944 8,050 31.0| 22,666 6,800 30.0 9,065 4,816 53.1 3,127 1,168 37.3
1978, . o 24,956 7,625 30.6| 22,027 6,493 29.5 8,689 4,712 54.2 2,929 1,132 38.6
1977 24,710 7,726 31.3| 21,850 6,667 30.5 8,315 4,595 55.3 2,860 1,059 37.0
1976. .o 24,399 7,595 31.1 21,840 6,576 30.1 7,926 4,415 55.7 2,559 1,019 39.8
1975, o 24,089 7,545 31.3| 21,687 6,533 30.1 7,679 4,168 54.3 2,402 1,011 421
1974, .. 23,699 7,182 30.3| 21,341 6,255 29.3 7,483 4,116 55.0 2,359 927 39.3
1978, 23,512 7,388 314 21,328 6,560 30.8 7,188 4,064 56.5 2,183 828 37.9
1972, . 23,144 7,710 33.3| 21,116 6,841 32.4 7,125 4,139 58.1 2,028 870 42.9
1971, 22,784 7,396 32.5| 20,900 6,530 31.2 6,398 3,587 56.1 1,884 866 46.0
1970. . oo 22,515 7,548 33.5| 20,724 6,683 32.2 6,225 3,656 58.7 1,791 865 48.3
1969. .. o 22,011 7,095 32.2| 20,192 6,245 30.9 5,537 3,225 58.2 1,819 850 46.7
1968. .. o 21,944 7,616 34.7 N 6,839 33.7 N 3,312 58.9 N 777 46.3
1967, .o 21,590 8,486 39.3 N 7,677 38.4 N 3,362 61.6 N 809 49.3
1966. .. oo 21,206 8,867 41.8 N 8,090 40.9 N 3,160 65.3 N 777 54.4
1959, .. 18,013 9,927 55.1 N 9,112 54.9 N 2,416 70.6 1,430 815 57.0

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table B-1.

Poverty Status of People by Family Relationship, Race, and Hispanic Origin: 1959 to 2014—Con.
(Numbers in thousands. People as of March of the following year. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error,
nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar|5.pdf)

All people People in families Unrelated individuals
Families with female
Race, Hispanic origin, Below poverty All families householder, no Below poverty
and year husband present
Below poverty Below poverty

Total | Number | Percent Total | Number | Percent Total Number | Percent Total | Number | Percent

ASIAN ALONE
OR IN COMBINATION
2014, 19,685 2,268 11.5| 16,964 1,479 8.7 1,994 355 17.8 2,621 754 28.8
2013 19,182 2,398 12.5| 16,800 1,680 10.0 1,873 525 28.1 2,339 700 29.9
20132, . 19,023 1,974 104| 16,642 1,305 7.8 1,923 323 16.8 2,333 660 28.3
2012, . 18,173 2,072 11.4| 15,751 1,467 9.3 1,756 374 21.3 2,334 580 24.8
2011, 17,813 2,189 12.3| 15,591 1,550 9.9 1,847 411 222 2,133 614 28.8
20108 . . . 17,237 2,064 12.0| 14,950 1,463 9.8 1,804 386 21.4 2,208 578 26.2
2009. ... 15,272 1,901 12.4| 13,403 1,361 10.2 1,539 290 18.9 1,826 527 28.8
2008. .. 14,543 1,686 1.6 12,817 1,270 9.9 1,471 228 15.5 1,707 410 24.0
2007, . 14,430 1,467 10.2| 12,527 1,012 8.1 1,421 250 17.6 1,837 426 23.2
2006. ..o 14,331 1,447 10.1 12,463 984 7.9 1,210 220 18.1 1,801 449 24.9
2005. ... 13,731 1,501 109 11,931 1,039 8.7 1,223 220 18.0 1,771 457 25.8
2004% . . 13,291 1,295 9.7 11,661 876 7.5 1,190 170 14.3 1,599 417 26.1
2003, .. 12,891 1,527 11.8| 11,266 1,116 9.9 1,184 294 24.8 1,590 402 25.3
2002. .. 12,487 1,243 10.0| 10,742 816 7.6 1,146 175 15.3 1,708 417 24.4
ASIAN ALONE™"
2014, . 17,790 2,137 12.0| 15,261 1,391 9.1 1,725 315 18.2 2,431 713 29.3
20183 17,257 2,255 13.1 15,057 1,589 10.6 1,574 442 28.1 2,180 661 30.3
20132 . . 17,063 1,785 10.5| 14,895 1,154 7.7 1,657 228 13.7 2,128 623 29.3
2012, . 16,417 1,921 11.7| 14,190 1,357 9.6 1,515 309 20.4 2,156 547 25.4
2011, o 16,086 1,973 12.3| 14,100 1,389 9.9 1,570 327 20.8 1,921 571 29.7
20108 . . . 15,611 1,899 12.2| 13,515 1,341 9.9 1,471 327 222 2,040 547 26.8
2009. ... 14,005 1,746 125| 12,296 1,244 10.1 1,353 250 18.5 1,673 491 29.3
2008. .. 13,310 1,576 1.8 11,719 1,192 10.2 1,308 209 16.0 1,574 378 24.0
2007, . 13,257 1,349 102 11,471 930 8.1 1,256 217 17.3 1,720 391 22.7
2006. ..o 13,177 1,353 10.3| 11,428 912 8.0 1,057 187 17.7 1,683 428 254
2005, ... 12,580 1,402 111 10,911 970 8.9 1,059 189 17.8 1,645 427 26.0
2004% . . 12,231 1,201 9.8 10,734 812 7.6 1,024 135 13.2 1,472 388 26.3
2003, .. 11,856 1,401 11.8| 10,333 1,017 9.8 1,028 242 23.6 1,494 375 25.1
2002, .. 11,541 1,161 10.1 9,899 763 7.7 1,019 155 15.2 1,613 390 24.2
ASIAN AND PACIFIC
ISLANDER"

2001, .. 12,465 1,275 10.2| 10,745 873 8.1 1,333 198 14.8 1,682 393 234
20005 . . .. 12,672 1,258 9.9 11,044 895 8.1 1,231 289 23.4 1,588 350 22.0
1999% . . 11,955 1,285 10.7| 10,507 1,010 9.6 1,201 275 229 1,415 270 19.1
1998. . o 10,873 1,360 12.5 9,576 1,087 11.4 1,123 373 33.2 1,266 257 20.3
1997, 10,482 1,468 14.0 9,312 1,116 12.0 932 313 33.6 1,134 327 28.9
1996. ..o 10,054 1,454 14.5 8,900 1,172 13.2 1,018 300 29.5 1,120 255 22.8
1995, . 9,644 1,411 14.6 8,582 1,112 13.0 919 266 28.9 1,013 260 25.6
1994, . 6,654 974 14.6 5,915 776 13.1 582 137 23.6 696 179 25.7
1993, . 7,434 1,134 15.3 6,609 898 13.6 725 126 17.4 791 228 28.8
19927 . . 7,779 985 12.7 6,922 787 11.4 729 183 25.0 828 193 23.3
19918 . . 7,192 996 13.8 6,367 773 12.1 721 177 24.6 785 209 26.6
1990. . ..o 7,014 858 12.2 6,300 712 11.3 638 132 20.7 668 124 18.5
1989. . . 6,673 939 141 5,917 779 13.2 614 212 34.6 712 144 20.2
1988 . ..o 6,447 1,117 17.3 5,767 942 16.3 650 263 40.5 651 160 24.5
1987° . 6,322 1,021 16.1 5,785 875 15.1 584 187 32.0 516 138 26.8

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table B-1.

Poverty Status of People by Family Relationship, Race, and Hispanic Origin: 1959 to 2014—Con.
(Numbers in thousands. People as of March of the following year. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error,
nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmarl 5.pdf)

All people People in families Unrelated individuals
Families with female
Race, Hispanic origin, Below poverty All families householder, no Below poverty
and year husband present
Below poverty Below poverty

Total | Number | Percent Total | Number | Percent Total Number | Percent Total | Number | Percent
HISPANIC (ANY RACE)
2014, 55,504 | 13,104 23.6| 48,296 10,853 225 11,919 4,817 40.4 6,776 1,981 29.2
2013 54,181 13,356 247 | 47,266 11,128 23.5| 13,060 5,406 1.4 6,414 1,915 29.9
20132, 54,145 | 12,744 23.5| 47,254 10,536 223 11,679 4,860 41.6 6,545 2,063 31.5
2012, . 53,105| 13,616 25.6| 46,183 11,358 246 11,255 4,816 42.8 6,502 2,018 31.0
2011, . 52,279 | 13,244 25.3| 45,781 11,143 24.3| 11,368 4,996 44.0 6,096 1,882 30.9
20108 . . . 50,971 13,522 26.5| 44,612 11,384 255( 10,719 4,748 44.3 5,846 1,863 31.9
2009. ... 48,811 12,350 25.3| 42,717 10,345 242| 10,283 4,176 40.6 5,718 1,801 31.5
2008. .. 47,398 | 10,987 232 | 41,732 9,303 22.3 9,265 3,751 40.5 5,417 1,577 29.1
2007, .o 45,933 9,890 21.5| 40,125 8,248 20.6 8,917 3,527 39.6 5,508 1,490 271
2006. ... 44,784 9,243 20.6| 39,177 7,650 19.5 8,652 3,189 36.9 5,317 1,468 27.6
2005. ... 43,020 9,368 21.8| 37,759 7,767 20.6 7,868 3,069 39.0 4,971 1,451 29.2
2004% . . 41,690 9,122 21.9| 36,438 7,705 21.1 7,825 3,072 39.3 4,971 1,293 26.0
2003, .. 40,300 9,051 22.5| 35,469 7,637 215 7,452 2,861 38.4 4,620 1,325 28.7
2002, ... 39,216 8,555 21.8| 34,598 7,184 20.8 7,013 2,554 36.4 4,364 1,255 28.8
2001, .. 37,312 7,997 214 33,110 6,674 20.2 6,830 2,585 37.8 3,981 1,211 30.4
20005 . . .. 35,955 7,747 21.5| 31,700 6,430 20.3 6,469 2,444 37.8 3,978 1,163 29.2
1999 . .. 34,632 7,876 22.7| 30,872 6,702 21.7 6,527 2,642 40.5 3,481 1,068 30.7
1998. . . 31,515 8,070 25.6| 28,055 6,814 24.3 6,074 2,837 46.7 3,218 1,097 34.1
1997, 30,637 8,308 27.1 27,467 7,198 26.2 5,718 2,911 50.9 2,976 1,017 34.2
1996. ..ot 29,614 8,697 294 | 26,340 7,515 28.5 5,641 3,020 53.5 2,985 1,066 35.7
1995, . 28,344 8,574 30.3| 25,165 7,341 29.2 5,785 3,053 52.8 2,947 1,092 37.0
1994, . 27,442 8,416 30.7| 24,390 7,357 30.2 5,328 2,920 54.8 2,798 926 33.1
1993, . 26,559 8,126 30.6| 23,439 6,876 29.3 5,333 2,837 53.2 2,717 972 35.8
19927 25,646 7,592 29.6| 22,695 6,455 28.4 4,806 2,474 515 2,577 881 34.2
19918 . 22,070 6,339 28.7 19,658 5,541 28.2 4,326 2,282 52.7 2,146 667 31.1
1990. . ..o 21,405 6,006 28.1 18,912 5,091 26.9 3,993 2,115 53.0 2,254 774 34.3
1989. . . 20,746 5,430 26.2 18,488 4,659 25.2 3,763 1,902 50.6 2,045 634 31.0
1988 . .. 20,064 5,357 26.7 18,102 4,700 26.0 3,734 2,052 55.0 1,864 597 32.0
1987° . 19,395 5,422 28.0 17,342 4,761 27.5 3,678 2,045 55.6 1,933 598 31.0
1986. ..o 18,758 5,117 27.3 16,880 4,469 26.5 3,631 1,921 52.9 1,685 553 32.8
1985, . 18,075 5,236 29.0 16,276 4,605 28.3 3,561 1,983 55.7 1,602 532 33.2
1984, .. 16,916 4,806 28.4 15,293 4,192 27.4 3,139 1,764 56.2 1,481 545 36.8
1983, . 16,544 4,633 28.0 15,075 4,113 27.3 3,032 1,670 55.1 1,364 457 33.5
1982 . . 14,385 4,301 29.9 13,242 3,865 29.2 2,664 1,601 60.1 1,018 358 35.1
1981, 14,021 3,713 26.5 12,922 3,349 25.9 2,622 1,465 55.9 1,005 313 31.1
1980. ..o 13,600 3,491 25.7 12,547 3,143 251 2,421 1,319 54.5 970 312 32.2
1979, o 13,371 2,921 21.8 12,291 2,599 211 2,058 1,053 51.2 991 286 28.8
1978, . o 12,079 2,607 21.6 11,193 2,343 20.9 1,817 1,024 56.4 886 264 29.8
1977, 12,046 2,700 22.4 11,249 2,463 21.9 1,901 1,077 56.7 797 237 29.8
1976. .o 11,269 2,783 24.7 10,552 2,516 23.8 1,766 1,000 56.6 716 266 37.2
1975, 11,117 2,991 26.9 10,472 2,755 26.3 1,842 1,053 57.2 645 236 36.6
1974, .. 11,201 2,575 23.0 10,584 2,374 224 1,723 915 53.1 617 201 32.6
1978, 10,795 2,366 21.9 10,269 2,209 215 1,534 881 57.4 526 157 29.9
1972, 10,588 2,414 22.8 10,099 2,252 22.3 1,370 733 53.5 488 162 33.2

N Not available.

"The 2014 CPS ASEC included redesigned questions for income and health insurance
coverage. All of the approximately 98,000 addresses were eligible to receive the redesigned
set of health insurance coverage questions. The redesigned income questions were
implemented to a subsample of these 98,000 addresses using a probability split panel
design. Approximately 68,000 addresses were eligible to receive a set of income questions
similar to those used in the 2013 CPS ASEC and the remaining 30,000 addresses were
eligible to receive the redesigned income questions. The source of these 2013 estimates
is the portion of the CPS ASEC sample which received the redesigned income questions,
approximately 30,000 addresses.

2The source of these 2013 estimates is the portion of the CPS ASEC sample which
received the income questions consistent with the 2013 CPS ASEC, approximately 68,000
addresses.:

3 Implementation of Census 2010-based population controls.

4 For 2004, figures are revised to reflect a correction to the weights in the 2005 ASEC.

5 Implementation of Census 2000-based population controls and a 28,000 household
sample expansion.

5 For 1999, figures are based on Census 2000 population controls.

7 For 1992, figures are based on 1990 census population controls.

8 For 1991, figures are revised to correct for nine omitted weights from the original
March 1992 CPS file.

° For 1988 and 1987, figures are based on new processing procedures and are also
revised to reflect corrections to the files after publication of the 1988 advance report Money
Income and Poverty Status in the United States: 1988, P-60, No. 166.

©The 2003 CPS allowed respondents to choose more than one race. White alone
refers to people who reported White and did not report any other race category. The use of
this single-race population does not imply that it is the preferred method of presenting or
analyzing data. The Census Bureau uses a variety of approaches. Information on people
who reported more than one race, such as White and American Indian and Alaska Native
or Asian and Black or African American, is available from Census 2010 through American
FactFinder. About 2.9 percent of people reported more than one race in Census 2010.

" For 2001 and earlier years, the CPS allowed respondents to report only one race
group. The reference race groups for 2001 and earlier poverty data are White, non-Hispanic
White, Black, and Asian and Pacific Islander.

2 Black alone refers to people who reported Black and did not report any other race.

s Asian alone refers to people who reported Asian and did not report any other race.

Note: Prior to 1979, people in unrelated subfamilies were included in people in families.
Beginning in 1979, people in unrelated subfamilies are included in all people but are
excluded from people in families.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 1960 to 2015 Annual Social
and Economic Supplements.

U.S. Census Bureau
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Table B-2.

Poverty Status of People by Age, Race, and Hispanic Origin: 1959 to 2014

(Numbers in thousands. People as of March of the following year. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error,
nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar|5.pdf)

Under 18 years 18 to 64 years 65 years and older
Rgc_e, Hispanic All people Related children in families Below poverty Below poverty
origin, and year Below poverty Below poverty

Total Number| Percent Total Number| Percent Total| Number| Percent Total| Number | Percent
ALL RACES
2014, .o 73,556 15,540 21.1| 72,383 14,987 20.7| 196,254 | 26,527 13.5| 45,994 4,590 10.0
2013 . 73,439 15,801 21.5| 72,246 15,116 20.9| 194,694 | 25,899 13.3| 44,963 4,569 10.2
20132, 73,625 14,659 19.9| 72,573 14,142 19.5| 194,833 | 26,429 13.6 | 44,508 4,231 9.5
2012, 73,719 16,073 21.8| 72,545 15,437 21.3| 193,642 | 26,497 13.7| 43,287 3,926 9.1
2011, o 73,737 16,134 21.9| 72,568 15,539 21.4| 193,213 | 26,492 13.7| 41,507 3,620 8.7
2010%. ..o 73,873 16,286 22.0| 72,581 15,598 21.5| 192,481 | 26,499 13.8| 39,777 3,558 8.9
2009. ... 74,579 15,451 20.7| 73,410 14,774 20.1| 190,627 | 24,684 12.9| 38,613 3,433 8.9
2008. .. 74,068 14,068 19.0| 72,980 13,507 18.5| 189,185| 22,105 11.7| 37,788 3,656 9.7
2007, .t 73,996 13,324 18.0| 72,792 12,802 17.6| 187,913 | 20,396 10.9| 36,790 3,556 9.7
2006. ... 73,727 12,827 17.4| 72,609 12,299 16.9| 186,688 | 20,239 10.8| 36,035 3,394 9.4
2005, .. 73,285 12,896 17.6| 72,095 12,335 17.1| 184,345| 20,450 11.1| 35,505 3,603 10.1
20044 . L 73,241 13,041 17.8| 72,133 12,473 17.3| 182,166 | 20,545 11.3| 35,209 3,453 9.8
2003, .. 72,999 12,866 17.6| 71,907 12,340 17.2| 180,041 | 19,443 10.8| 34,659 3,552 10.2
2002, .. 72,696 12,133 16.7| 71,619 11,646 16.3| 178,388 | 18,861 10.6| 34,234 3,576 10.4
2001, . 72,021 11,733 16.3| 70,950 11,175 15.8| 175,685| 17,760 10.1| 33,769 3,414 10.1
20005, ... 71,741 11,587 16.2| 70,538 11,005 15.6| 173,638 | 16,671 9.6| 33,566 3,323 9.9
19998 . ... 71,685 12,280 17.1| 70,424 11,678 16.6| 171,146 | 17,289 10.1| 33,377 3,222 9.7
1998. .. 71,338 13,467 18.9| 70,253 12,845 18.3| 167,327 | 17,623 10.5| 32,394 3,386 10.5
1997, o 71,069 14,113 19.9| 69,844 13,422 19.2| 165,329 | 18,085 10.9| 32,082 3,376 10.5
1996. ..o 70,650 14,463 20.5| 69,411 13,764 19.8| 163,691 | 18,638 11.4| 31,877 3,428 10.8
1995, . . 70,566 14,665 20.8| 69,425 13,999 20.2| 161,508 | 18,442 11.4| 31,658 3,318 10.5
1994, .. 70,020 15,289 21.8| 68,819 14,610 21.2| 160,329 | 19,107 11.9| 31,267 3,663 1.7
1993, . 69,292 15,727 22.7| 68,040 14,961 22.0| 159,208 | 19,781 12.4| 30,779 3,755 12.2
19927 . . 68,440 15,294 22.3| 67,256 14,521 21.6| 157,680 | 18,793 11.9| 30,430 3,928 12.9
19918 L 65,918 14,341 21.8| 64,800 13,658 21.1| 154,684 | 17,586 11.4| 30,590 3,781 124
1990. ..o 65,049 13,431 20.6 | 63,908 12,715 19.9| 153,502 | 16,496 10.7| 30,093 3,658 12.2
1989. ... 64,144 12,590 19.6 | 63,225 12,001 19.0| 152,282 | 15,575 10.2| 29,566 3,363 1.4
1988%. .. 63,747 12,455 19.5| 62,906 11,935 19.0| 150,761 | 15,809 10.5| 29,022 3,481 12.0
19870 . 63,294 12,843 20.3| 62,423 12,275 19.7| 149,201 | 15,815 10.6 | 28,487 3,563 12.5
1986. ..o 62,948 12,876 20.5| 62,009 12,257 19.8| 147,631 | 16,017 10.8| 27,975 3,477 12.4
1985, . oo 62,876 13,010 20.7| 62,019 12,483 20.1| 146,396 | 16,598 11.3| 27,322 3,456 12.6
1984, .. 62,447 13,420 21.5| 61,681 12,929 21.0| 144,551 | 16,952 11.7| 26,818 3,330 12.4
1983, . 62,334 13,911 22.3| 61,578 13,427 21.8| 143,052 | 17,767 12.4| 26,313 3,625 13.8
1982, . oo 62,345 13,647 21.9| 61,565 13,139 21.3| 141,328 | 17,000 12.0| 25,738 3,751 14.6
1981, 62,449 12,505 20.0| 61,756 12,068 19.5| 139,477 | 15,464 11.1| 25,231 3,853 15.3
1980. .. oo 62,914 11,543 18.3| 62,168 11,114 17.9| 137,428 | 13,858 10.1| 24,686 3,871 15.7
1979, o 63,375 10,377 16.4| 62,646 9,993 16.0| 135,333 | 12,014 8.9| 24,194 3,682 15.2
1978, . o 62,311 9,931 15.9| 61,987 9,722 15.7| 130,169 | 11,332 8.7| 23,175 3,233 14.0
1977, 63,137 10,288 16.2| 62,823 10,028 16.0| 128,262 | 11,316 8.8| 22,468 3,177 141
1976. . oo 64,028 10,273 16.0| 63,729 10,081 15.8| 126,175| 11,389 9.0| 22,100 3,313 15.0
1975, 65,079 11,104 17.1| 64,750 10,882 16.8| 124,122 | 11,456 9.2| 21,662 3,317 15.3
1974, . 66,134 10,156 15.4| 65,802 9,967 15.1| 122,101 | 10,132 8.3| 21,127 3,085 14.6
1973 66,959 9,642 14.4| 66,626 9,453 14.2| 120,060 9,977 8.3| 20,602 3,354 16.3
1972, 67,930 10,284 15.1| 67,592 10,082 149| 117,957 | 10,438 8.8| 20,117 3,738 18.6
1971, 68,816 10,551 15.3| 68,474 10,344 15.1| 115911 | 10,735 9.3| 19,827 4,273 21.6
1970, oo 69,159 10,440 15.1| 68,815 10,235 14.9| 113,554 | 10,187 9.0| 19,470 4,793 24.6
1969. ... 69,090 9,691 14.0| 68,746 9,501 13.8| 111,528 9,669 8.7| 18,899 4,787 25.3
1968. ... 70,385 10,954 15.6| 70,035 10,739 15.3| 108,684 9,803 9.0| 18,559 4,632 25.0
1967, . oo 70,408 11,656 16.6| 70,058 11,427 16.3| 107,024| 10,725 10.0| 18,240 5,388 29.5
1966. ..o 70,218 12,389 17.6| 69,869 12,146 17.4| 105,241 | 11,007 10.5| 17,929 5,114 28.5
1965. ... 69,986 14,676 21.0| 69,638 14,388 20.7 N N N N N N
1964. . ..o 69,711 16,051 23.0| 69,364 15,736 22.7 N N N N N N
1963, .o 69,181 16,005 23.1| 68,837 15,691 22.8 N N N N N N
1962, ... 67,722 16,963 25.0| 67,385 16,630 24.7 N N N N N N
1961, oo 66,121 16,909 25.6| 65,792 16,577 25.2 N N N N N N
1960. ... 65,601 17,634 26.9| 65,275 17,288 26.5 N N N N N N
1959, 64,315 17,552 27.31 63,995 17,208 2691 96,6851 16,457 17.01 15,557 5,481 35.2

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table B-2.
Poverty Status of People by Age, Race, and Hispanic Origin: 1959 to 2014—Con.

(Numbers in thousands. People as of March of the following year. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error,
nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar|5.pdf)

Under 18 years 18 to 64 years 65 years and older
Rgc_e, Hispanic All people Related children in families Below poverty Below poverty
origin, and year Below poverty Below poverty

Total Number| Percent Total Number| Percent Total| Number| Percent Total| Number | Percent
WHITE ALONE?™"
2014, .o 53,637 9,602 17.9| 52,732 9,172 17.4| 151,562 | 18,086 11.9| 39,054 3,400 8.7
2013 . 53,638 10,296 19.2| 52,657 9,702 18.4| 151,234 | 17,629 11.7| 38,475 3,362 8.7
20132, 53,846 8,808 16.4| 53,074 8,428 15.9| 151,334 | 17,931 11.8| 37,905 3,197 8.4
2012, 54,066 9,979 18.5| 53,201 9,547 17.9| 151,042| 17,946 11.9| 37,039 2,891 7.8
2011, o 54,186 10,103 18.6| 53,268 9,643 18.1| 151,416 | 18,007 11.9| 35,732 2,739 7.7
2010%. ..o 54,490 10,092 18.5| 53,573 9,590 17.9| 151,218| 18,353 12.1| 34,274 2,638 7.7
2009. ... 56,266 9,938 17.7| 55,397 9,440 17.0| 152,367 | 17,391 11.4| 33,414 2,501 7.5
2008. .. 56,153 8,863 15.8| 55,339 8,441 15.3| 151,681 | 15,356 10.1| 32,714 2,771 8.5
2007, .t 56,419 8,395 14.9| 55,483 8,002 14.4| 150,875| 14,135 9.4| 31,839 2,590 8.1
2006. ..o 56,205 7,908 14.1| 55,330 7,522 13.6| 150,143 | 14,035 9.3| 31,270 2,473 7.9
2005, ... 56,075 8,085 14.4| 55,152 7,652 13.9| 148,450 | 14,086 9.5| 30,905 2,700 8.7
20044 . L 56,053 8,308 14.8| 55,212 7,876 14.3| 146,974 | 14,486 9.9| 30,714 2,534 8.3
2003, . 55,779 7,985 14.3| 54,989 7,624 13.9| 145,783 | 13,622 9.3| 30,303 2,666 8.8
2002, ... 55,703 7,549 13.6 | 54,900 7,203 13.1| 144,694 | 13,178 9.1| 29,980 2,739 9.1
WHITE"
2001, . 56,089 7,527 13.4| 55,238 7,086 12.8| 143,796 | 12,555 8.7 29,790 2,656 8.9
2000%. .. 55,980 7,307 13.1| 55,021 6,834 12.4| 142,164 | 11,754 8.3| 29,703 2,584 8.7
19998 . . 55,833 7,639 13.7| 54,873 7,194 13.1| 139,974 | 12,085 8.6| 29,553 2,446 8.3
1998. ... 56,016 8,443 15.1| 55,126 7,935 14.4| 138,061 | 12,456 9.0| 28,759 2,555 8.9
1997, oo 55,863 8,990 16.1| 54,870 8,441 15.4| 136,784 | 12,838 9.4| 28,553 2,569 9.0
1996. . ..o 55,606 9,044 16.3| 54,599 8,488 15.5| 135,586 | 12,940 9.5| 28,464 2,667 9.4
1995, . .. 55,444 8,981 16.2| 54,532 8,474 15.5| 134,149 | 12,869 9.6| 28,436 2,572 9.0
1994, .. 55,186 9,346 16.9| 54,221 8,826 16.3| 133,289 | 13,187 9.9| 27,985 2,846 10.2
1993, . 54,639 9,752 17.8| 53,614 9,123 17.0| 132,680| 13,535 10.2| 27,580 2,939 10.7
19927 . .. 54,110 9,399 17.4| 53,110 8,752 16.5| 131,694 | 12,871 9.8| 27,256 2,989 11.0
19918 L 52,523 8,848 16.8| 51,627 8,316 16.1| 130,312| 12,097 9.3| 27,297 2,802 10.3
1990. ... 51,929 8,232 15.9| 51,028 7,696 15.1| 129,784 | 11,387 8.8| 26,898 2,707 10.1
1989. ..o 51,400 7,599 14.8| 50,704 7,164 14.1| 128,974 | 10,647 8.3| 26,479 2,539 9.6
1988°%. .. 51,203 7,435 14.5| 50,590 7,095 14.0| 128,031 | 10,687 8.3| 26,001 2,593 10.0
19870 . 51,012 7,788 15.3| 50,360 7,398 14.7| 126,991 | 10,703 8.4| 25,602 2,704 10.6
1986. ..o 51,111 8,209 16.1| 50,356 7,714 15.3| 125,998 | 11,285 9.0| 25,173 2,689 10.7
1985, . 51,031 8,253 16.2| 50,358 7,838 15.6| 125,258 | 11,909 9.5| 24,629 2,698 11.0
1984, ... 50,814 8,472 16.7| 50,192 8,086 16.1| 123,922 | 11,904 9.6| 24,206 2,579 10.7
1983, . 50,726 8,862 17.5| 50,183 8,534 17.0| 123,014 | 12,347 10.0| 23,754 2,776 1.7
1982, .. 50,920 8,678 17.0| 50,305 8,282 16.5| 121,766 | 11,971 9.8| 23,234 2,870 12.4
1981, o 51,140 7,785 15.2| 50,553 7,429 14.7| 120,574| 10,790 8.9| 22,791 2,978 13.1
1980. ..o 51,653 7,181 13.9| 51,002 6,817 13.4| 118,935 9,478 8.0 22,325 3,042 13.6
1979, o 52,262 6,193 11.8| 51,687 5,909 11.4| 117,583 8,110 6.9 21,898 2,911 13.3
1978 o 51,669 5,831 11.3| 51,409 5,674 11.0] 113,832 7,897 6.9| 20,950 2,530 121
1977, 52,563 6,097 11.6| 52,299 5,943 11.4| 112,374 7,893 7.0| 20,316 2,426 11.9
1976. . oo 53,428 6,189 11.6| 53,167 6,034 11.3| 110,717 7,890 71| 20,020 2,633 13.2
1975, 54,405 6,927 12.7| 54,126 6,748 12.5| 109,105 8,210 7.5| 19,654 2,634 134
1974, . 55,590 6,223 11.2| 55,320 6,079 11.0| 107,579 7,053 6.6 19,206 2,460 12.8
1973, N N N| 56,211 5,462 9.7 N N N N 2,698 14.4
1972, N N N| 57,181 5,784 10.1 N N N N 3,072 16.8
1971, N N N| 58,119 6,341 10.9 N N N N 3,605 19.9
1970, oo N N N| 58,472 6,138 10.5 N N N N 4,011 22.6
1969. ... N N N| 58,578 5,667 9.7 N N N N 4,052 23.3
1968. ... N N N N 6,373 10.7 N N N| 17,062 3,939 23.1
1967. . oo N N N N 6,729 1.3 N N N| 16,791 4,646 27.7
1966. ..o N N N N 7,204 121 N N N| 16,514 4,357 26.4
1965. ... N N N N 8,595 14.4 N N N N N N
1960. . oo N N N N 11,229 20.0 N N N N N N
1959, N N N N 11,386 20.6 N N N N 4,744 33.1

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table B-2.

Poverty Status of People by Age, Race, and Hispanic Origin: 1959 to 2014—Con.

(Numbers in thousands. People as of March of the following year. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error,
nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmarl 5.pdf)

Under 18 years 18 to 64 years 65 years and older
Rcfic_e, Hispanic All people Related children in families Below poverty Below poverty
origin, and year Below poverty Below poverty

Total Number| Percent Total Number| Percent Total| Number| Percent Total| Number|Percent
WHITE ALONE, NOT HISPANIC™
2014, . 38,057 4,679 12.3| 37,457 4,440 11.9| 121,424 | 12,173 10.0| 35,727 2,801 7.8
2013 . 38,167 5,116 13.4| 37,572 4,784 12.7| 121,629 | 11,691 9.6| 35,322 2,745 7.8
20132, 38,395 4,094 10.7| 37,849 3,833 10.1| 121,991 | 12,133 9.9| 34,781 2,569 7.4
2012, . 38,759 4,782 12.3| 38,167 4,510 11.8| 122,221 | 11,833 9.7| 34,131 2,324 6.8
2011, 38,955 4,850 12.5| 38,322 4,554 11.9| 123,101 | 12,112 9.8| 32,904 2,210 6.7
20108 . . . 39,437 4,866 12.3| 38,823 4,544 11.7| 123,731 | 12,230 99| 31,616 2,155 6.8
2009. ... 40,917 4,850 11.9| 40,319 4,518 11.2| 125,511 | 11,658 9.3| 30,736 2,022 6.6
2008. .. i 41,309 4,364 10.6| 40,707 4,059 10.0| 125,482| 10,380 8.3| 30,149 2,280 7.6
2007. .o 41,979 4,255 10.1| 41,304 3,996 9.7 | 125,161 9,598 7.7| 29,442 2,179 7.4
2006. ..o 42,212 4,208 10.0| 41,563 3,930 9.5| 124,847 9,761 7.8| 28,990 2,044 7.0
2005. .. .. 42,523 4,254 10.0| 41,867 3,973 9.5| 124,326 9,708 7.8| 28,704 2,264 7.9
2004% . . 42,978 4,519 10.5| 42,363 4,190 9.9| 123,481 | 10,236 8.3| 28,639 2,153 7.5
2003. ..o 43,150 4,233 9.8| 42,547 3,957 9.3| 123,110 9,391 7.6| 28,335 2,277 8.0
2002, ... 43,614 4,090 9.4 | 43,017 3,848 8.9 122,511 9,157 75| 28,018 2,321 8.3
WHITE, NOT HISPANIC™
2001, . 44,095 4,194 9.5| 43,459 3,887 8.9| 122,470 8,811 72| 27,973 2,266 8.1
20005 . . ... 44,244 4,018 9.1| 43,554 3,715 8.5| 121,499 8,130 6.7 | 27,948 2,218 7.9
19998 . . 44,272 4,155 9.4| 43,570 3,832 8.8| 120,341 8,462 7.0| 27,952 2,118 7.6
1998. . . 45,355 4,822 10.6 | 44,670 4,458 10.0| 120,282 8,760 7.3| 27,118 2,217 8.2
1997, o 45,491 5,204 11.4| 44,665 4,759 10.7| 119,373 9,088 7.6| 26,995 2,200 8.1
1996. ..o 45,605 5,072 11.1| 44,844 4,656 10.4| 118,822 9,074 7.6| 27,033 2,316 8.6
1995, . . 45,689 5115 11.2| 44,973 4,745 10.6 | 118,228 8,908 75| 27,034 2,243 8.3
1994 .. 46,668 5,823 12.5| 45,874 5,404 11.8| 119,192 9,732 8.2| 26,684 2,556 9.6
1993, . 46,096 6,255 13.6| 45,322 5,819 12.8| 118,475 9,964 8.4| 26,272 2,663 10.1
19927 . . 45,590 6,017 13.2| 44,833 5,558 12.4| 117,386 9,461 8.1| 26,025 2,724 10.5
19918 . 45,236 5,918 13.1| 44,506 5,497 12.4| 117,672 9,244 79| 26,208 2,580 9.8
1990. . ..ot 44,797 5,532 12.3| 44,045 5,106 11.6 | 117,477 8,619 7.3| 25,854 2,471 9.6
1989, .. 44,492 5,110 11.5| 43,938 4,779 10.9| 116,983 8,154 7.0| 25,504 2,335 9.2
1988%. .. 44,438 4,888 11.0| 43,910 4,594 10.5| 116,479 8,293 71| 25,044 2,384 9.5
19870 . 44,461 5,230 11.8| 43,907 4,902 11.2| 115,721 8,327 72| 24,754 2,472 10.0
1986. ..o 44,664 5,789 13.0| 44,041 5,388 12.2| 115,157 8,963 7.8| 24,298 2,492 10.3
1985, . 44,752 5,745 12.8| 44,199 5,421 12.3| 114,969 9,608 8.4| 23,734 2,486 10.5
1984, .. 44,886 6,156 13.7 | 44,349 5,828 13.1| 114,180 9,734 8.5| 23,402 2,410 10.3
1983, . 44,830 6,649 14.8| 44,374 6,381 14.4| 113,570| 10,279 9.1 22,992 2,610 11.4
1982, . . 45,531 6,566 14.4| 45,001 6,229 13.8| 113,717 | 10,082 8.9| 22,655 2,714 12.0
1981, o 45,950 5,946 12.9| 45,440 5,639 12.4| 112,722 9,207 8.2| 22,237 2,834 12.7
1980. ..o 46,578 5,510 11.8| 45,989 5174 11.3| 111,460 7,990 72| 21,760 2,865 13.2
1979. o 46,967 4,730 10.1| 46,448 4,476 9.6| 110,509 6,930 6.3 21,339 2,759 12.9
1978, 46,819 4,506 9.6 | 46,606 4,383 9.4| 107,481 6,837 6.4| 20,431 2,412 11.8
1977, 47,689 4,714 9.9 | 47,459 4,582 9.7 | 106,063 6,772 6.4| 19,812 2,316 11.7
1976. . oo 48,824 4,799 9.8| 48,601 4,664 9.6| 104,846 6,720 6.4| 19,565 2,506 12.8
1975, 49,670 5,342 10.8| 49,421 5,185 10.5| 103,496 7,039 6.8| 19,251 2,503 13.0
1974, . 50,759 4,820 9.5| 50,520 4,697 9.3| 101,894 6,051 59| 18,810 2,346 12,5
BLACK ALONE OR

IN COMBINATION

2014, . 12,875 4,639 36.0| 12,706 4,564 35.9| 27,442 6,137 22.4 4,249 805 19.0
2013 13,044 4,359 334 | 12,915 4,325 33.5| 27,056 6,031 22.3 4,054 772 19.0
20132, 13,104 4,838 36.9| 12,882 4,730 36.7| 26,923 6,410 23.8 4,085 712 17.4
2012 . 13,108 4,815 36.7 | 12,908 4,675 36.2| 26,482 6,265 23.7 3,993 730 18.3
2011, 12,968 4,849 37.4| 12,815 4,762 37.2| 25,962 6,241 24.0 3,718 640 17.2
20108 . . . 13,015 4,923 37.8| 12,759 4,814 37.7| 25,815 6,031 234 3,555 643 18.1
2009. ... 12,655 4,480 35.4| 12,445 4,349 34.9| 24,815 5,441 21.9 3,405 655 19.2
2008. ... 12,388 4,202 33.9| 12,201 4,104 33.6| 24,404 5,017 20.6 3,305 663 20.0
2007. .o 12,380 4,178 33.7| 12,227 4,106 33.6| 23,968 4,742 19.8 3,215 748 23.3
2006. ..o 12,375 4,086 33.0| 12,206 3,977 32.6| 23,510 4,652 19.8 3,128 710 22.7
2005. ... 12,159 4,074 33.5| 11,975 3,972 33.2| 23,338 4,735 20.3 3,053 708 23.2
20044 . . 12,190 4,059 33.3| 12,012 3,962 33.0| 22,842 4,638 20.3 3,005 714 23.8
2003. .. 12,215 4,108 33.6| 11,989 3,977 33.2| 22,355 4,313 19.3 2,933 688 23.5
2002, ... 12,114 3,817 3151 11,931 3,733 31.31 22,170 4,376 19.7 2,922 691 23.6

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table B-2.

Poverty Status of People by Age, Race, and Hispanic Origin: 1959 to 2014—Con.

(Numbers in thousands. People as of March of the following year. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error,
nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmarl 5.pdf)

Under 18 years 18 to 64 years 65 years and older
f ; All people Related children in families
Race, Hispanic peop Below poverty Below poverty
origin, and year Below poverty Below poverty

Total Number| Percent Total Number| Percent Total| Number| Percent Total| Number|Percent
BLACK ALONE"
2014, . 11,015 4,090 37.1| 10,887 4,036 371 25,954 5,869 22.6 4,143 796 19.2
2013 . 11,003 3,708 33.7| 10,896 3,678 33.8| 25,562 5,742 225 3,933 736 18.7
20132, 11,088 4,244 38.3| 10,916 4,153 38.0| 25,552 6,099 23.9 3,975 698 17.6
2012, . 11,078 4,201 37.9| 10,931 4,097 37.5| 25,154 6,002 23.9 3,893 708 18.2
2011, 11,138 4,320 38.8| 11,005 4,247 38.6| 24,831 5,980 241 3,640 630 17.3
20108 . . . 11,173 4,355 39.0| 10,953 4,271 39.0| 24,667 5,775 23.4 3,443 617 17.9
2009. ... 11,282 4,033 35.7| 11,102 3,919 35.3| 23,953 5,264 22.0 3,320 647 19.5
2008. .. i 11,172 3,878 34.7| 10,998 3,781 34.4| 23,565 4,855 20.6 3,229 646 20.0
2007. .o 11,302 3,904 345| 11,174 3,838 34.3| 23,213 4,602 19.8 3,150 731 23.2
2006. ..o 11,315 3,777 33.4| 11,168 3,690 33.0| 22,907 4,570 19.9 3,085 701 22.7
2005. .. .. 11,136 3,841 34.5| 10,962 3,743 34.2| 22,659 4,627 20.4 3,007 701 23.3
2004% . . 11,244 3,788 33.7| 11,080 3,702 33.4| 22,226 4,521 20.3 2,956 705 23.8
2003. ..o 11,367 3,877 34.1| 11,162 3,750 33.6| 21,746 4,224 19.4 2,876 680 23.7
2002, ... 11,275 3,645 32.3| 11,111 3,570 32.1 21,547 4,277 19.9 2,856 680 23.8
BLACK"
2001, . 11,556 3,492 30.2| 11,419 3,423 30.0| 21,462 4,018 18.7 2,853 626 21.9
20005 . . ... 11,480 3,581 31.2| 11,296 3,495 30.9| 21,160 3,794 17.9 2,785 607 21.8
19998 . . 11,488 3,813 33.2| 11,260 3,698 32.8| 21,518 4,000 18.6 2,750 628 22.8
1998. . . 11,317 4,151 36.7| 11,176 4,073 36.4| 20,837 4,222 20.3 2,723 718 26.4
1997, o 11,367 4,225 37.2| 11,193 4,116 36.8| 20,400 4,191 20.5 2,691 700 26.0
1996. ..o 11,338 4,519 39.9| 11,155 4,411 39.5| 20,155 4,515 22.4 2,616 661 25.3
1995, . . 11,369 4,761 419 11,198 4,644 41.5 19,892 4,483 22.5 2,478 629 254
1994 .. 11,211 4,906 43.8| 11,044 4,787 43.3 19,585 4,590 23.4 2,557 700 27.4
1993, . 11,127 5,125 46.1| 10,969 5,030 45.9 19,272 5,049 26.2 2,510 702 28.0
19927 . . 10,956 5,106 46.6 | 10,823 5,015 46.3 18,952 4,884 25.8 2,504 838 33.5
19918 . 10,350 4,755 459 10,178 4,637 45.6 18,355 4,607 251 2,606 880 33.8
1990. . ..ot 10,162 4,550 44.8 9,980 4,412 44.2 18,097 4,427 24.5 2,547 860 33.8
1989, .. 10,012 4,375 43.7 9,847 4,257 43.2 17,833 4,164 23.3 2,487 763 30.7
1988%. .. 9,865 4,296 43.5 9,681 4,148 42.8 17,548 4,275 24.4 2,436 785 32.2
19870 . 9,730 4,385 451 9,546 4,234 44 .4 17,245 4,361 25.3 2,387 774 32.4
1986. ..o 9,629 4,148 43.1 9,467 4,037 42.7 16,911 4,113 24.3 2,331 722 31.0
1985, . 9,545 4,157 43.6 9,405 4,057 43.1 16,667 4,052 24.3 2,273 717 31.5
1984, .. 9,480 4,413 46.6 9,356 4,320 46.2 16,369 4,368 26.7 2,238 710 31.7
1983, . 9,417 4,398 46.7 9,245 4,273 46.2 16,065 4,694 29.2 2,197 791 36.0
1982, . . 9,400 4,472 47.6 9,269 4,388 47.3 15,692 4,415 28.1 2,124 811 38.2
1981, o 9,374 4,237 45.2 9,291 4,170 44.9 15,358 4117 26.8 2,102 820 39.0
1980. ..o 9,368 3,961 42.3 9,287 3,906 421 14,987 3,835 25.6 2,054 783 38.1
1979. o 9,307 3,833 41.2 9,172 3,745 40.8 14,596 3,478 23.8 2,040 740 36.2
1978, 9,229 3,830 415 9,168 3,781 41.2 13,774 3,133 22.7 1,954 662 33.9
1977, o 9,296 3,888 41.8 9,253 3,850 41.6 13,483 3,137 23.3 1,930 701 36.3
1976. . oo 9,322 3,787 40.6 9,291 3,758 40.4 13,224 3,163 23.9 1,852 644 34.8
1975, 9,421 3,925 41.7 9,374 3,884 41.4 12,872 2,968 23.1 1,795 652 36.3
1974, 9,439 3,755 39.8 9,384 3,713 39.6 12,539 2,836 22.6 1,721 591 34.3
1978, N N N 9,405 3,822 40.6 N N N 1,672 620 371
1972, N N N 9,426 4,025 42.7 N N N 1,603 640 39.9
1971, N N N 9,414 3,836 40.4 N N N 1,584 623 39.3
1970, . oo N N N 9,448 3,922 41.5 N N N 1,422 683 48.0
1969. ... N N N 9,290 3,677 39.6 N N N 1,373 689 50.2
1968. ... N N N N 4,188 43.1 N N N 1,374 655 47.7
1967, .o N N N N 4,558 47.4 N N N 1,341 715 53.3
1966. .. ..o N N N N 4,774 50.6 N N N 1,311 722 55.1
1965. . ..o N N N N 5,022 65.6 N N N N 711 62.5

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table B-2.

Poverty Status of People by Age, Race, and Hispanic Origin: 1959 to 2014—Con.

(Numbers in thousands. People as of March of the following year. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error,
nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar|5.pdf)

Under 18 years

18 to 64 years

65 years and older

que, Hispanic All people Related children in families Below poverty Below poverty
origin, and year Below poverty Below poverty

Total Number| Percent Total Number| Percent Total| Number| Percent Total| Number|Percent

ASIAN ALONE OR
IN COMBINATION
2014, . 4,792 577 12.0 4,722 544 11.5 12,834 1,390 10.8 2,059 301 14.6
2013 4,900 628 12.8 4,858 600 12.4 12,393 1,457 11.8 1,889 312 16.5
20132 . 4,740 457 9.6 4,701 442 9.4 12,374 1,258 10.2 1,910 259 13.6
2012, . 4,557 570 12,5 4,485 533 11.9 11,913 1,291 10.8 1,703 211 12.4
2011, 4,572 607 13.3 4,495 566 12.6 11,660 1,397 12.0 1,581 185 11.7
2010%. o 4,308 586 13.6 4,256 560 13.2 11,414 1,265 1.1 1,515 214 14.1
2009. ... 3,996 531 13.3 3,946 507 12.9 9,898 1,154 11.7 1,378 216 15.7
2008. ... 3,717 494 13.3 3,678 476 12.9 9,507 1,031 10.8 1,319 162 12.3
2007. ..o 3,606 431 1.9 3,558 402 11.3 9,531 892 9.4 1,293 144 11.2
2006. ... 3,573 408 11.4 3,530 398 11.3 9,553 897 9.4 1,205 142 11.8
2005. ..o 3,472 359 10.3 3,435 352 10.2 9,115 999 11.0 1,144 144 12.6
20044, 3,406 329 9.7 3,367 311 9.2 8,780 819 9.3 1,104 147 13.3
2008, .. 3,316 420 12.7 3,279 406 12.4 8,510 956 11.2 1,065 152 14.2
2002. ... 3,199 353 11.0 3,159 338 10.7 8,292 804 9.7 995 86 8.7
ASIAN ALONE™"
2014, . 3,750 524 14.0 3,681 492 13.4 12,012 1,314 10.9 2,029 299 14.7
2013 3,766 555 147 3,746 538 14.4 11,646 1,393 12.0 1,845 307 16.7
20132 3,651 367 10.1 3,621 354 9.8 11,531 1,162 10.1 1,881 256 13.6
2012, . 3,596 497 13.8 3,542 470 13.3 11,153 1,220 10.9 1,669 205 12.3
2011, o 3,657 494 13.5 3,600 466 13.0 10,873 1,297 11.9 1,555 182 11.7
20108 . . . 3,431 494 14.4 3,399 477 14.0 10,696 1,191 111 1,484 214 14.4
2009. ..o 3,311 463 14.0 3,271 444 13.6 9,344 1,069 1.4 1,350 213 15.8
2008. ... 3,052 446 14.6 3,016 430 14.2 8,961 974 10.9 1,296 157 121
2007. . 2,980 374 12.5 2,932 345 11.8 9,012 832 9.2 1,265 143 11.3
2006. ..o 2,956 360 12.2 2,915 351 12.0 9,039 851 9.4 1,182 142 12.0
2005. ... 2,871 317 111 2,842 312 11.0 8,591 941 11.0 1,118 143 12.8
20044 . 2,854 281 9.9 2,823 265 9.4 8,294 774 9.3 1,083 146 13.5
2003. .. 2,759 344 12.5 2,726 331 12.1 8,044 907 11.3 1,052 151 14.3
2002, ... 2,683 315 11.7 2,648 302 11.4 7,881 764 9.7 977 82 8.4
ASIAN AND PACIFIC
ISLANDER"

2001, ..o 3,215 369 11.5 3,169 353 11.1 8,352 814 9.7 899 92 10.2
20005, . .. 3,294 420 12.7 3,256 407 12,5 8,500 756 8.9 878 82 9.3
19998 . . . 3,212 381 1.9 3,178 367 1.5 7,879 807 10.2 864 96 11.1
1998. . . 3,137 564 18.0 3,099 542 17.5 6,951 698 10.0 785 97 12.4
1997, o 3,096 628 20.3 3,061 608 19.9 6,680 753 11.3 705 87 12.3
1996. . ..o 2,924 571 19.5 2,899 553 19.1 6,484 821 12.7 647 63 9.7
1995, . . 2,900 564 19.5 2,858 532 18.6 6,123 757 12.4 622 89 14.3
1994, .. 1,739 318 18.3 1,719 308 17.9 4,401 589 134 513 67 13.0
1993, . 2,061 375 18.2 2,029 358 17.6 4,871 680 14.0 503 79 15.6
19927 . . 2,218 363 16.4 2,199 352 16.0 5,067 568 1.2 494 53 10.8
19918 2,056 360 175 2,036 348 17.1 4,582 565 12.3 555 70 12.7
1990 . .o 2,126 374 17.6 2,098 356 17.0 4,375 422 9.6 514 62 12.1
1989. .. 1,983 392 19.8 1,945 368 18.9 4,225 512 121 465 34 7.4
1988%. . 1,970 474 241 1,949 458 238.5 4,035 583 14.4 442 60 13.5
1987° . o 1,937 455 23.5 1,908 432 22.7 4,010 510 12.7 375 56 15.0

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table B-2.

Poverty Status of People by Age, Race, and Hispanic Origin: 1959 to 2014—Con.
(Numbers in thousands. People as of March of the following year. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error,
nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmarl 5.pdf)

Under 18 years 18 to 64 years 65 years and older
R{:ic_e, Hispanic All people Related children in families Below poverty Below poverty
origin, and year Below poverty Below poverty

Total Number| Percent Total Number| Percent Total| Number| Percent Total| Number|Percent
HISPANIC (ANY RACE)
2014, 17,995 5,745 31.9| 17,636 5,522 31.3| 33,873 6,701 19.8 3,636 658 18.1
2013 . 17,898 5,907 33.0| 17,496 5,638 32.2| 32,839 6,746 20.5 3,443 704 20.4
20132, 17,837 5,415 30.4| 17,559 5,273 30.0| 32,903 6,654 20.2 3,405 676 19.8
2012, . 17,664 5,976 33.8| 17,341 5,773 33.3| 32,228 6,977 21.6 3,213 663 20.6
2011, 17,600 6,008 34.1| 17,276 5,820 33.7| 31,643 6,667 211 3,036 569 18.7
20108 . . . 17,371 6,059 34.9| 16,964 5,815 34.3| 30,740 6,948 22.6 2,860 516 18.0
2009. ... 16,965 5,610 33.1| 16,655 5,419 32.5| 29,031 6,224 214 2,815 516 18.3
2008. ... 16,370 5,010 30.6| 16,138 4,888 30.3| 28,311 5,452 19.3 2,717 525 19.3
2007. .o 15,647 4,482 28.6| 15,375 4,348 28.3| 27,731 4,970 17.9 2,555 438 171
2006. ... 15,147 4,072 26.9| 14,907 3,959 26.6| 27,209 4,698 17.3 2,428 472 19.4
2005. .. .. 14,654 4,143 28.3| 14,361 3,977 27.7| 26,051 4,765 18.3 2,315 460 19.9
2004% . . 14,173 4,098 28.9| 13,929 3,985 28.6| 25,324 4,620 18.2 2,194 403 18.4
2008, .. 13,730 4,077 29.7| 13,519 3,982 29.5| 24,490 4,568 18.7 2,080 406 19.5
2002. ... 13,210 3,782 28.6| 12,971 3,653 28.2| 23,952 4,334 18.1 2,053 439 21.4
2001, ..o 12,763 3,570 28.0| 12,539 3,433 27.4| 22,653 4,014 17.7 1,896 413 21.8
20005, . ... 12,399 3,522 28.4| 12,115 3,342 27.6| 21,734 3,844 17.7 1,822 381 20.9
19998 . . . 12,188 3,693 30.3| 11,912 3,561 299 20,782 3,843 18.5 1,661 340 20.5
1998. . . 11,152 3,837 34.4| 10,921 3,670 33.6 18,668 3,877 20.8 1,696 356 21.0
1997, o 10,802 3,972 36.8| 10,625 3,865 36.4 18,217 3,951 21.7 1,617 384 23.8
1996. . .o 10,511 4,237 40.3| 10,255 4,090 39.9 17,587 4,089 23.3 1,516 370 24.4
1995, . . 10,213 4,080 40.0| 10,011 3,938 39.3 16,673 4,153 24.9 1,458 342 235
1994 .. 9,822 4,075 415 9,621 3,956 41.1 16,192 4,018 24.8 1,428 323 22.6
1993, . 9,462 3,873 40.9 9,188 3,666 39.9 15,708 3,956 25.2 1,390 297 21.4
19927 . 9,081 3,637 40.0 8,829 3,440 39.0 15,268 3,668 24.0 1,298 287 221
19918 7,648 3,094 40.4 7,473 2,977 39.8 13,279 3,008 22.7 1,143 237 20.8
1990. . ..ot 7,457 2,865 38.4 7,300 2,750 37.7 12,857 2,896 22.5 1,091 245 225
1989. .. 7,186 2,603 36.2 7,040 2,496 35.5 12,536 2,616 20.9 1,024 211 20.6
1988%. .. 7,003 2,631 37.6 6,908 2,576 37.3 12,056 2,501 20.7 1,005 225 224
19879 . 6,792 2,670 39.3 6,692 2,606 38.9 11,718 2,509 21.4 885 243 275
1986. ..o 6,646 2,507 37.7 6,511 2,413 37.1 11,206 2,406 21.5 906 204 225
1985. . . 6,475 2,606 40.3 6,346 2,512 39.6 10,685 2,411 22.6 915 219 23.9
1984, . . 6,068 2,376 39.2 5,982 2,317 38.7 10,029 2,254 225 819 176 21.5
1983, . . 6,066 2,312 38.1 5,977 2,251 37.7 9,697 2,148 22.5 782 173 22.1
1982, . . 5,527 2,181 39.5 5,436 2,117 38.9 8,262 1,963 23.8 596 159 26.6
1981, 5,369 1,925 35.9 5,291 1,874 35.4 8,084 1,642 20.3 568 146 25.7
1980. . .o 5,276 1,749 33.2 5,211 1,718 33.0 7,740 1,563 20.2 582 179 30.8
1979. o 5,483 1,535 28.0 5,426 1,505 27.7 7,314 1,232 16.8 574 154 26.8
1978, 5,012 1,384 27.6 4,972 1,354 27.2 6,527 1,098 16.8 539 125 238.2
1977 5,028 1,422 28.3 5,000 1,402 28.0 6,500 1,164 17.9 518 113 21.9
1976. . oo 4,771 1,443 30.2 4,736 1,424 30.1 6,034 1,212 20.1 464 128 27.7
1975, N N N 4,896 1,619 33.1 N N N N 137 32.6
1974, N N N 4,939 1,414 28.6 N N N N 117 28.9
1978, . N N N 4,910 1,364 27.8 N N N N 95 24.9

N Not available.

"The 2014 CPS ASEC included redesigned questions for income and health insurance
coverage. All of the approximately 98,000 addresses were eligible to receive the redesigned
set of health insurance coverage questions. The redesigned income questions were
implemented to a subsample of these 98,000 addresses using a probability split panel
design. Approximately 68,000 addresses were eligible to receive a set of income questions
similar to those used in the 2013 CPS ASEC and the remaining 30,000 addresses were
eligible to receive the redesigned income questions. The source of these 2013 estimates
is the portion of the CPS ASEC sample which received the redesigned income questions,
approximately 30,000 addresses.

2The source of these 2013 estimates is the portion of the CPS ASEC sample which
received the income questions consistent with the 2013 CPS ASEC, approximately 68,000
addresses

3 Implementation of Census 2010-based population controls.

4 For 2004, figures are revised to reflect a correction to the weights in the 2005 ASEC.

5 Implementation of Census 2000-based population controls and a 28,000 household
sample expansion.

& For 1999, figures are based on Census 2000 population controls.

7 For 1992, figures are based on 1990 census population controls.

8 For 1991, figures are revised to correct for nine omitted weights from the original
March 1992 CPS file.

9 For 1988 and 1987, figures are based on new processing procedures and are also
revised to reflect corrections to the files after publication of the 1988 advance report Money
Income and Poverty Status in the United States: 1988, P-60, No. 166.

©The 2003 CPS allowed respondents to choose more than one race. White alone
refers to people who reported White and did not report any other race category. The use of
this single-race population does not imply that it is the preferred method of presenting or
analyzing data. The Census Bureau uses a variety of approaches. Information on people
who reported more than one race, such as White and American Indian and Alaska Native
or Asian and Black or African American, is available from Census 2010 through American
FactFinder. About 2.9 percent of people reported more than one race in Census 2010.

" For 2001 and earlier years, the CPS allowed respondents to report only one race
group. The reference race groups for 2001 and earlier poverty data are White, non-Hispanic
White, Black, and Asian and Pacific Islander.

2 Black alone refers to people who reported Black and did not report any other race.

'3 Asian alone refers to people who reported Asian and did not report any other race.

Note: Before 1979, people in unrelated subfamilies were included in people in families.
Beginning in 1979, people in unrelated subfamilies are included in all people but are
excluded from people in families.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 1960 to 2015 Annual Social
and Economic Supplements.
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Table B-3.

Poverty Status of Families by Type of Family: 1959 to 2014
(Numbers in thousands. Families as of March of the following year. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error,
nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar15.pdf)

L . - Male householder, Female householder,
All families Married-couple families no wife present no husband present
Race, Hispanic origin,
and year Below poverty Below poverty Below poverty Below poverty

Total| Number Percent Total| Number Percent Total| Number Percent Total| Number Percent
ALL RACES
2014. .. ... 81,730 9,467 11.6 60,015 3,735 6.2 6,162 969 15.7 15,553 4,764 30.6
2013" .. 82,316 9,645 1.7 59,643 3,394 5.7 6,497 1,048 16.1 16,176 5,203 32.2
20132, ... 81,217 9,130 11.2 59,692 3,476 5.8 6,330 1,008 15.9 15,195 4,646 30.6
2012, ... 80,944 9,520 11.8 59,224 3,705 6.3 6,231 1,023 16.4 15,489 4,793 30.9
2011, . 80,529 9,497 11.8 58,963 3,652 6.2 5,888 950 16.1 15,678 4,894 31.2
20108 . . ... 79,559 9,400 11.8 58,667 3,681 6.3 5,649 892 15.8 15,243 4,827 31.7
2009. ... 78,867 8,792 111 58,428 3,409 5.8 5,582 942 16.9 14,857 4,441 29.9
2008. . ... 78,874 8,147 10.3 59,137 3,261 55 5,255 723 13.8 14,482 4,163 28.7
2007. ... 77,908 7,623 9.8 58,395 2,849 4.9 5,103 696 13.6 14,411 4,078 28.3
2006. . ... 78,454 7,668 9.8 58,964 2,910 4.9 5,067 671 13.2 14,424 4,087 28.3
2005. .. ... 77,418 7,657 9.9 58,189 2,944 5.1 5,134 669 13.0 14,095 4,044 28.7
20044 . ... 76,866 7,835 10.2 57,983 3,216 5.5 4,901 657 13.4 13,981 3,962 28.3
2003, .. ... 76,232 7,607 10.0 57,725 3,115 5.4 4,717 636 13.5 13,791 3,856 28.0
2002, .. ... 75,616 7,229 9.6 57,327 3,052 5.3 4,663 564 12.1 13,626 3,613 26.5
2001, ... 74,340 6,813 9.2 56,755 2,760 4.9 4,440 583 13.1 13,146 3,470 26.4
2000%. . ... 73,778 6,400 8.7 56,598 2,637 47 4,277 485 11.3 12,903 3,278 25.4
19995 . ... ..., 73,206 6,792 9.3 56,290 2,748 4.9 4,099 485 11.8 12,818 3,559 27.8
1998. ... ... 71,551 7,186 10.0 54,778 2,879 5.3 3,977 476 12.0 12,796 3,831 29.9
1997. ..o 70,884 7,324 10.3 54,321 2,821 5.2 3,911 507 13.0 12,652 3,995 31.6
1996. .. ...l 70,241 7,708 11.0 53,604 3,010 5.6 3,847 531 13.8 12,790 4,167 32.6
1995. ... ... 69,597 7,532 10.8 53,570 2,982 5.6 3,513 493 14.0 12,514 4,057 32.4
1994, .. ... L 69,313 8,053 11.6 53,865 3,272 6.1 3,228 549 17.0 12,220 4,232 34.6
1993. . ... 68,506 8,393 12.3 53,181 3,481 6.5 2,914 488 16.8 12,411 4,424 35.6
19927 ... ... 68,216 8,144 11.9 53,090 3,385 6.4 3,065 484 15.8 12,061 4,275 35.4
19918 .. .. 67,175 7,712 11.5 52,457 3,158 6.0 3,025 392 13.0 11,693 4,161 35.6
1990. .. ... oiil. 66,322 7,098 10.7 52,147 2,981 5.7 2,907 349 12.0 11,268 3,768 33.4
1989. ... ... 66,090 6,784 10.3 52,317 2,931 5.6 2,884 348 12.1 10,890 3,504 32.2
1988%. ... ... 65,837 6,874 10.4 52,100 2,897 5.6 2,847 336 11.8 10,890 3,642 33.4
1987°. ... 65,204 7,005 10.7 51,675 3,011 5.8 2,833 340 12.0 10,696 3,654 34.2
1986. ............. | 64,491 7,023 10.9 51,5637 3,123 6.1 2,510 287 11.4 10,445 3,613 34.6
1985. .. .o 63,558 7,223 1.4 50,933 3,438 6.7 2,414 311 12.9 10,211 3,474 34.0
1984. . ... ... .. 62,706 7,277 11.6 50,350 3,488 6.9 2,228 292 13.1 10,129 3,498 34.5
1983. ... . 62,015 7,647 12.3 50,081 3,815 7.6 2,038 268 13.2 9,896 3,564 36.0
1982, ... ..l 61,393 7,512 12.2 49,908 3,789 7.6 2,016 290 14.4 9,469 3,434 36.3
1981, ... L 61,019 6,851 11.2 49,630 3,394 6.8 1,986 205 10.3 9,403 3,252 34.6
1980. ... .. 60,309 6,217 10.3 49,294 3,032 6.2 1,933 213 11.0 9,082 2,972 32.7
1979, .. 59,550 5,461 9.2 49,112 2,640 5.4 1,733 176 10.2 8,705 2,645 30.4
1978. .. o 57,804 5,280 9.1 47,692 2,474 5.2 1,654 152 9.2 8,458 2,654 31.4
1977 oo 57,215 5,311 9.3 47,385 2,524 5.3 1,594 177 11.1 8,236 2,610 31.7
1976. ... .o 56,710 5,311 9.4 47,497 2,606 55 1,500 162 10.8 7,713 2,543 33.0
1975. .. o 56,245 5,450 9.7 47,318 2,904 6.1 1,445 116 8.0 7,482 2,430 32.5
1974, .. ... L 55,698 4,922 8.8 47,069 2,474 5.3 1,399 125 8.9 7,230 2,324 32.1
1973, .o 55,053 4,828 8.8 46,812 2,482 5.3 1,438 154 10.7 6,804 2,193 32.2
1972, .. oo 54,373 5,075 9.3 46,314 N N 1,452 N N 6,607 2,158 32.7
1971 .. o 53,296 5,303 10.0 45,752 N N 1,353 N N 6,191 2,100 33.9
1970. ..o 52,227 5,260 10.1 44,739 N N 1,487 N N 6,001 1,952 32,5
1969. ... ... 51,586 5,008 9.7 44,436 N N 1,559 N N 5,591 1,827 32.7
1968.............. 50,511 5,047 10.0 43,842 N N 1,228 N N 5,441 1,755 32.3
1967 ... 49,835 5,667 1.4 43,292 N N 1,210 N N 5,333 1,774 33.3
1966. ............. 48,921 5,784 11.8 42,553 N N 1,197 N N 5,171 1,721 33.1
1965. ... ..ot 48,278 6,721 13.9 42,107 N N 1,179 N N 4,992 1,916 38.4
1964. . ... ..., 47,836 7,160 15.0 41,648 N N 1,182 N N 5,006 1,822 36.4
1963. ... .. 47,436 7,554 15.9 41,311 N N 1,243 N N 4,882 1,972 40.4
1962. .. ... ... 46,998 8,077 17.2 40,923 N N 1,334 N N 4,741 2,034 42.9
1961, ... ... 46,341 8,391 18.1 40,405 N N 1,293 N N 4,643 1,954 421
1960. ............ . 45,435 8,243 18.1 39,624 N N 1,202 N N 4,609 1,955 42.4
1959. ... .. 45,054 8,320 18.5 39,335 N N 1,226 N N 4,493 1,916 42.6

N Not available.

"The 2014 CPS ASEC included redesigned questions for income and health insurance
coverage. All of the approximately 98,000 addresses were eligible to receive the redesigned
set of health insurance coverage questions. The redesigned income questions were
implemented to a subsample of these 98,000 addresses using a probability split panel
design. Approximately 68,000 addresses were eligible to receive a set of income questions
similar to those used in the 2013 CPS ASEC and the remaining 30,000 addresses were
eligible to receive the redesigned income questions. The source of these 2013 estimates
is the portion of the CPS ASEC sample which received the redesigned income questions,
approximately 30,000 addresses.

2 The source of these 2013 estimates is the portion of the CPS ASEC sample which
received the income questions consistent with the 2013 CPS ASEC, approximately 68,000
addresses.

3 Implementation of Census 2010-based population controls.

4 For 2004, figures are revised to reflect a correction to the weights in the 2005 ASEC.

5 Implementation of Census 2000-based population controls and a 28,000 household
sample expansion.

¢ For 1999, figures are based on Census 2000 population controls.

7 For 1992, figures are based on 1990 census population controls.

& For 1991, figures are revised to correct for nine omitted weights from the original
March 1992 CPS file.

¢ For 1988 and 1987, figures are based on new processing procedures and are also
revised to reflect corrections to the files after publication of the 1988 advance report Money
Income and Poverty Status in the United States: 1988, P-60, No. 166.

Note: Before 1979, unrelated subfamilies were included in all families. Beginning in
1979, unrelated subfamilies are excluded from all families.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 1960 to 2015 Annual Social
and Economic Supplements.
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APPENDIX C. REPLICATE WEIGHTS

Beginning in the 2011 Current
Population Survey Annual Social and
Economic Supplement (CPS ASEC)
report, the variance of CPS ASEC esti-
mates used to calculate the standard
errors and confidence intervals dis-
played in the text tables were calcu-
lated using the Successive Difference
Replication (SDR) method documented
by Fay and Train (1995). This method
involves the computation of a set of
replicate weights which account for
the complex survey design of the
CPS. The SDR method has been used
to estimate variances in the American
Community Survey since its inception.

In previous years, the standard errors
of CPS ASEC estimates were calculated
using a Generalized Variance Function
(GVF) approach. Under this approach,
generalized variance parameters were
used in formulas provided in the
source and accuracy (S&A) statement
to estimate standard errors.

A study by Davern et al. (2006) found
that the CPS ASEC GVF standard
errors performed poorly against more
precise Survey Design-Based (SDB)
estimates. In most cases, Davern’s
results indicated that the published
GVF parameters significantly under-
estimated standard errors in the

CPS ASEC. This and other critiques
prompted the Census Bureau to

transition from using the GVF method
of estimating standard errors to
using the SDR method of estimating
standard errors for the CPS ASEC. In

2009, the Census Bureau released rep-

licate weights for the 2005 through
2009 CPS ASEC collection years and
has released replicate weights for
each year since with the release of
the CPS ASEC public use data.

Following the 2009 release of CPS
ASEC replicate weights, Boudreaux,
Davern, and Graven (2011) compared
replicate weight standard error esti-
mates with SDB estimates. Replicate
weight estimates performed markedly
better against SDB standard errors
than those calculated using the pub-
lished GVF parameters. The Census
Bureau will continue to provide the
GVF parameters in the source and
accuracy statement.

Since the published GVF parameters
generally underestimated standard
errors, standard errors produced
using SDR may be higher than in
previous reports. For most CPS ASEC
estimates, the increase in standard
errors from GVF to SDR will not alter
the findings. However, marginally
significant differences using the GVF
may not be significant using replicate
weights.
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APPENDIX D. COMPARISON OF 2013 INCOME AND POVERTY ESTIMATES USING THE TRADITIONAL
AND REDESIGNED INCOME QUESTIONS

Introduction

The 2014 Current Population

Survey Annual Social and Economic
Supplement (CPS ASEC) utilized a
probability split panel design to test a
new redesigned set of income ques-
tions." 2 The Census Bureau con-
ducted an initial nationwide test of a
redesigned set of income questions
by telephone in March 2013.3 Based
on the results of that initial test, a
second, more comprehensive test
was conducted in 2014. There were
approximately 98,000 addresses in
the 2014 CPS ASEC sample; a sub-
sample of about 30,000 addresses
were randomly assigned to be eligible
to receive the redesigned income

! For more details on the split panel test,
all changes to the ASEC and the impact of the
redesigned questions on estimates of income,
see Jessica Semega and Ed Welniak, “The Effects
of the Changes to the CPS ASEC on Estimates
of Income” presented at the 2015 Allied Social
Science Association (ASSA) Research Conference,
<www.census.gov/content/dam/Census/library
/working-papers/2015/DEMO/ASSA-Income
-CPSASEC-Red.pdf>. Minor corrections to the
research file used for the research papers
account for the differences in the estimates.

2 A similar split panel design was used to test
a new questionnaire in the 1979 CPS ASEC. See
<www?2.census.gov/prod2/popscan/p60-123
.pdf> for more details.

3 For more details of the March 2013 content
test and more specific details on all the changes
to the ASEC redesigned income questions, see
Jessica Semega and Ed Welniak, “Evaluating the
2013 CPS ASEC Income Redesign Content Test,”
presented at the November 2013 meetings of the
Federal Committee on Statistical Methodology,
<www.census.gov/hhes/www/income
/publications/Evaluating%20the%202013
%20CPS%20ASEC%20Income%20Redesign
%20Content%20Test.pdf>.

questions.* The remaining sample
(approximately 68,000 addresses)
were eligible to receive the set of
traditional income questions.®

The income questions were rede-
signed with the goals of improving
income reporting, increasing response
rates, reducing reporting errors by
taking better advantage of an auto-
mated questionnaire environment,
and updating questions on retirement
income and the income generated
from retirement accounts and all other
assets. The following were compo-
nents of the redesign instrument:

= Tailor the order of income ques-
tions to match those sources
most likely received by respon-
dents given certain known
characteristics of the respondent,
focusing on households with a
householder aged 62 and older,
lower income households, and
a default for all other household

types.

4 All 2014 ASEC sample addresses were
eligible to receive a new set of health insurance
questions.

5> Each address in sample was assigned a
random number to determine if the address
would receive the traditional or redesigned ASEC
questionnaire. One caveat is that all month-in-
sample-one addresses received the traditional
ASEC. Census Bureau field representatives did
not know in advance if the household they were
interviewing would receive the traditional or
redesigned income questions until they began
the interview. All CPS ASEC interviewers were
trained to administer both sets of questions.

Use a dual-pass identifying all
sources of income received first
and then ask amounts for those
sources the respondent indicated
receiving.

Use income ranges as a follow-
up for “don’t know” or “refused”
income amount questions.

Remove the family income
screener for determining which
households to ask low-income
sources (such as Temporary
Assistance for Needy Families
[TANF]).

Change the disability questions
to eliminate confusion between
disability from Social Security and
Supplemental Security Income.

Collect lump sum back-payments
for disability benefits.

Use a new strategy to collect

property income by asking sepa-
rately about income from retire-
ment accounts and other assets.

Collect the value of assets that
generate income if the respon-
dent is unsure of the income
generated.

Ask about retirement account
withdrawals and distributions.

U.S. Census Bureau
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Effects on Income Data

Income source recipiency, means,
medians and aggregate income totals
from the traditional ASEC (68,000
sample) are compared to data from
the redesigned ASEC (30,000 sample).
Both sets of data were weighted to
national population controls, to evalu-
ate the performance of the redesigned
ASEC.¢ Table D-1 shows the percent-
age change in real median household
income and earnings by select char-
acteristics. None of the characteristics
examined show a statistically lower
median income for the redesigned
ASEC. Overall median household
income based on the redesigned ASEC
was $53,585 in 2013, 3.2 percent
higher than median household income
using the traditional ASEC ($51,939).
Family household median income was
2.0 percent higher and 3.1 percent
higher for married-couple households
in 2013 using the redesigned ASEC
compared to traditional ASEC.”

6 The current ASEC processing system does
not take full advantage of the information col-
lected in the redesigned ASEC. In order to expe-
dite the release of this report and the research
file, the redesigned ASEC data were formatted to
match the traditional ASEC data to use the same
processing system. The estimates in this report
do not include any data from the income range
questions as the Census Bureau is researching
how best to use these data.

7 The percentage change of male household-
ers was significantly different from the percent-
age changes of nonfamily households and female
householders. The apparent differences between
the percent changes of all types of household
characteristics are not significantly different.

Non-Hispanic White household median
income was 3.5 percent higher using
the redesigned ASEC while Black and
Asian median household incomes
were not statistically different from
the traditional ASEC. There was no
statistically significant difference in
Hispanic median household income.?

Households maintained by a house-
holder aged 35 to 44 (4.0 percent
higher), aged 45 to 54 (5.1 percent
higher), aged 55 to 64 (5.1 percent
higher) and aged 65 and over (4.7
percent higher), had higher median
incomes using the redesigned ASEC.?

Households in the South and West had
higher median household incomes
(3.6 percent and 6.0 percent higher,
respectively) using the redesigned
ASEC.'0

Earnings of men and women who
worked year round, full time were
not statistically different between the
redesigned and traditional ASEC.

8 The percentage change for Hispanics
was significantly different than the percent-
age changes for Asians, non-Hispanic Whites,
and Whites. The percentage changes were not
significantly different between all other Race and
Hispanic Origin of Householder characteristics.

9 The percentage changes for all of the Age
of Householder categories were not significantly
different between one another.

19 The percentage changes were not signifi-
cantly different between all regions.

Effects on Poverty Data

Using the redesigned income ques-
tions only minimally affected poverty
estimates—see Table D-2. For pov-
erty, the differences in the estimates
of the overall poverty rate and the
total number of people in poverty
were not statistically significant. The
poverty rate using the portion of the
sample eligible for the redesigned
income questions was higher than
the poverty rate using the portion of
the sample eligible for the traditional
income questions for the following
major demographic groups: children
under age 18, Whites, Asians, and
individuals living in the Midwest.
Poverty rates using the redesigned
income questions were lower than
the poverty rates using the traditional
income questions for Blacks, workers
who worked less than full time, year
round and individuals with a bach-
elor’s degree or higher.
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Table D-1.

Income and Earnings Summary Measures by Selected Characteristics: 2013 Traditional and

Redesign!

(Income in 2013 dollars. Households and people as of March of the following year. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling
error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp.//ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar14.pdf)

Percentage change* in
Traditional (T) Redesign (R) median income
(R)
Characteristic
Median income (dollars) Median income (dollars)
Number Margin of Number Margin of Margin of
(thousands) | Estimate error? (+) | (thousands) | Estimate error? (+) | Estimate error? (+)
HOUSEHOLDS
Allhouseholds .........ovviieeeennnnnnnn. 122,952 51,939 455 123,931 53,585 1,076 *3.2 214
Type of Household
Family households. . ........... ... ... ... ... ... 81,192 65,587 643 82,270 66,923 872 *2.0 1.58
Married-couple. .. ...... ... 59,669 76,509 674 59,626 78,897 1,359 *3.1 1.91
Female householder, no husband present. .. .......... 15,193 35,154 832 16,158 35,412 1,512 0.7 4.74
Male householder, no wife present . ................. 6,330 50,625 1,503 6,486 52,480 2,730 3.7 6.02
Nonfamily households . . ............. ... ... ....... 41,760 31,178 518 41,660 31,480 951 1.0 3.14
Female householder .. ........................... 22,266 26,425 795 21,827 26,238 1,019 -0.7 4.43
Male householder .......... ... ... ... ... ...... 19,494 36,876 937 19,834 39,379 1,674 *6.8 5.20
Race® and Hispanic Origin of Householder
White . . .. 97,774 55,257 699 98,807 56,745 850 2.7 1.86
White, not Hispanic .................ccoiiieeoi.. 83,641 58,270 1,006 84,432 60,329 876 *3.5 212
Black ... ..o 16,108 34,598 1,198 16,009 35,324 1,410 21 5.20
ASIAN 5,759 67,065 2,830 5,818 72,383 5,531 7.9 8.66
Hispanic (anyrace) ............ ..., 15,811 40,963 908 16,088 39,687 1,954 -3.1 4.78
Age of Householder
UnderB5 years . ......ouuiiiiii 94,223 58,448 958 94,862 60,265 771 *3.1 2.06
151024 YEarS . ..o ittt 6,323 34,311 1,808 6,652 33,791 3,156 -1.5 10.68
251034 years .. ... 20,008 52,702 1,489 19,988 52,416 2,098 -0.5 4.90
351044 Years . ...t 21,046 64,973 1,620 21,164 67,594 1,976 *4.0 3.86
A5t054years .. ... 23,809 67,141 1,265 23,664 70,598 2,114 *5.1 3.73
551064 Years .. ...t 23,036 57,538 1,662 23,395 60,481 1,835 *5.1 4.16
65yearsandolder. ............ .. .. 28,729 35,611 722 29,069 37,297 1,283 4.7 412
Nativity of Householder
Native born .. ... . 105,328 52,779 754 105,900 55,087 940 *4.4 2.18
Foreignborn ... ... ... .. . ... 17,624 46,939 1,037 18,031 46,795 1,563 -0.3 3.98
Naturalized citizen .. . ....... ... ... ... i 9,491 54,974 2,898 9,489 56,354 3,098 25 8.57
Notacitizen. .......... ... ... . i 8,133 40,578 1,113 8,542 40,185 1,944 -1.0 5.39
Region
Northeast. . ........ ... .. i 22,053 56,775 1,426 22,511 56,868 2,563 0.2 4.90
Midwest . .. .o 27,214 52,082 1,160 27,426 53,426 2,102 2.6 4.34
South. ... 46,499 48,128 1,104 46,553 49,854 1,335 *3.6 3.10
WeSt .o 27,186 56,181 1,190 27,441 59,525 2,067 *6.0 4.09
Residence
Inside metropolitan statistical areas ................... 103,573 54,042 790 104,128 55,884 810 *3.4 1.87
Inside principal cities . . .......... ... .. o ol 41,359 46,778 892 41,360 48,806 1,621 *4.3 3.65
Outside principal cities. .. ......................... 62,213 59,497 1,090 62,768 60,787 937 2.2 2.1
Outside metropolitan statistical areas* ................. 19,379 42,881 1,238 19,802 43,601 1,755 1.7 4.70
EARNINGS OF FULL-TIME, YEAR-ROUND WORKERS
Menwithearnings. ............ ... i, 60,769 50,033 404 61,240 50,015 935 z 1.89
Women withearnings .............................. 45,068 39,157 596 44,629 38,793 1,145 -0.9 3.16
Female-to-male earningsratio. . ...................... N 0.78 0.01 N 0.78 0.03 -0.9 3.79

* An asterisk preceding an estimate indicates change is statistically different from zero at the
90 percent confidence level.

N Not applicable.

Z Represents or rounds to zero.

" The 2014 CPS ASEC included redesigned questions for income and health insurance
coverage. All of the approximately 98,000 addresses were eligible to receive the redesigned set of
health insurance coverage questions. The redesigned income questions were implemented to a
subsample of these 98,000 addresses using a probability split panel design. Approximately 68,000
addresses were eligible to receive a set of income questions similar to those used in the 2013 CPS
ASEC (referred to here as the traditional ASEC) and the remaining 30,000 addresses were eligible
to receive the redesigned income questions.

2 A margin of error is a measure of an estimate’s variability. The larger the margin of error in
relation to the size of the estimate, the less reliable the estimate. This number, when added to and
subtracted from the estimate, forms the 90 percent confidence interval. Margins of error shown in
this table are based on standard errors calculated using replicate weights. For more information,
see “Standard Errors and Their Use” at <ftp:/ftp2.census.gov/library/publications/2014/demo
/p60-249sa.pdf>.

3 Federal surveys give respondents the option of reporting more than one race. Therefore,
two basic ways of defining a race group are possible. A group such as Asian may be defined as
those who reported Asian and no other race (the race-alone or single-race concept) or as those
who reported Asian regardless of whether they also reported another race (the race-alone-or-in-
combination concept). This table shows data using the first approach (race alone). The use of the
single-race population does not imply that it is the preferred method of presenting or analyzing
data. The Census Bureau uses a variety of approaches. Information on people who reported more
than one race, such as White and American Indian and Alaska Native or Asian and Black or
African American, is available from Census 2010 through American FactFinder. About 2.9 percent
of people reported more than one race in Census 2010. Data for American Indians and Alaska
Natives, Native Hawaiians and Other Pacific Islanders, and those reporting two or more races are
not shown separately.

“The “Outside metropolitan statistical areas” category includes both micropolitan statistical
areas and territory outside of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas. For more information,
see “About Metropolitan and Micropolitan Statistical Areas” at <www.census.gov/population
/metro/>.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 2014 Annual Social and Economic
Supplement.
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Table D-2.
People in Poverty by Selected Characteristics: 2013 Traditional and Redesign!

(Numbers in thousands, margin of error in thousands or percentage points as appropriate. People as of March of the following year.
For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs
-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar14.pdf)

Traditional Redesign Change in poverty
(Redesign less
Characteristic Below poverty Below poverty traditional)®*
Margin of Margin of Margin of Margin of
Total | Number | error® (+) | Percent | error® (+) Total | Number | error® (+) | Percent | error? (+) | Number | Percent
PEOPLE
Total ...t 312,965 | 45,318 1,014 14.5 0.3 | 313,096 | 46,269 1,474 14.8 0.5 950 0.3
Family Status
Infamilies. . ........ ... ... ... L 254,988 | 31,530 845 12.4 0.3 | 256,070 | 32,786 1,370 12.8 0.5 1,256 0.4
Householder. ........................ 81,217 | 9,130 247 11.2 0.3| 82,316 9,645 421 11.7 0.5 *515 0.5
Related children underage 18........... 72,573 | 14,142 445 19.5 0.6| 72,246| 15,116 723 20.9 1.0 *974 *1.4
Related children underage 6........... 23,585 5,231 225 222 1.0| 23,606 5,590 340 23.7 1.4 359 1.5
In unrelated subfamilies. . ................ 1,413 608 114 43.0 6.3 1,626 776 220 47.7 8.4 168 4.7
Referenceperson .................... 595 246 48 41.3 6.4 661 291 86 44.0 8.2 45 2.6
Childrenunderage 18................. 714 340 69 47.7 6.7 844 448 130 53.1 9.3 107 5.4
Unrelated individuals. ................... 56,564 | 13,181 414 23.3 0.6| 55,400| 12,707 579 229 0.9 —474 -0.4
Race* and Hispanic Origin
White. ... ... 243,085 | 29,936 816 12.3 0.3 | 243,346 | 31,287 1,073 12.9 0.4 *1,351 *0.5
White, not Hispanic ................... 195,167 | 18,796 722 9.6 0.4 195,118 | 19,552 815 10.0 0.4 756 0.4
Black . ... 40,615| 11,041 506 27.2 1.3| 40,498 | 10,186 632 252 1.6 *—-855 *-2.0
Asian . ... 17,063 1,785 176 10.5 1.0| 17,257 2,255 330 13.1 1.9 *470 2.6
Hispanic (anyrace) ..................... 54,145| 12,744 513 23.5 0.9| 54,181 | 13,356 801 247 1.5 611 1.1
Sex
Male. ... ... 153,361 | 20,119 568 131 0.4| 153,465 | 20,294 769 13.2 0.5 175 0.1
Female............ ... ... ... . ... .... 159,605 | 25,199 573 15.8 0.4 (159,630 | 25,975 902 16.3 0.6 776 0.5
Age
Underage 18. ..., 73,625 | 14,659 455 19.9 0.6| 73,439| 15,801 725 215 1.0 *1,142 *1.6
Aged18t064 ... ... ... ... ... 194,833 | 26,429 648 13.6 0.3 | 194,694 | 25,899 877 13.3 0.5 -530 -0.3
Aged65andolder...................... 44,508 4,231 227 9.5 0.5| 44,963 4,569 286 10.2 0.6 338 0.7
Nativity
Nativeborn ........ ... ... ... ... ... .. 271,968 | 37,921 943 13.9 0.3 | 272,423 | 38,831 1,299 14.3 0.5 909 0.3
Foreignborn .......... ... ... ... . ... 40,997 | 7,397 373 18.0 0.8| 40,673 7,438 556 18.3 1.2 41 0.2
Naturalized citizen .. .................. 19,147 | 2,425 173 12.7 09| 19,247 2,132 249 111 1.3 —293 -1.6
Notacitizen......................... 21,850 4,972 311 22.8 1.2| 21,426 5,306 498 24.8 1.9 334 2.0
Region
Northeast. . ......... ... ... .. ... ... ... 55,478 7,046 437 12.7 0.8| 55,529 7,205 700 13.0 1.3 160 0.3
Midwest . ... 66,785 8,590 430 12.9 0.7 | 66,732 9,269 641 13.9 1.0 *679 *1.0
South. ... ... 116,961 | 18,870 706 16.1 0.6 116,956 | 19,040 968 16.3 0.8 171 0.1
WeSt .o 73,742 | 10,812 434 14.7 0.6| 73,879| 10,754 670 14.6 0.9 -59 -0.1
Residence
Inside metropolitan statistical areas ........ 265,915 | 37,746 1,007 14.2 0.4 | 265,301 | 37,994 1,491 14.3 0.5 248 0.1
Inside principal cities . . ................ 102,149 | 19,530 842 19.1 0.7 {101,094 | 18,617 1,140 18.4 1.0 -912 -0.7
Outside principal cities. .. .............. 163,767 | 18,217 738 111 0.4| 164,207 | 19,377 1,091 11.8 0.6 1,160 0.7
Outside metropolitan statistical areas® . .. ... 47,050 7,572 665 16.1 1.0| 47,795 8,275 891 17.3 1.3 703 1.2
Work Experience
Total, aged 18t064. ... .......... 194,833 | 26,429 648 13.6 0.3 194,694 | 25,899 877 13.3 0.5 -530 -0.3
Allworkers. ......... ... 146,252 | 10,736 347 7.3 0.2 | 146,957 | 10,261 452 7.0 0.3 —475 -0.4
Worked full-time, year-round . ........... 100,855 2,771 155 27 0.2 | 101,146 3,014 247 3.0 0.2 244 0.2
Less than full-time, year-round. . . .. ...... 45,397 | 7,965 322 175 0.6| 45,811 7,247 425 15.8 0.9 *~719 —1.7
Did not work at least 1week . ............. 48,581 | 15,693 515 32.3 0.9| 47,737 | 15,638 684 32.8 1.2 -55 0.5
Disability Status®
Total, aged 18t064.............. 194,833 | 26,429 648 13.6 0.3 | 194,694 | 25,899 877 13.3 0.5 -530 -0.3
With adisability . .. ..................... 15,098 4,352 233 28.8 1.2| 14,461 4,013 316 27.8 1.9 —-338 -1.1
With no disability . . ..................... 178,761 | 22,023 567 12.3 0.3| 179,206 | 21,777 783 12.2 0.4 —246 -0.2
Educational Attainment
Total, aged 25 and older . ... ...... 209,287 | 24,841 623 11.9 0.3 209,259 | 24,692 873 11.8 0.4 -149 -0.1
No high school diploma. .. ............... 24,458 6,888 245 28.2 09| 24,192 7,253 452 30.0 1.6 365 1.8
High school, nocollege . . ................ 62,240 8,669 325 13.9 0.5| 61,581 8,642 458 14.0 0.7 27 0.1
Some college, nodegree. . ............... 55,709 5,903 268 10.6 0.4| 55,990 5,817 361 10.4 0.6 —-86 -0.2
Bachelor's degree or higher. . ............. 66,879 3,381 236 5.1 0.4| 67,496 2,981 291 4.4 0.4 *~400 | *-0.6
FAMILIES
Total .........cciiiiiii, 81,217| 9,130 247 11.2 0.3| 82,316 9,645 421 11.7 0.5 *515 0.5
Married-couple. . . ......... .. .. ... 59,692 3,476 165 5.8 0.3| 59,643 3,394 249 5.7 0.4 -82 -0.1
Female householder, no husband present . . . 15,195 4,646 200 30.6 1.1 16,176 5,203 324 32.2 1.6 *557 1.6
Male householder, no wife present . . ....... 6,330 1,008 97 15.9 1.4 6,497 1,048 170 16.1 2.4 41 0.2

See footnotes on next page.
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* An asterisk preceding an estimate indicates change is statistically different from zero at the 90 percent confidence level.

" The 2014 CPS ASEC included redesigned questions for income and health insurance coverage. All of the approximately 98,000 addresses were eligible to receive the redesigned set of health
insurance coverage questions. The redesigned income questions were implemented to a subsample of these 98,000 addresses using a probability split panel design. Approximately 68,000 addresses
were eligible to receive a set of income questions similar to those used in the 2013 CPS ASEC (referred to here as the traditional ASEC) and the remaining 30,000 addresses were eligible to receive the
redesigned income questions.

2 A margin of error is a measure of an estimate’s variability. The larger the margin of error in relation to the size of the estimate, the less reliable the estimate. This number, when added to and
subtracted from the estimate, forms the 90 percent confidence interval. Margins of error shown in this table are based on standard errors calculated using replicate weights. For more information, see
“Standard Errors and Their Use” at <ftp:/ftp2.census.gov/library/publications/2014/demo/p60-249sa.pdf>.

3 Details may not sum to totals because of rounding.

4 Federal surveys now give respondents the option of reporting more than one race. Therefore, two basic ways of defining a race group are possible. A group such as Asian may be defined as those
who reported Asian and no other race (the race-alone or single-race concept) or as those who reported Asian regardless of whether they also reported another race (the race-alone-or-in-combination
concept). This table shows data using the first approach (race alone). The use of the single-race population does not imply that it is the preferred method of presenting or analyzing data. The Census
Bureau uses a variety of approaches. Information on people who reported more than one race, such as White and American Indian and Alaska Native or Asian and Black or African American, is available
from Census 2010 through American FactFinder. About 2.9 percent of people reported more than one race in Census 2010. Data for American Indians and Alaska Natives, Native Hawaiians and Other
Pacific Islanders, and those reporting two or more races are not shown separately.

5 The “Outside metropolitan statistical areas” category includes both micropolitan statistical areas and territory outside of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas. For more information, see
“About Metropolitan and Micropolitan Statistical Areas” at <www.census.gov/population/metro/>.

¢ The sum of those with and without a disability does not equal the total because disability status is not defined for individuals in the Armed Forces.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 2014 Annual Social and Economic Supplement.
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APPENDIX E. COMBINING THE 2014 ASEC TRADITIONAL AND REDESIGN SAMPLES USING

MODELED INCOME

Introduction

The 2014 Current Population

Survey Annual Social and Economic
Supplement (CPS ASEC) utilized a
probability split panel design to test a
new redesigned set of income ques-
tions.! There were approximately
98,000 addresses in the 2014 CPS
ASEC sample; a subsample of about
30,000 addresses were randomly
assigned to be eligible to receive the
redesigned income questions, and

the remaining sample (approximately
68,000 addresses) were eligible to
receive the set of traditional income
questions. Income and poverty esti-
mates from the traditional subsample
were not comparable with income and
poverty estimates from the redesigned
subsample.

This appendix discusses research to
create a file with the full 2014 CPS
ASEC sample with responses that are
consistent with the redesigned survey
instrument. It also compares estimates
of poverty and median income from
this file to estimates from the smaller
redesigned subsample.

While the survey redesign significantly
increased recipiency and aggregates,
the majority of mean incomes (by
dollars) was not statistically differ-
ent. For example, earnings comprised
75.9 percent of all income, and there
were no statistically significant differ-
ences between earnings across the
two instruments. The survey redesign

' For more details on the split panel test, see
Appendix D of this report.

did not affect any demographic, labor
force participation, or occupational
questions. Therefore, although it is
not known what respondents to the
traditional instrument would have
answered to the redesigned income
questions, there is a considerable
amount of information about them
that was not affected by the redesign.

In order to utilize the data not affected
by the redesign, the samples can be
combined by treating the problem as
one of missing data—as if the recipi-
ents of the traditional instrument did
not respond to the redesigned income
questions. The approach uses an
imputation technique to create an
“income-consistent” full file with mod-
eled values for some income types in
the traditional sample. This technique
statistically models responses in order
to replace missing data with plau-
sible values in a way that is similar

to the CPS ASEC hotdeck imputation
procedure.?

Imputation Method

As a part of the standard processing
of the CPS ASEC, when an individual
does not respond to a particular ques-
tion, missing values are imputed using
a hotdeck procedure. An important
restriction of this approach is that

the number of variables that can be

2 For a more complete discussion of the
method and results in this appendix, see Jonathan
Rothbaum, “Bridging a Survey Redesign Using
Multiple Imputation: An Application to the 2014
CPS ASEC,” <www.census.gov/content/dam
/Census/library/working-papers/2015/demo
/SEHSD-WP2015-15.pdf>.

included in the hotdeck model is lim-
ited by the size of the sample. While
this is a constraint with the full CPS
ASEC sample, the constraint is even
more binding when imputing income
from the smaller sample of about
30,000 addresses eligible to receive
the redesigned questions. If retire-
ment, interest, and dividend income
were imputed in the traditional sample
using a hotdeck, the model would

not incorporate many variables that
are potentially correlated with each
income type. This would limit the abil-
ity of the imputation to find the best
possible match between similar donors
and recipients and reduce the quality
of the matches, potentially biasing the
results.

A more flexible technique using
regression modelling to match donors
to recipients was used to impute the
missing responses for this research
file. A primary reason for choosing the
semiparametric approach is its simi-
larity to the hotdeck. In the hotdeck,
matching is based directly on observ-
able characteristics. In the model-
based approach, the matching is based
on the predicted probability of recipi-
ency and expected income conditional
on recipiency, both of which are esti-
mated from observable characteristics.
The basic steps of the imputation are
shown in Figure E-1.
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Figure E-1.

Overview of Imputation Method: Example of Interest

Income

Step 1

Predict probability
of interest income
recipiency in
redesign

Step 2
Divide all
individuals in
both samples
based on this
probability

Step 3

For each group,
predict expected
interest income
in redesign for
all individuals in
both samples

Step 4

Divide each
group into
subgroups based
on predicted
interest income

Step 5

Within each subgroup

cell, randomly select
redesign individuals
as donors for

traditional individuals

and donate all
variables related to
interest income
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First, for each income type, individual
recipiency in the redesign sample
was predicted using a logistic regres-
sion with a large set of covariates
that were unaffected by the redesign.
Then the full sample was divided
into equal-sized strata based on

this probability. Third, within each
stratum, each individual’s expected
income conditional on recipiency
was calculated using Ordinary Least
Squares (OLS) regressions. Fourth,
each stratum was subdivided into
equal-sized substrata based on
expected income. Finally, within each
probability-expected income substra-
tum, donors were selected at random
from the redesign sample to impute
income recipiency, source, and value
information for traditional sample
respondents.

Selecting the Variables to Be
Imputed

For each income source where the
response could be considered “miss-
ing” for the traditional sample due

to a question change, there was

a tradeoff between imputing the
responses using the redesign sample
and preserving the information from
the responses in the traditional sam-
ple. To minimize the loss of reported
information, income was imputed for
three income sources: 1) retirement
income, 2) interest, and 3) dividends.
These three sources had the largest
difference in estimated aggregate
income of the types affected by the
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Figure E-2.

ASEC Redesign Samples

(In thousands)

Absolute Difference in Income Recipients Between the ASEC Traditional and

[ Increasing [ Decreasing
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Note: For information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see <ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 2014 Annual Social and Economic Supplement.

redesign. Figures E-2 and E-3 show
changes in recipiency and aggregate
income. For interest income, the
number of recipients increased by
37.6 million and aggregate income
increased by $206.3 billion. For
retirement income, the number of
recipients increased by 1.8 million
and aggregate income increased by
$82.7 billion. For dividend income,
the number of recipients decreased
by 1.4 million and aggregate income
decreased by $29.6 billion.

Comparing the Redesign and
Closest Income-Consistent File

Ten independent imputation files
(implicates) were created using this
technique. While the microdata of all
ten implicates will be released as a
research file to the public, a single
file was chosen to tabulate income
and poverty estimates. The implicate
“closest” to the 10 implicate average

poverty and median income estimates
was selected.?

Table E-1 shows a comparison of
household median income by selected
characteristics in the redesign sample
and the “closest” income-consistent
file. Median incomes were signifi-
cantly different by household type for
nonfamily male and female house-
holders and households in the West.

3 For a more complete discussion of how
the file was selected, see Jonathan Rothbaum,
“Bridging a Survey Redesign Using Multiple Impu-
tation: An Application to the 2014 CPS ASEC,”
<www.census.gov/content/dam/Census
/library/working-papers/2015/demo
/SEHSD-WP2015-15.pdf>.
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Figure E-3.
Absolute Difference in Aggregate Income Between the ASEC Traditional and
ASEC Redesign Samples

(Billions of dollars)
[ Increasing [ Decreasing
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/cps/techdocs/cpsmarl4.pdf>.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 2014 Annual Social and Economic Supplement.

Table E-2 shows a comparison of over, noncitizens, and individuals who For the majority of comparisons in
poverty. Poverty estimates were reside in the Midwest and outside both tables, estimates for the closest
statistically different by relation- of metropolitan statistical areas.* income-consistent file were not sta-
ship for householders and related tistically different from the redesign

“For householders, the change in poverty

children under age 18, White alone, was statistically significant for the number in sample.
Asian alone, females, people under poverty, but not the percentage. For noncitizens,
18 years old, those 65 years old and the percentage in poverty was statistically differ-

ent, but not the number.
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Table E-1.
Household Median Income by Selected Characteristics: 2013 Redesign and Closest
Income-Consistent!

(Income in 2013 dollars. Households and people as of March of the following year. For information on confidentiality protection, sampling
error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs/cpsmar14.pdf)

Percentage change* in
Redesign (R) Income-Consistent (IC) median income
(IC-R)/R
Characteristic
Median income (dollars) Median income (dollars)
Number Margin of Number Margin of Margin of
(thousands) | Estimate error? () | (thousands) | Estimate error? (+) | Estimate error? (+)
HOUSEHOLDS
Allhouseholds .............ciiiiiinnnnnnn 123,931 53,585 1,076 123,229 53,516 655 -0.1 1.63
Type of Household
Family households. .. ........ ... ... ... . ... .. .. .. 82,270 66,923 872 81,353 67,319 603 0.6 1.06
Married-couple. . . ... ... ... 59,626 78,897 1,359 59,629 79,380 950 0.6 1.54
Female householder, no husband present. .. .......... 16,158 35,412 1,512 15,420 36,095 765 1.9 3.69
Male householder, no wife present .. ................ 6,486 52,480 2,730 6,304 51,992 1,454 -0.9 4.34
Nonfamily households . . ............................ 41,660 31,480 951 41,877 32,131 490 2.1 2.36
Female householder . .......... ... ... .. ... .. ..., 21,827 26,238 1,019 22,219 27,669 896 *5.5 3.40
Male householder ... ... ... .. ... .. .. ... .. .. ... 19,834 39,379 1,674 19,658 37,727 962 —4.2 3.46
Race® and Hispanic Origin of Householder
White . .. 98,807 56,745 850 98,052 56,764 546 4 1.22
White, not Hispanic ............ ... ... .. ... .. .. .. 84,432 60,329 876 83,892 60,296 535 -0.1 1.16
Black . . ..o 16,009 35,324 1,410 16,064 35,403 867 0.2 3.45
ASian . . 5,818 72,383 5,531 5,749 71,140 2,083 -1.7 6.11
Hispanic (any race) . ... 16,088 39,687 1,954 15,874 41,236 836 3.9 4.45
Age of Householder
UNnderB5 years ... ..o ot 94,862 60,265 771 94,442 60,486 473 0.4 1.08
15t024years . ... 6,652 33,791 3,156 6,404 34,875 1,502 3.2 8.14
251034y ars . ... 19,988 52,416 2,098 19,978 58,951 1,415 2.9 3.57
351044 years ... ... 21,164 67,594 1,976 21,123 67,237 1,177 0.5 2.44
451054 years . ... 23,664 70,598 2,114 23,733 71,007 1,081 0.6 2.55
B510 B4 YEArS . ..ot 23,395 60,481 1,835 23,205 59,487 1,757 -1.6 2.74
B65yearsandolder. . ........... 29,069 37,297 1,283 28,787 36,835 634 -1.2 2.69
Nativity of Householder
Nativeborn ....... .. .. . 105,900 55,087 940 105,518 54,638 665 -0.8 1.42
Foreignborn ... ... .. . 18,031 46,795 1,563 17,712 48,096 1,217 2.8 3.12
Naturalized citizen . .. ........ ... .. ... . 9,489 56,354 3,098 9,476 57,613 2,142 2.2 5.32
Notacitizen. ... ... .. ... 8,542 40,185 1,944 8,236 40,939 885 1.9 4.50
Region
Northeast. .. ... ... 22,511 56,868 2,563 22,150 57,884 1,600 1.8 3.88
Midwest . . ... 27,426 53,426 2,102 57,280 53,585 1,357 0.3 3.22
SOUth. .o 46,553 49,854 1,335 46,462 50,222 755 0.7 2.09
WWeSt . 27,441 59,525 2,067 27,338 57,310 1,126 *-3.7 2.86
Residence
Inside metropolitan statisticalareas ................... 104,128 55,884 810 108,766 55,590 568 -0.5 1.12
Inside principal cities . . .. ....... ... . o 41,360 48,806 1,621 41,290 48,126 1,029 -1.4 2.69
Outside principal cities. .. ........... ... .. ... .. .... 62,768 60,787 937 62,476 60,752 676 -0.1 1.19
Outside metropolitan statistical areas* ................. 19,802 43,601 1,755 19,463 45,012 1,131 3.2 3.35
EARNINGS OF FULL-TIME, YEAR-ROUND WORKERS
Menwithearnings. . ....... ... ... ..., 61,240 50,015 935 60,924 50,047 298 0.1 1.63
Women withearnings . ........ .. ... ..., 44,629 38,793 1,145 44,929 38,960 548 0.4 2.39
* An asterisk preceding an estimate indicates change is statistically different from zero at the 3 Federal surveys give respondents the option of reporting more than one race. Therefore,
90 percent confidence level. two basic ways of defining a race group are possible. A group such as Asian may be defined as
Z Represents or rounds to zero. those who reported Asian and no other race (the race-alone or single-race concept) or as those
"The 2014 CPS ASEC included redesigned questions for income and health insurance who reported Asian regardless of whether they also reported another race (the race-alone-or-in-
coverage. The redesigned income questions were implemented to a subsample of these 98,000 combination concept). This table shows data using the first approach (race alone). The use of the
addresses using a probability split panel design. Approximately 68,000 addresses were eligible single-race population does not imply that it is the preferred method of presenting or analyzing
to receive a set of income questions similar to those used in the 2013 CPS ASEC (referred to data. The Census Bureau uses a variety of approaches. Information on people who reported more
here as the traditional ASEC) and the remaining 30,000 addresses were eligible to receive the than one race, such as White and American Indian and Alaska Native or Asian and Black or
redesigned income questions. The Closest Income-Consistent file uses the full 2014 CPS ASEC African American, is available from Census 2010 through American FactFinder. About 2.9 percent
sample by imputing values for retirement income, interest and dividends that are consistent with the of people reported more than one race in Census 2010. Data for American Indians and Alaska
redesigned survey instrument for persons who answered the traditional income questions. Natives, Native Hawaiians and Other Pacific Islanders, and those reporting two or more races are
2 A margin of error is a measure of an estimate’s variability. The larger the margin of error in not shown separately.
relation to the size of the estimate, the less reliable the estimate. This number, when added to and 4 The “Outside metropolitan statistical areas” category includes both micropolitan statistical
subtracted from the estimate, forms the 90 percent confidence interval. Margins of error shown in areas and territory outside of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas. For more information,
this table are based on standard errors calculated using replicate weights. For more information, see “About Metropolitan and Micropolitan Statistical Areas” at <www.census.gov/population
see “Standard Errors and Their Use” at <ftp://ftp2.census.gov/library/publications/2014/demo /metro/>.
/p60-249sa.pdf>. Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 2014 Annual Social and Economic
Supplement.
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Table E-2.
People in Poverty by Selected Characteristics: 2013 Redesign and Closest Income-Consistent!

(Numbers in thousands, margin of error in thousands or percentage points as appropriate. People as of March of the following year. For
information on confidentiality protection, sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see ftp://ftp2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps
/techdocs/cpsmar14.pdf)

Redesign (R) Income Consistent (IC) Change in poverty
Characteristic Below poverty Below poverty (IC-R)/R)*~
Margin of Margin of Margin of Margin of
Total | Number | error? (+) | Percent | error? (z) Total | Number | error? () | Percent | error? (+) | Number | Percent
PEOPLE
Total ......ccivviiiii i 313,096 | 46,269 1,474 14.8 0.5| 312,983 45,267 893 14.5 0.3 -1,002 -0.3
Family Status
Infamilies. .. ........ ... . . 256,070 | 32,786 1,370 12.8 0.5| 255,079 | 31,792 777 125 0.3 -994 -0.3
Householder. ........................ 82,316 | 9,645 421 11.7 0.5 81,381 9,238 224 11.4 0.3 *—407 -0.4
Related children underage 18........... 72,246 | 15,116 723 20.9 1.0| 72,454 | 14,471 417 20.0 0.6 *—645| *-0.9
Related children underage 6........... 23,606 5,590 340 23.7 1.4 | 23,586 5,318 197 225 0.8 272 -1.1
In unrelated subfamilies. . ................ 1,626 776 220 47.7 8.4 1,465 608 101 415 5.1 -168 -6.2
Referenceperson .................... 661 291 86 44.0 8.2 604 236 37 39.1 4.8 -54 -4.8
Childrenunder 18 .................... 844 448 130 53.1 9.3 754 351 64 46.6 5.8 -96 -6.5
Unrelated individuals. ................... 55,400 | 12,707 579 22.9 09| 56,439 | 12,867 331 22.8 0.5 160 -0.1
Race* and Hispanic Origin
White . ... 243,346 | 31,287 1,073 12.9 0.4 | 243,144 | 30,210 655 12.4 0.3| *-1,077 *—0.4
White, not Hispanic ................... 195,118 | 19,552 815 10.0 0.4 (195,288 | 19,026 549 9.7 0.3 -526 -0.3
Black . ... 40,498 | 10,186 632 25.2 1.6| 40,577 | 10,696 439 26.4 1.1 510 1.2
Asian . ... .. 17,257 2,255 330 13.1 1.9| 17,003 1,884 165 111 1.0 *-372 *—2.0
Hispanic (anyrace) ..................... 54,181 | 13,356 801 247 5| 54,138| 12,760 476 23.6 0.9 -596 -1.1
Sex
Male. ... ... 153,465 | 20,294 769 13.2 0.5 | 153,373 | 20,150 467 13.1 0.3 —144 -0.1
Female........ ... ... i, 159,630 | 25,975 902 16.3 0.6 | 159,610 | 25,117 530 15.7 0.3 *-858| *-0.5
Age
Underage 18........... ... ... ...ou.. 73,439 | 15,801 725 215 1.0| 73,535| 15,009 427 20.4 0.6 =792 *-1A1
Aged18t064 ............. ... ..., 194,694 | 25,899 877 13.3 0.5] 194,971 | 26,208 544 13.4 0.3 309 0.1
Aged 65 yearsandolder................. 44,963 | 4,569 286 10.2 0.6 | 44,477 4,050 169 9.1 0.4 519 *-1A1
Nativity
Nativeborn . ... ... .. ... ... . L. 272,423 | 38,831 1,299 14.3 0.5] 272,249 | 38,068 808 14.0 0.3 -763 -0.3
Foreignborn ............. ... . ... . ... 40,673 | 7,438 556 18.3 1.2| 40,734 7,199 319 17.7 0.7 —239 -0.6
Naturalized citizen ... ................. 19,247 | 2,132 249 111 1.3] 19,132 2,217 140 11.6 0.7 85 0.5
Notacitizen......... ... .. ... ... .... 21,426 5,306 498 24.8 19| 21,602 4,982 279 23.1 11 -323 1.7
Region
Northeast. . ........ ... ... ... ... . ... 55,529 | 7,205 700 13.0 1.3| 55,481 7,021 409 12.7 0.7 -185 -0.3
Midwest . . ... ... 66,732 9,269 641 13.9 1.0| 66,758 8,728 390 13.1 0.6 *—542 *-0.8
South........ ... .. i 116,956 | 19,040 968 16.3 0.8 (116,959 | 18,796 613 16.1 0.5 —245 -0.2
West ... 73,879 | 10,754 670 14.6 0.9| 73,785 10,723 379 14.5 0.5 -31 z
Residence
Inside metropolitan statistical areas ........ 265,301 | 37,994 1,491 14.3 0.5| 265,773 | 37,611 960 14.2 0.3 -383 -0.2
Inside principal cities . . ................ 101,094 | 18,617 1,140 18.4 1.0 101,874 | 19,070 783 18.7 0.6 453 0.3
Outside principal cities. .. .............. 164,207 | 19,377 1,091 11.8 0.6 | 116,900 | 18,540 653 11.3 0.4 -836 -0.5
Outside metropolitan statistical areas® . . . ... 47,795 8,275 891 17.3 1.3| 47,210 7,656 621 16.2 0.7 *~618 *~1.1

* An asterisk preceding an estimate indicates change is statistically different from zero at the 90 percent confidence level.

Z Represents or rounds to zero.

1 The 2014 CPS ASEC included redesigned questions for income and health insurance coverage. The redesigned income questions were implemented to a subsample of these 98,000 addresses
using a probability split panel design. Approximately 68,000 addresses were eligible to receive a set of income questions similar to those used in the 2013 CPS ASEC (referred to here as the traditional
ASEC) and the remaining 30,000 addresses were eligible to receive the redesigned income questions. The Closest Income-Consistent file uses the full 2014 CPS ASEC sample by imputing values for
retirement income, interest, and dividends that are consistent with the redesigned survey instrument for persons who answered the traditional income questions.

2 A margin of error is a measure of an estimate’s variability. The larger the margin of error in relation to the size of the estimate, the less reliable the estimate. This number, when added to and
subtracted from the estimate, forms the 90 percent confidence interval. Margins of error shown in this table are based on standard errors calculated using replicate weights. For more information, see
“Standard Errors and Their Use” at <ftp:/ftp2.census.gov/library/publications/2014/demo/p60-249sa.pdf>.

3 Details may not sum to totals because of rounding.

“ Federal surveys now give respondents the option of reporting more than one race. Therefore, two basic ways of defining a race group are possible. A group such as Asian may be defined as those
who reported Asian and no other race (the race-alone or single-race concept) or as those who reported Asian regardless of whether they also reported another race (the race-alone-or-in-combination
concept). This table shows data using the first approach (race alone). The use of the single-race population does not imply that it is the preferred method of presenting or analyzing data. The Census
Bureau uses a variety of approaches. Information on people who reported more than one race, such as White and American Indian and Alaska Native or Asian and Black or African American, is available
from Census 2010 through American FactFinder. About 2.9 percent of people reported more than one race in Census 2010. Data for American Indians and Alaska Natives, Native Hawaiians and Other
Pacific Islanders, and those reporting two or more races are not shown separately.

5 The “Outside metropolitan statistical areas” category includes both micropolitan statistical areas and territory outside of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas. For more information, see
“About Metropolitan and Micropolitan Statistical Areas” at <www.census.gov/population/metro/>.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 2014 Annual Social and Economic Supplement.
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APPENDIX F. ADDITIONAL DATA AND CONTACTS

Detailed tables, historical tables, press
releases, and briefings are available
electronically on the Census Bureau’s
income and poverty Web sites. The
Web sites may be accessed through
the Census Bureau’s home page at
<www.census.gov> or directly at
<www.census.gov/hhes
/www/income/> for income data and
<www.census.gov/hhes/www
/poverty/> for poverty data.

For assistance with income and
poverty data or questions about

them, contact the U.S. Census Bureau
Customer Service Center at 1-800-923-
8282 (toll free) or search your topic

of interest using the Census Bureau’s
“Question and Answer Center” found
at <ask.census.gov/>.

Customized Tables

The CPS Table Creator
<www.census.gov/cps/data
/cpstablecreator.html>

Gives data users the ability to create
customized tables from the Current
Population Survey Annual Social and
Economic Supplement (CPS ASEC).
Table Creator can access data back to
the 2003 CPS ASEC.

DataFerrett

<http://dataferrett.census.gov/>
Users can also generate customized
tables using the DataFerrett tool. CPS
ASEC files from 1992 to the present
are available through DataFerrett.

Public Use Microdata

CPS ASEC

Microdata for the 2014 CPS ASEC
and earlier years are available
online at <http://thedataweb
.rm.census.gov/ftp/cps_ftp
.html#cpsmarch> or via DataFerrett
at <http://dataferrett.census.gov/>.
Technical methods have been applied
to CPS microdata to avoid disclos-
ing the identities of individuals from
whom data were collected.

Taxes and Noncash Benefits

In the early 1980s, the Census Bureau
embarked on a research program

to examine the effects of taxes and
noncash benefits on poverty and
income distributional measures. Public
use data containing these additional
variables are typically released later
in the year and are available online at
<http://thedataweb.rm.census.gov
/ftp/cps_ftp.html#cpsmarch>.

Research Files

In addition, the Census Bureau pro-
duces special research files that enable
researchers to replicate alternative
poverty estimates. These files are typi-
cally released later in the year and are
available online at <www.census.gov
/hhes/povmeas/data/index.html>.

Topcoding

In its long history of releasing public
use microdata files based on the CPS
ASEC, the Census Bureau has censored
the release of “high income” amounts
in order to meet the requirements of
Title 13. This process is often called
topcoding. During the period prior to
the March 1996 survey, this censor-
ship was applied by limiting the values
for income amounts to be no greater
than a specified maximum value (the
topcode). Values above the maximum
were replaced by the maximum value.
Maximum values varied by income
source and year. Beginning with the
1996 survey, the censorship method
was modified so that mean values
were substituted for all amounts
above the topcode (for histori-

cally consistent extracts from 1975

to 1995, call the Income Statistics
Branch, 301-763-3243).

Differences in the methods used to
censor high-income amounts over
time made it difficult to generate
consistent time series for important
measures of income distribution such
as the Gini Coefficient of Income
Concentration (GINI), and decile
shares. Moreover, using the mean

value for all amounts above the top-
code made it impossible to examine
the distribution of income above the
topcode. In an effort to alleviate these
problems and improve the overall
usefulness of the ASEC, the Census
Bureau sponsored research on meth-
ods that both met Title 13 require-
ments and preserved the income
distribution above the topcode. This
research led to the implementation
in the 2011 ASEC of rank proxim-

ity swapping methods that switch
income amounts above the topcode
for respondents that are of similar
income rank. Swapped amounts are
rounded following the swapping pro-
cess to provide additional disclosure
avoidance.

Extract files containing swapped
income values for survey years

1975 to 2010 are now available on the
Census Bureau’s FTP site at <www
.census.gov/housing/extract_files/>.

Comments

The Census Bureau welcomes the
comments and advice of data and
report users. If you have suggestions
or comments on the income data,
please write to:

Edward J. Welniak, Jr.

Chief, Income Statistics Branch

Social, Economic, and Housing
Statistics Division

U.S. Census Bureau

Washington, D.C. 20233-8500

Or send e-mail to:
edward.j.welniak.jr@census.gov

If you have suggestions or comments
on the poverty data, please write to:

Trudi J. Renwick

Chief, Poverty Statistics Branch

Social, Economic, and Housing
Statistics Division

U.S. Census Bureau

Washington, D.C. 20233-8500

Or send e-mail to:
trudi.j.renwick@census.gov

U.S. Census Bureau

Income and Poverty in the United States: 2014 71



U.S. Department of Commerce

Economics and Statistics Administration
U.S. CENSUS BUREAU
Washington, DC 20233

OFFICIAL BUSINESS

Penalty for Private Use $300

FIRST-CLASS MAIL
POSTAGE & FEES PAID
U.S. Census Bureau
Permit No. G-58

252-09d

5
()
]
3
™
QL
=
o,
)
o
<
)
=
—~
<
E.
—
=
™
c
=}
=
@
o
wn
-t
Q
—
0]
2
N
(=}
—
=~

syioday uonejndod 1uasin)

neaing snsus?) 'S



	Table of Contents
	Income and Poverty in the United States: 2014
	Introduction
	Source of Estimates
	Statistical Accuracy
	Supplemental Poverty Measure
	State and Local Estimates of Income and Poverty
	Dynamics of Economic Well-Being

	Income in the United States
	Highlights
	Household Income
	Type of Household
	Race and Hispanic Origin
	Age of Householder
	Nativity
	Region
	Residence
	Income Inequality 
	Equivalence-Adjusted Income Inequality
	Earnings and Work Experience

	Poverty in the United States
	Highlights
	Race and Hispanic Origin
	Age
	Sex
	Nativity
	Region
	Residence
	Work Experience
	Disability Status
	Educational Attainment
	Families
	Depth of Poverty
	Ratio of Income to Poverty
	Income Deficit

	Shared Households
	Alternative/Experimental Poverty Measures
	National Academy of Sciences (NAS)-Based Measures
	Research Files
	CPS Table Creator


	Comments
	Appendix A. Estimates of Income
	How Income Is Measured
	Recessions
	Annual Average Consumer Price Index Research Series (CPI-U-RS) Using Current Methods All Items: 1947 to 2014
	Cost-of-Living Adjustment
	Poverty Threshold Adjustment

	Appendix B. Estimates of Poverty
	How Poverty Is Calculated
	Poverty Thresholds for 2014 by Size of Family and Number of Related Children Under 18 Years
	Weighted Average Poverty Thresholds in 2014 by Size of Family

	Appendix C. Replicate Weights
	Appendix D. Comparison of 2013 Income and Poverty Estimates Using the Traditional and Redesigned Income Questions
	Introduction
	Effects on Income Data 
	Effects on Poverty Data

	Appendix E. Combining the 2014 ASEC Traditional and Redesign Samples Using Modeled Income
	Introduction
	Imputation Method
	Selecting the Variables to Be Imputed
	Comparing the Redesign and Closest Income-Consistent File

	Appendix F. Additional Data and Contacts
	Customized Tables 
	The CPS Table Creator
	DataFerrett

	Public Use Microdata
	CPS ASEC
	Taxes and Noncash Benefits
	Research Files

	Topcoding
	Comments

	Tables
	Table 1. Income and Earnings Summary Measures by Selected Characteristics: 2013 and 2014
	Table 2. Income Distribution Measures Using Money Income and Equivalence-

Adjusted Income: 2013 and 2014
	Table 3. People in Poverty by Selected Characteristics: 2013 and 2014
	Table 4. Families in Poverty by Type of Family: 2013 and 2014
	Table 5. People With Income Below Specified Ratios of Their Poverty Thresholds by Selected

Characteristics: 2014
	Table 6. Income Deficit or Surplus of Families and Unrelated Individuals by Poverty Status: 2014
	Table A-1. Households by Total Money Income, Race, and Hispanic Origin of Householder:

1967 to 2014
	Table A-2. Selected Measures of Household Income Dispersion: 1967 to 2014
	Table A-3. Selected Measures of Equivalence-Adjusted Income Dispersion: 1967 to 2014
	Table A-4. Number and Real Median Earnings of Total Workers and Full-Time,

Year-Round Workers by Sex and Female-to-Male Earnings Ratio: 1960 to 2014
	Table B-1. Poverty Status of People by Family Relationship, Race, and Hispanic Origin:

1959 to 2014
	Table B-2. Poverty Status of People by Age, Race, and Hispanic Origin: 1959 to 2014
	Table B-3. Poverty Status of Families by Type of Family: 1959 to 2014
	Table D-1. Income and Earnings Summary Measures by Selected Characteristics:

2013 Traditional and Redesign
	Table D-2. People in Poverty by Selected Characteristics: 2013 Traditional and Redesign
	Table E-1. Household Median Income by Selected Characteristics:

2013 Redesign and Closest Income-Consistent
	Table E-2. People in Poverty by Selected Characteristics: 2013 Redesign and

Closest Income-Consistent

	Figures
	Figure 1. Real Median Household Income by Race and Hispanic Origin: 1967 to 2014
	Figure 2. Female-to-Male Earnings Ratio and Median Earnings of Full-Time,

Year-Round Workers 15 Years and Older by Sex: 1960 to 2014
	Figure 3. Total and Full-Time, Year-Round Workers With Earnings by Sex: 1967 to 2014
	Figure 4.

Number in Poverty and Poverty Rate: 1959 to 2014
	Figure 5.

Poverty Rates by Age: 1959 to 2014
	Figure 6.

Poverty Rates by Age and Sex: 2014
	Figure 7.

Demographic Makeup of the Population at Varying Degrees

of Poverty: 2014
	Figure E-1.

Overview of Imputation Method: Example of Interest

Income
	Figure E-2.

Absolute Difference in Income Recipients Between the ASEC Traditional and

ASEC Redesign Samples
	Figure E-3. 
Absolute Difference in Aggregate Income Between the ASEC Traditional and 
ASEC Redesign Samples




