INCOME, CHILDREN, AND GAINFUL WORKERS IN
URBAN MULTI-FAMILY HOUSEHOLDS

Barkkv S. SANDERS, ANNE G. KANTOR, AND DoRris CARLTON *

In ruk mEvisioN of the benefit provisions of the
Federal old-age insurance system to provide a
minimum subgistence income for retired worlcers
and their dependents or eertain of their survivors,
the concept of the bio-legal family as defined in
the study of family composition in the United
States' was cmbodied in the Social Seeurity Act
Amendments of 1939,

To utilize the income data on houscholds in-
cluded in tho National Health Survey, from which
the family composition study derived its basic
material, the houscholds were divided into two
groups—single-family houscholds, consisting of
one bio-legal family, and multi-family houscholds,
comprising two or more bio-legal families. Since
the houschold income reported was the income of
related persons who pooled their resources, the
income reported for urban single-family housc-
holds—more than three-fourths of all the urban
houscholds—could be allocated to the bio-legal
famnily constituting the houschold.  The income of
multi-family houscholds—-less than one-fourth of
all urban households—was often shared by two
or more bio-legal familics, Sinee the share of
each could not be segregated, however, the income
reported for the entire houschold was assigned to
each family--n procedure which may lead to over-
statement of per eapita income for individuals but
which gives a reasonably valid indieation of the
ceconomie level of the family.

The urban sample of the family composition
study comprises 703,021 houscholds and 031,379
bio-legal families.  Multi-family households com-
priso less than one-fourth of all urban houscholds

*Burean of Roesoarch ond Siatistics, Divislon of Health Studles. This
articie, the eighth 1n n serios, ts based on Andings from the study of farmily
composition in the United States, which utilizes data from schodules of the
Natlonnl Health Survey and is conductod ns Wark Projects Adminisiration
Projeet Nos, 305-31-3-5, 705-3§-3-2, ntul 05%2-31-44 undoer the suporvision of
the Buronu of Kosenrch nmd Statlstics, Dntn are prelimitiary and subjoect
Lo revisinn.

1 A bin-legnl hunily i2 so defined ns to innko it possible to Identify, within
a hougehald, the membery of tho family whoso relntionship to tho hond, by
bload or Inw, constitutes a logal clnim on him for support; it ineludes (n) one
or hoth spouses nnd their unmarrled chilldron, i€ nny, lncluding sdopted or
foster chlldren, living togothar as o family unit; (b) unmarriad slsters nndror
brothors, inclisling adoptad or foster brothers and sistors, living togothoer as
& fnmily nnit; or (c) porsona Hving in extrn-familial groups, as here defined,
or hy themsolves, who ore conslderod aa separnto one-peraon futnilies.
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but more than two-fifths (43 porcent) of the bio-
legal families which make up tho houscholds,
For 81,856 of these families, comprising 88,339
persons, no income information wns obtained,

Table 1.—=Number and percentage distribution of ur-
ban mudti-family and singlo-family houselolds and
persons, by type of first family in household

[Preliminacy dats, subjoct to revision]

Households Porsons

oreent Torcant

Typeof family
Number| Multl- | 8ingle. | Number 1 | Muitl- Blnqllo-

family | lamily family | famlly
house- | house- houso- | house-
holds | holds holds | holds

Alltypes.. .. 703,021 24.3 75.7 | & 415,603 28. 1 e

822,280 2.5 70.6 [ 1,084, 743 .0 754

husbend..__...... 30, 08 s 05.8 72,078 16.3 583.7
Hushand or wlfe,

wife. . ............ 110, 302 38,8 0L, & 200, 883 40.2 53,8

Nonparent, male_, | 17,408 1 76,0 a4, 827 30.5 0. B
Nonparent, female, | 21, 880 0.3 0.7 a4, 004 30,7 63,3

Husband and wifo _
Husband or wife,

1 Bec footnoto 3 In toxt.
1 Exclides 88,330 roomers, hoarders, or acevants wlioso Incomes were not
pooled with those of hewschold.

since they were roomers, boarders, or servants,
living in tho houschold but not pooling their in-
comes with those of the houschold or sharing in
tho pooled income. This article is concernod,
therefore, with 170,800 urban multi-family house-
holds, consisting of about 317,000 bio-legnl fami-
lies with 680,000 related individuals. Yor somo
multi-family houscliolds the exclusion of unrelated
members lenves only a single bio-logal family.
¥or instance, 5 percent of thoe houscholds consist
of ono bio-legal family with one or moro servants.

Earlier articles in this series havo analyzed tho
incomo status of urban single-family houscholds
in terins of size and type of family, number of
children, age of family hend, and number of gnin-
ful workors.? Tho presont article examines these
relationships for urban multi-family households,
pointing out the similaritics and divergencos be-
twoen the two groups.

t Eorller articles on the family composition study oppeatod in the Dulietin
for April, May, Boptemnber, Octobier, November, and Idecombor 1039, and
February 1040,
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Table 2,—Number and percentage distribution of per-
sons in urban multi-family and single-family houae-
holds, by age of head of houschold

[Preliminary data, subjcct Lo revislon]

Percent of persons in—

Number of

Ageof head of housohold {years) | persons in
householda? | Multi-family | 8ingle-tamily

households | households

Allages... . . 2,412,702 281 1.8
Under18....... . ...... ....... 33 50.0 60.0
10-24__ . __ .. . PN 58, 900 2.1 0.0
2544, . 1,1M8,720 23.3 70.7
A6-50. ... 828,977 2.1 70.¢
a-84___ ... .. 148, 043 39. 4 0. 8
65 and over.. . 217,308 44. 8 5% 6

¥ Exclindes 3,004 Individuals 1o households with hends of unknown nge.

Analysis of the total group of urban houscholds,
by typo of first family in the househotd,® shows
that tho proportion of households with n one-
spouse first family is aimost twiece as large for
multi-famity as for single-family houscholds and
the proportion with a husband-and-wile first
family is smaller (tabie 1). The distribution of
individuals in these households is in even more
striking contrast,

Comparison also shows that a higher relative
proportion of individuals in the multi-family
houscholds are in houseliolds hended by persons
nged B0 or over, but the proportion in households
headed by persons aged 16-44 is considorably
smallor (table 2).

Incomes of Households and Individuals

The income distribution of multi-family housec-
holds, as shown in table 3, indicates that more
than two-fifths of the houscholds are in receipt of
ralief or have incomes under $1,000. Loss than
two-fiftbs have incomes of $1,000-1,999, and
about one-fifth have incomes of $2,000 or more.

Household size.—The proportions of houscholds
on rolief increase for larger houschiolds. The

1 The family to which the reported head of the household belonged wns
designated as the first family. The familics studied aro classified by 8 inajor
types, a8 follows, according to the relationship of tho members to the heod:
(1) Husband-ond-wife famities,—Famtiics with both spouses, with or without
unmarrled children; (2} ffusband-or-wife famiiies, Ausband.—Famliics with
only tho malo spouse, with or without unmareied children; (3) ffusband.gr-
wife famliics, wife.~Famllles with only the femalo spouse, with or without
onmarried children; (4) Nenparent famliies, male.—Fawmttes without elther
spouso, with an uonmarrled male as the head, with or without unmarried
sisters andfor brothers; and (5) Nonparent famiiies, female,—Familles without
elther spouse, with no unmarried female aa the hend, with or without un-
marrled slstors andfor brothers. The head of tho famity was determined a3
tollows: In hushond.and-wlfe familics, the husband was deslignated as the
head; In one-spouse familics, the spousce; and in nonparent familles, the oldest
perdon, .
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porcentage of houscholds in the income group of
less than $1,000 is smaller for larger houscholds
(table 3). Tor the income cntegories $1,000-
2,909 the proportions of houscholds increaso with
the size of the houschold up to 5 persons and then
deereage. In  the income group $3,000-4,9990
the proportions tend to rise with household sizo,
up to houscholds with 10 membors. For thoso
with incomes of $5,000 or more, no consistent
relation was found between household size and
proportion in the income group.

The estimated per capita incomes and the esti-
mated mean and median incomes for multi-
family households of speeified size are presented
in table 4.* The nedian income of nonrelief
houscholds, irrespective of houschold  size, is
estimated to be $1,402. With some exceptions,
the median income tends to inerease with house-
hold size. The estimated mean income of all
multi-family houscholds is $1,831, and the per
capitn incomo $460. The corresponding esti-
mates for nonrelief houscholds are $2,037 and
$525,° and for houscholds reporting rececipt of
reliel, $772 and $172. Yor all househelds mean
income inereases with houschold size up to five-
person houscholds, but at a declining rate,

Family type.—When type of the first family of

+ The method of arriving at these esthinates 13 described In thoe RBulletin,

Septemher 1039, pp. 2728,
+ Bupersedea tho earlier estimate In the Jiulfietin, Beptember 1030, p. 38,

‘Toble 3.—Number of urban multi-funiily houscholds
of specified sise, and percentage distribution by in-
comne atatus!

{Preliminary data, subject Lo revision)

Percent of ftousehnlds with specified
inecome glntes
Numher 7 T -7: LT T
Blze of household | of house- Nonreltef
h(l](,.‘i 2 l " T T g T e e e e
{eller
Under | $1,000- | 82,000- | $3,000
$1,000 1,10 2,140 over
Allglecs.. ... S| Lse, 224 10.3 256 35.9 12,6 9,7
1person.. .. . ... 12, 816 12,1 811 27.4 52 4.2
2 persons. . AU 22,722 5.1 aR. 4 320 7.3 7.0
3 persons, a5, K70 1.8 20,8 ar.1 127 9.0
4 persons. .. . 33, 128 141 20, 4 hi 4.0 11.8
5 persons. .. 24, 702 10.1 17. 6 3K 7 159 1L.R
@ porapns. . . S 14, 253 20. 2 10.3 0.4 157 11.3
7 persons. ... . . 7. 740 U4 14.9 351 4.3 11,3
8 persons. . . 4,17 0.1 0.3 31,2 13.2 10.2
9 persons. . . .. LRG| 327 0| anp 0.4 11.8
10 persons. . .. ons 3A.2 1.7 27.4 11.1 11.6
1l petgons._.... ... ... S0 k. 7 150 0.8 12.0 7.8
12 persons. . ..., ... 21 44,4 10.4 211 10.3 7.4

lzf"or date for single-famlly hattseh:olda, see the Hutletin, Heplember 1039,

*r Exclurtea 11,418 housgholds with unknown incoine status.
1 Includer 214 housobiclds of 13 o1 more persons wih knewn Income.
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‘Table 4—Percentugo diatribution of persons in urban multi-family houscholds and estimated average household
income and per capita income,! by size of household?

[Preliminary data, subjoct to rovision]

Maan Income of housshold
I*ercontaro distribution of pargons
In— ' lMedlnn
8izo of housshold All Reollef Nonrellef ggggﬂ&'
Alb b Rellel N Ilof | Per b er by Por h houscholds
1ouso- olle onrelle et houso- or bouso- or houss-
holds | houscholds | housohiolds hold Per capits hold Der capita hold Por caplta

AN sjras. . 100.0 100.0 100. 0 §1, 831 $400 772 $172 $2,037 13 1,71} $1,402
TPerson.... . ..o e . 2.0 1.3 2.2 1,213 1,213 414 414 1,332 1,322 B3
ApOrBONd. .. .. oo Lo o - 7.2 5.9 7.8 1,570 788 030 alb 1,748 874 1,083
aporsond. .. ... o .. - - . 1.0 12.8 17.0 1, TH 498 708 238 1, 066 653 1,37
i T 1 2.9 10.0 2.0 2,025 508 88 100 2,227 887 1, 540
spersons.. . . .- . .. ' 10. % 7.1 20.0 2,040 408 B3l 164 2 474 4158 1, 500
apersons. ... . . . . . - - ! 13. B e 13.2 1, 043 37 B48 14t 2,243 8 1,68
Tporsona .. . . . . .o ... 8.0 1.4 7.0 1,073 282 849 124 2,3% A3 1,613
Bporsony. . - .. . . oo 53 8.4 +.4 1,880 Py 013 114 2,283 282 1,800
9 persons. .. e 2.8 4.7 2.2 1,879 p-1.¢] 1,013 113 2 818 253 1,604
Wpersona...._... . ... 1.5 3.2 1.1 1,072 197 1, 000 101 2, 538 254 1, 680
Mpersond. ... ... . - . . _ .0 1.9 .7 1,821 108 1, 202 118 274 203 1, 600
|2 0r moto porsans...... . . . . 1.0 2.4 7 1,920 150 1,101 o 2 461 192 1,810

1Mo mothod of arriving nt theso estimates Is described In the Iulleting Sap-
temnber 1938, pp. 27-24.

tho houschold is introduced as a factor, the rate
of increase in the menn income of nonreliel houso-
holds, as the household sizo increases, varies among
the different types (table 5). For houscholds
with o husband-and-wife first family, the esti-
mated mean income shows little relation to house-
hold size.  For houscholds with other types of
first families, there is o pronounced direet correla-
tion between estimated mean income and house-
hold size,  The lowesi estimated mean and median
ineomnes are found for households with a one-spouse
first family headed by a woman,

Age of household head. —Houscholds headed by
persons aged 16-24 have (he least favorablo
economic status, especially in larger houscholds;
68 percent report reliefl incomes or annual incomes
under $1,000, and only 1 percent report incomes
of $3,000 or more (table 6). Those headed by
persons aged 25-59 have the most favorable eco-
nomic status, but the difference between the
income status of these houscholds and that of
houscholds headed by elderly persons is not
marked. Among houscholds headed by persons
over 25 there is in general a direct correlation
bhetween economic stalua and houschold size,

Comparison with single-family households.—The
income distribution of multi-family houssholds is
more favorable than that of single-family house-
holds.® Thoe general outline of the income dis-
tribution is similar for both groups of houscholds.
In the income categories of relief and under $1,000,
mfn, Beptember 1939, pp. 25-30,
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t For deta [or singlo-family housshnlds, see the Duliefin, SBoptomher 1939, p, 28,
1 Rovised.

howover, consistently lower relative proportions
of multi-family houscholds are found, and pro-
gressively higher proportions are found in the
income categories $2,000 and over. This general-
ization is found to be true, excopt for households
of 2, 3, and 12 persons, when houschold size is
introduced ns a factor (chart I).

The median income of nonrolief multi-family
houscholds is higher than that of nonrclief single-
family houscholds, both for households irrespoctive
of size and for tlose of specified size, excopt house-
holds with 2 members and those with 12 or more,
The estimated mean incomes of all multi-family
houscholds and of nonrelief multi-family house-
holds are markedly higher, size for size, than
thosoe for corresponding single-family households.
In considering mean incomes, it should be noted
that, although multi-family houscholds average
4.0 membors while the average for singlo-family
households is 3.3, the mean incomes in multi-
family houscholds are so much higher that the
per capita income, for nll sizes, is also highor than
that for single-family houscholds. For both
groups of houscholds there is a marked inverse
correlation between houschold size and per capita
income, with about the same rate of decrcaso
for cach.

Ior all family typos and for cach family type
the estimatod mean income of multi-family non-
relief housecholds, without respect to size, is
sevoral hundred dollars higher than that of corre-
sponding single-family households. For house-
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Chart I.—Percentage distribution of wrban multi-
family and single-family households of selected size,
by income status
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holds with a nonparent first family the estimated
mean income of those with more than two persons
is generally less in multi-family households (chart
II). TFor houscholds with other types of firsé
families the estimated mean income is invariably
higher in multi-family houscholds.

The general patterns of correlation between
houschold income and age of household head are
similar for both single and multi-family house-
holds, although the variations with respect to age
are less pronounced among multi-family house-
holds, The variation in income status with
respect to both houschold size and age of hend is
also less pronounced for multi-family households.

Children and Income

While 28 percent of all persons in the urban
sample are in multi-family houseliolds, only 23
percent of the children 7 are found in these house-
holds. The percentage of households with chil-
dren is approximately the same among both

7 Children loclude persons who have not reached their 1ith birthday.
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single and multi-family houscholds, but in multi.
family houscholds children constitute 22 percent
of all persons in the houscholds, in contrast to 29
percent in single-family houscholds.

For both groups of houscholds approximately
the same proportion of households with a husband-
and-wife first family report children. But among
households with & one-spouse or nonparent first
family, tho proportion with children is much
higher sunong multi-family households (table 7).

In general, an inverse correlation is found be-
tween economice status and number of ehildren per
houschold (tablo 8). ‘The propertion of house-
holds on relief is larger for those with larger num-
bers of children. The inverse correlation in
nonrelief houscholds becomes incrensingly sharp
with rising income level in houscholds with three
or more children.

Table 5.—Number of urban relief multi-family house-
holds and number and estimated average household
income and per capita income of urban nenrclief
multi-family honseholda of specified size and type of
Jirst fumily ?

[Vreliminary data, sebjeet to revislonf

Number of
) Income in nonrellef
h“‘l:.‘?;l'l',‘fl_'h houscholds
Stze of homsehold and type S
of first antly N
Roling | NoBIC: Per
Hof | Medinn] Menn |
Income | {neome eapita
Allsizes:
All typea.. R o 25,080 13,271 | £1,402 | 82, 047 £525
Hushand and wife. 14,075 | 84,815 i, A6 2, 2R0) 517
Hushand or wife, 1,825 | 8,224 1, 35% 2,040 [ ]
Hushand or wi!r- “Hu 8,807 | 30,714 1,008 1,477 473
Nonparent, male, 7 A1) q,137 | 1,80 (L]
Nonparent, fetmnle. . 350 | 6,31K t, 154 1, nm2 27
1 person:
Musband or wife, husband. _ an? 1, A2 ons 1,472 1,472
Flusband or wife, wifo 761 5 1K0) KOS 1, 181 1, 181
Nonpnrent, male. ... .. 260 | 1,783 070 | 1,410 1,410
Nonparent, fennle_ ... ... 120 2, 744 I, 038 1, 420 1,420
2 persens:
Hushand snd wife. ... .. B52 | 0,003 | 1,247 | 2,308 1,109
Hughand or wife, husband | 451 | 2,020 | 1,107 ] 1,887 V24
Hushand or wite, wifo . .. Lon R, 382 )7 1, 271 030
Nonparent, maole. . 1,226 1, 6tH) 860
Nonparent, female. . 1,108 1,58 762
3-4 persons:
Husband and wife. . .- ISR | 2,23 039
Husband ot wife, hushand | 32 | 3,084 1632 &AM Hh
Hushand or wife, wite..._. ., 3,348 (12207 ' L1143 1,620 147
Nonparent, mnle, , . 12 fi LA 2 23 693
Nanparent, femnic. | 112 | 1,042} 1,401 2,01 604
50 persons: -
Hushand nndd wife | A BO0 | 25, 061 Lath | 2,920 415
Hushaml or wifn, hlﬂhnn(]_ . L] 1. 180 ¥, ) 2,430 454
Hugband or wlfe, swife ... _. 1,728 4, Hv2 1, 50 1, BA1 345
Nonparent, mnle ,,,,,, - 4 117 1,748 2, 55 470
Nonparent, femalo. . n 200 1,071 2,518 471
7 oF More persona:
Husband and wife .. ... .. 3,408 [ 0,310 | 1,0 2, 347 a7
Husband vr wife, hushand . _ 158 421 1,742 2,200 54
Hushand or wile, wife. .. H24 1,41 1,423 2,1 270
Nonparewt, malo. ... . .. ('; 4] ) [ 6]
Nonparent, femnle._........ (r (t) O] () (1}

)} For dnta for single-fainily households, see the Hulletin, Beptetnber 1038,
». 30,
t InaifTiclent enses in sample.
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Chart II.—Estimated mean income of urbon nonreliof
muelti-family and single-family housecholds of speci-
fied size, by type of first family
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100GL—A, |ooolu—»',

1 2 ¥4 56 78 76
OVER QVER
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e MULTIFAMILY === SINGLE-FAMILY * AVLRAGE INCOME

THousehold size.—On tho whole, when the num-
ber of children is held constant, the income status
is more favorable for larger houscholds; and for
each specilied number of children the income
distribution is most favorable for households wilh
two adults. The improvement is partieularly
marked for childless households, while in those
with ehildren the ratio tends to be relatively high
at both extremes of the income distribution.

Family type—When Lypo of the first family in
the household is introdueed as n factor, it is found
that the ranking with respeet to favorablo income
status, for houselolds with first familios of spoci-
fied type, is in geneoral the same whether or not
the number of children is considered. In general,
for each specitied number of children, houscholds
with a hushband-and-wife first family have tho
most favorable income status, while tho least
favorable status is that of one-spouse familics

Bulletin, April 1940

headed by a woman. The ranking of households
with other typos of first family is not so clearly
defined.

Among housoholds with a husband-and-wife
first family tho relationships found for incomne, size
of houschold, and number of children are thoe same
as for all houscholds, except that tho relationship
between incomoe and nmnber of childron is some-
what leas markod.

Houscholds with a ono-spouse first family
hoaded by a woman show a moro marked corrcla-
tion betwoen income and citheor number of childron
or size of houschold than do houscholds with other
types of first families.

Age of houschold head.—'The introduction of age
of houschold hoad ns a factor does not affect the
goneral relationships already indicated. An un-
favorablo econoniic status is found, in goneral, for
houscholds with hoeads in the youngest and to

Table 6.—Number of urban multi-family houscholds
of selected sise by age of head of household, and
percentage distribution by income status?

[Prolinidnary data, subjoet to rovleion)

Pereent of houscholds with specifiod
fncomo atatun
Bito of houschold and | Number
age of head of houso- | of howse- Nonreltol
hold holds » Teltes |——
elle
Under | $1,000- | $2,000- | $2:000
$1,000 | 1,009 | 2000 | oo
Allsleca? .. . 180,224 14.3 258 35.9 1.6 0.7
10-24 yoara. ... 3,182 19.4 44,5 .7 4.3 1.1
2344 voars_ .. _._... 41, 518 16.4 24,2 3.8 1.1 8.7
AF-50 yenrs .., A3, 344 10.6 23.0 387 13. 5 1.2
60-04 yoars_ _ . ____ __ 14, 084 15.1 28.2 35. 4 13.1 1.2
05 years and over_..} 20,230 8.8 30.8 3.5 10,7 0.4
1 persan §2,815 121 b1.1 2.4 5.2 42
10-24 yoars 1, 1% 4.7 3.2 18.7 2.4 1.0
2544 ycars 4, 340 10. 6 48.4 32.3 6.0 2.4
45-50 yoars . _ - 3,434 10.2 47,7 2.8 5.1 4.2
6064 years. .. ....._ 1,124 12.2 49.2 20.7 5.8 4.0
03 yoars and over_ . 2084 120 5.8 24.7 5.1 74
2porRond. ... ... n, 722 151 .0 32.0 7.3 .0
16-24 yenra___ . 306 1B. 4 52. 5 256.8 25 B
2544 yonra. .. ... 0, 205 15.1 a6 33.2 7.8 4.9
4550 yenra. ..o 2,170 16.8 34.8 3.4 8.5 7.8
o0 yoars. ... ... 2, 08 13.4 anl a e .7 b7
65 yonra and pvor_ .. 0, 280 18.3 42.2 23.8 6.1 70
3-1 persons. . {8, h5 13.9 237 38.2 13.8 10.4
10-24 yenrs 1,810 22.3 s 33.8 a4 1.0
25-44 yonre 24,008 12.9 22.6 30.3 14.8 10. 8
45-58 yoenrs_ . . 22, 140 13.9 2.4 37.0 4.3 1.8
-4 yonra. .. 6,019 13.8 24.4 ar.7 14.2 10,2
045 yenrs and over. . 11, 1H 18.8 27.2 ar.o0 11.3 89
7 OF INATO NETBONS . ... 18,737 2.8 14.9 328 13.2 10.8
18-24 yenrs. ........ 110 44.0 25.0 .1 5.0 )
2544 yonrR. ... ... 6, 760 3.1 17.1 3.0 1.0 6.8
A5 yenra. ... ... 0, R28 20.7 13.8 3.1 13.0 12.8
00-04 yeam. ... 1,421 23.4 13.2 324 15.8 18.0
05 yeams and over, | 1, 808 23.2 131 32.0 10.8 15.1

1 g‘or dnta for single-famlly housoholds, sco the Bullelin, Boptomber 1039,
p. 32.
t Exclindea 11,413 houscholds with unknown Inpomoe,

¥ Includes 8 households wilh heads under 16 and 201 housoholds with hoads
of unknown nge. .
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Table 7.~Percentage distribution of urban multi-
SJamily and single-family households with children
under 16 and of children in households, by type of
first family

[Prelimlnary data, subjeot to revision]

Percent of TPercent of
Percent of all
hotseholds with] ehlldren in
children bouscholds ehildron fa—
Type of Arat [amily
Multi- | Sln) lo- Multi- | Singlo- [ Multl- | BInglo-
{amily | remlly | family | famlly | ramlly | famally
houso- houwe- house- homo- housge- | honse-
holds | holds | holds | holds | holds | helds
-

All types. ... _. 47.4 45.8 100.0 100. 0 23,1 16.0
Husband and wife...._. 57.8 3.0 77.3 624 2.1 9.9
Hushand or wifo, hus-

band. . 32.0 13.2 4.1 1.0 4.0 15. 4
Husband o wife, wife.. 3n.4 231 17.8 0,6 44.9 B §
Nonparcnt, male, ..., 0.0 A .3 El) 18,9 241
Noopstont, femele. ., .. 7.8 ] ] 0] 8.1 18,9

I L,ess than 0.1 percent.

somo extent in the oldest nge groups, particularly
with increasing number of children. Among
households with heads of intermediate ages, thoso
with two adults and all the other membeors under
16 years of ago have generally the most favorable
income atatus, irrespective of houschold size.

Comparison with single-family houscholds.—In
comparing multi-family with single-family houso-
holds,® the only differences of any significance in
the rolationships between incoine status and nun-
ber of children are:

In households roporting reliel or incomes of
less than $1,000 thore are smaller proportions of
multi-family households; the only oxcoptions are,
for the relief group, households without childron
or with one child and, for the nonrolief group,
households in which only one member is an adult,

Among households with annual incomes of
$2,000 or more, the proportion of multi-family
households is higher for each specified number of
childron,

When typo of first family is added to the other
two factors, the patterns of corrclation remain
generally the same in multi-family and in single-
family households, although the correlations are
less marked in multi-femily houscholds, The
similarity in the patterns is not altercd when age
of head i3 introduced as an additional factor.

Gainful Workers and Income

An enrlier analysis of single-femily households
pointed to a direct correlation between income
and tho number of gainful workers in the house-

? Boe tha Builletln, November 1939, pp. 3-19.
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hold® There are relatively four times as many
families without gainful workers among multi-
family as among single-family houscholds. How-
evor, whon tho ontire household is taken as the
cconomic unit, 7 percent each of the single and of
the multi-family houscholds lhave no gainful
workors (table 90). Houscholds with only ons
workor constitute 41 percent of the multi-family
houscholds, in contrast to 67 percent of the single-
family houscholds. Relatively, twice as many of
tho multi-family as of tho singlo-family house-
holds have two or more workers. Among multi-
family houscholds with workers there is a slight
direet correlation botween the proportion of house-
holds reporting relief and the number of workers
in the household (table 10).

Flousehold size.—When the factor of household
size is introduced, the correlation in multi-family
houscholds between number of workers and the
proportion of houscholds reporting rolief is inverse
and tends to beeome more pronounced in largoer
households. Armong nonrelief houscholds the in-
mln. December 1030, pp. 20-30.  Galnful workers includo a1l

those who wero roported in regulae employment, thoso on relfef work, and
thoso secking work at tho tline of the canvass, mado [n the wintor of 1u33-36,

Table 8.—Numbor of urban multi-family households
of selected sise by number of children under 16, and
percentage distribution by income statuas?

1P rellininary dotn, subject to revision]

T'orcent of housoholds with apeeificd
Incomo statia
Number
Bize of housohold and Nonreliof
number of children “{131‘(‘;;’?‘ .
Heliof
Undee | $1,000- | $2,000- | $3.000
£1,000 1,009 2,600 sver
Al stzos. .. ... S 189,224 10.3 2.5 35.9 12.0 9.7
Nochlldmn..,“.,. 83,113 12.4 N0 n1 12.2 0.4
1child.. e 38, 838 10,7 222 37.1 13.8 10.2
2chlldmn._.,,,,,.,. 21, B45 19, 4 16.3 i5.0 14.1 1.3
dchildeen.. .. . .. _ 9,108 2.4 18.8 38 1.0 0.4
4children. ... ... 3,746 3.3 18.0 30.0 8.7 7.1
# chlldren . . . 1,501 42,3 1.1 25.9 7.3 84
6 childeen. .. o7 51,7 18, 2 0.1 %] 4.0
Teblldren_ ... .. 201 .3 18, 1 20,0 6.2 A
Bchlldwn--..v. .- 16 80. 8 19. 1 19.2 3.8 1.7
9 or more chitdren. . £0 62.8 €00 17.8 8.0 5.0
4 persons. .. 33,125 .1 20.4 .8 .0 11.8
%o chlldren 14,078 10.9 18.0 40.% 17.4 12.9
JU. , b 15.8 2.2 4.0 141 7.8
2 chilllr('n . 5, 34 1,7 2.9 200 1.7 8.7
Iohlldeen. .. ... .. 28 12,0 32.2 9. 2 2.9 L4
Bpersons. .. .....] 14253 20.2 16.3 .5 8.7 1.3
‘No childron 1,000 .8 10,7 3.8 2.6 204
1child. _.... 3, 180 148 "1 .7 18.3 11.6
2 children 4,140 2.1 7.1 .0 1.7 0.2
3 chitdren 3,332 25.0 19.7 3.3 1.1 8.0
4 childron 748 36 2.8 .3 8.3 12.0
B childzen 18 541 5.0 4.0 4.2 z.1

1 For dnta for alnglo-famlly houschiolds, see the fulietin, Novombor 1039,

p.' Fxeludes 11,413 households with unknown income.
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Table 9. —Number of households, adults, and children
under 16 in urban muldtifumily households of speci-
fied type, and percentuage distribution by number of
gainful workera in houschold !

[Predninnry data, subjeet to revislon]

Houscholds Adults Children
Typo of Arst (nmlly nnd ) R L S
sumber of galnful
workers in houschold | Num- | Ver- | Num- | T'er- | Num- | Per-
bwer? | cont ber? { eent | ber? | cont
Alltypea. . 170,571 1 100.0 (830,040 7 100.0 148,082 | 100.0
No workers 12,014 7.1 | 20,043 38 3,005 2.0
1 worker 6L N4 | 4000 167,000 1 316 | o0, 378 40,0
2 workers .. . .. A5 1M 32,04 [[82, 008 4.4 | 41,080 .4
3 or oo workers 33,508 | 10,7 (100,240 | 30.2 [ 33,310 22,4
pushand amd wlife CIL06, 967 4 10000 (372,708 | 1000 [N1s, 008 { 100.0
No wnrk('r:l ....... o002 L9 5,169 1.4 R4l .7
1 warker. . . .| 41, w88 am1 115, 472 31.0 | 47, 820 41. 3
2 \Nurknrﬁ . . At 365,40 1135, 108 36.3 | 41,037 35.7
3 or more workers 23,073 2.4 110,868 [ 31,3 Y x 3
Husbatd ar wife, husbnnd | 10, Ge0 | 100.0 | 27,480 1 100.0 | 6,105 | 100.D
Na workers . K4 T.R 1, 7 51 127 2.0
1 worker Lo AEEN 45 8 HHI | 221 2, K02 40,4
2 workers . 5,074 M7 K, RuR a2l 1, (MO KT
3 oF ore workers 1, B0 1.7 ] K3 308 1, 500 5.8
Mushandd or wife, wife. 42,472 | 1000 {113,001 7 100.0 | 20,428 | 100.0
No workers . 7,242 17.0 { 1), 1 LN 2, k88 0.8
1 worker 17, 470 40.7 | 35830 32.0 | 10,052 Ja.0
2 workers A 1108 2.4 | 43,070 40. 4 7.TH 0.3
3 or more workers . | 0, 707 15,40 | 41, 105 27.8 N 770 21.0
Nouparent, malo. . . 4,002 11000 ) 7,001 1000 RET] 100.0
No workers . .. L. (3]} 15.2 73| 1000 11 2.4
1 worker. ... 2404 BR.7 3,04 42.7 1n2 2.4
2 workery . 6377 10.R 1,723 24. 4 141 an. 7
3 or tore workers Rry) 0.3 1 h# | 22,0 130 EER
Nonparent, femnle 04,400 | 1000 | 11,772 ] 1000 a6 Lo10n.0
Noworkers . . . . | 1,3H H b 1, 755 14.9 L] H0
1worker ...... ... 3,440 &L 0 4, TH) 0.4 113 27,7
2 workers.. .. - 1, (4R 17.2 " KK 24. 6 220 a2
3 or more workers (55 H 7 2 | 20.2 212 e S

lzhr datna tor single-amily houschalds, see the Bulletin, Fobrunry 1040,

1 tu‘:u(l.q honseholds with unknown namber of children and/or gninful
workers

come status is more favornble for those with a
larger number of workers, although this relation-
ship is not always found for households in which
all members are gainful workers,  The presence or
nhsence of the first worker is the most important
factor in determining whether o household is in tho
low-tncome groups, that is, in reeeipt of relief or
less than $1,000 per year.

Family type.-—In general, in houscholds with a
hushand-and-wife first family there is no variation
in the mean number of workers per household in
the income groups up to $5,000, while in the high-
est. income group the average number of workers
is less, In households with other types of first
families the mean number of workers is highest
in the intermmedinte income groups, $2,000-4,099,
and lowest in the income group under $1,000,
These relationships are most marked in house-
holds with a onc-spouse first family headed by a
woman,

Dulletin, April 1940

While these relationships hold generally, in
households with husband-and-wife firat familics
and with six or moro individuals there is a definite
associntion between the mean number of workers
and the income status of the houschold, at least
up to the income group $3,000—4,099, and tho in-
tensity of this relationship increnses progressively
with increased household size.  To a lesser degreo,
the same nssocintions are found in houscholds
with other types of first familios.

Age of household head.—Among houscholds with
n husband-and-wifoe first family, the relation of in-
come to age of head remains, with some oxcoptions,
the same for ench household size and ench specificd
number of workers. That is, the houscholds
headed by young persons have the least favorable
cconomie status, those headed by agod persons a
more favorablo, and those with heads of inter-
mediate ages the most favorable status. In the
Inrger houscholds, tho economic status of house-
holds with young heads is less favorable than in
smaller housohokls, while the income status of
those with aged heads is more favorable.

With respect to number of workers, nmong
households with young hends those which reportod
all members as gainful workers have the most
favorable incomo status. Among houscholds with
heads of intermedinte ages those with ono worker
often have tho highest rolative proportion in the
higher ineoe groups; with increasing numbers of
workers there is some tendency for income stains
toimprove, but theimprovement is neither marked
nor consistent. Among housecholds headod by
aged persons the incomo status improves with in-
creased number of workers, up to three or four
worlcors.

1n households with a ono-spouso first family head-
¢d by a man, the economic status is more favorablo
for houscholds with older heads, through age 04,
Genorally, households with hoeads aged 45 or more
show a direct correlation hetween economic status
and number of workers per houschold of a given
RizZe,

Among houscholds with a one-spouse first family
headed by a woman, a direct correlation is found
between ceconomic status of the houschold and ago
of head. In general thero is a direct correlation
between cconomic status and number of workers
in the houschiold. In houscholds with aged heads,
those with no workers tend to have higher rolative
frequencics in the lowest and highest income
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groups. In larger houscholds, those with ono
less gainful worker than tho total nwnber of
members tend to have the most favorable incomo
gtatus.

Among households with a nonparent first family,
thoso with older heads have a slightly more
favorable economic status.

Comparison with single-family households.—The
proportion of houscholds which are without
workers and which report receipt of relief is, for
cach houschold size, about hall as great among
multi-family as among single-family households,
With a few cxceptions there are greater propor-
tions of multi-family houscholds reporting annual
incomes of 83,000 or more for each specified
number of workers. The proportionate excess
becomes less marked with inercasing number of
workers,

Children, Gainful Workers, and Income

As has already been shown, the proportion of
children per househeld is smaller in multi-family
households, and the proportion of gainful workers
larger, than in single-family households.'

The cconomic situation of children in multi-
family households is probably less precarious than
in single-family houscholds, since the income is
more often derived from the earnings of more than
one worker. Of children in multi-family housc-
holds, 41 pereent are in households with only one
workoer and 57 percent in houscholds with two or
more workers, in contrast to 76 percent and 21
percent, respectively, for single-family house-
holds. This greater proportion of children in
famnilies with two or more workers holds for all
family types (tablo 9).

For both multi-family and single-family house-
holds there is a direet correlation between house-
hold income and the proportion of workers and
nonworking adults in the houschold. Another
indieation of the more fuvorable cconomic status
of multi-family households, therefore, is the fact
that a somewhat larger proportion of persons in
multi-family houscholds are nonworking adults—
35 percent as compared with 32 percent in single-
family lLouschiolds—and alse a larger proportion
are workers—43 and 40 percent, respectively.

For liouseholds of cach family type, also, larger
proportions of nonworking adults are found among
multi-family households. The proportion of work-

10 3ea the Bulielin, Febrnsry 1840, pp. 21-30,
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Table 10.—Nuember of urban multi-fomily households
of selected size of household and number of gainful
workers, and percentage distribution by income

status!
[Pteliminary dotn, subject to ravislon]

Porcont of households with apecifled
Incomeo status
[ e
fiz0 of household Numhber

and number of of house- Nonrellof

galnful workers holds 1 e s
Rellet 3,000
Undder [ $1,000- | $2,000- ‘wnd
$L,000 | 1,090 1 2000 over

AVlalzes. . . ... .| 150,188 0.3 258 130 12,6 97
No workers...._____ 11, 193 17.0 484 2.1 4.7 0.3
lworker ..., .. 46, 108 15. 4 2.0 30. 2 108 u.7
2workors. .......... 5L, 253 .0 22,2 8.8 .2 LX)
Aworkers... .. __ 20, 877 17.0 18.0 30,3 10.4 1.z
4 workers._....._... G, 874 17.2 15.9 4.2 1.7 150
Sworkers......... .. 3,124 17. 2 127 345 18.2 17.4
Gworkera......... .. A% 10.3 12.1 3¢9 15. 2 L5
7 workers. .. ........ 131 I8.7 14.9 d0.9 14.2 2.0
8 or more workers . . 1 146 W 2€0.8 20 a1
4 %r&)ns ............. 3, 100 1.1 A4 4.8 14.0 1.8
o workers ... .. 412 $rd Y2 R 7o 8.0 7.3
1 worker ... .. ... . 12, 593 13 R 0.3 ar s 3.4 14.3
2workers. . ......... 13, Kol 4.5 AL 10. 4 187 1,0
Iworkers. ... ... . 8, 471 2.0 1.8 4.8 0.0 1.0
4 workoera.. ... L2 {18 253 ar & 12.8 13.3
gpersans.. ... 14, 245 .2 0.3 30. 5 1.3
oworkets. ... 139 40.7 26. 6 15.1 LR ]
1worker ... . ... 3,315 21.3 17,2 KL 10.6
2workers. ..., .. 1,935 2.3 10.5 KY S X0
dworkers ... ..... .. KNt 8.7 15.7 .2 12.2
4 workers. 1, 661 5.2 1453 3.3 1.7
8 workers 405 124 12.7 318 207
0 workers i 1. 5 210 2.3 2.0

L For datn (ue aingle-tamily househalda, sea tha FBafletin, Decvinber 1699,
a2

p. 32,
1 Excludes 11,413 households with unknow Income and 6 househohils with
ok nown number of galnful workers.

ers to othor memboers, on the othoer hand, is smaller
per multi-family household of ecach type exeept
for houscholds with a hushand-and-wife firat
family. 'The proportion of such houscholds is
sulliciently large, however, to result in the larger
proportion of workers in all multi-fnmily house.
holds without respect to type of first family.
Both the inverse correlation hetween number of
children and incomo and the dircel correlation
betweon number of workers and income aro more
regular and marked for single-family than for
multi-family houscholds.

Among multi-family houscholds with a husband-
and-wife first family, for those with specified
numnber of workers and household size, the eor-
relation between number of children and propor-
tion of houscholds reporting relief is direet, except
that houscholds with two adulis tend to have the
lowest proportion, irrespective of number of chil-
dren. Ior houscholds of speeified size and num-
ber of children, in smaller houscholds the propor-
tion reporting relief is smaller for thoso with more
workera; in Iarger houscholds the reverse is true.
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However, for all houschold sizes and numbers of
children, one-worker houscholds have the smallest
proportions reporting relief.

Houscholds with a larger number of children
also have larger proportions in the income group
of less than $1,000, when houscheld sizo and num-
ber of workers are hold fixed. Tho excoption for
houscholds with two adults is less evident hero.
In goneral, in houscholds of apecified houschold size
and number of ehildren, with an inerensed number
of workers the proportions tend to inereaso.
This tendeney is more definite in households with
two or more children than in those without chil-
dren or with one child,

The proportions in the income group $1,000-
1,999 are generally highest for one and two-worker
households and to a lesser extent for households
with one or two children.

The proportions of houscholds with incomes of
$2,000-2,999 are smaller for lionseholds of speci-
fied household size and number of workers with a
larger number of children,  When houschold size
and number of children are held eonstant, the pro-
portions are highest generally for one or two-

worker households and tond to bo smaller for those
with a larger number of workers.

The proportion of households in the income
group of §3,000 and over is smaller for houscholds
with a larger number of children, when houschold
gize and number of workors are held constant.
This relationship is occasionally reversed in house-
holds with two adults. With respect to number of
workers, in general the highest proportions ere
found in households with only ono worker,

To summarize the preceding discussion on
houschiolds with a husband-and-wife first family:
the income status is less favorable for those with
a large number of children, oxeept that the most
favorable income stetus is often found for house-
holds with only two adults, irrespective of number
of children. With reference to workers, the most
favorable income is found in houscholds with one
worker, although tho proportion reporting relief
is smaller for houscholds with a large number of
workers. When the size of tho houschold is con-
gidered, in general tho proportions reporting reliof
arc larger for each speeified number of workors
and children in larger houscholds. On the whole

Table 11.—Estinmated mean income of urban multi-family houscholda of selected siza with huaband-and-wife
Jirst family and with specified number of children under 16, by number of gainfil workera!

[Preliminary dats, subject to revisinn]

Number of houschalds Mean Income of hiouschold
Size of household anl numbwr | e o
of pninful workers
Nochildren! | ehild 2 chilldron | dchlldren | 4 children [ Nochildren| 1 ehild 2 children | 3 childron | 4 childron
NonreHel housoholds
4 persons:
Na workers . - i3] .1 0 I 52,378 $LN0 el
b worker. _. 1, 0 4, 184 3,088 | L.l 2 580 170 $3,008 | ...
2workors. ... ... . .. ... 4,277 4,44 o | 2, 254 1,803 1,906 | ... .. ...|-
I workers. . A 2,810 S ) 2,352 O3 el
4dworkers. _ ... ... ... ... 27 1 T TN NN I PO, LOBY | e e
4 persong:
No workers .
I workec .. ... . .
Zworkers. .. ... ..
dworkers. .
4 workers .
f} persnns:
1 worker_ .., ..
2 workers. .
3 workegs.
4 workers ... ...
Ttollef and nonrelluf housoholds
6 persons:
fworker, ... .. _____ .. __. 208 603 1,400 459 ... ... 43,004
2 workers...... . H18 1,705 .30 ) ... .. . $2, 484 2,234
3 workers ... 1,311 i) [ A2 DU 2,714 2,211
4 workers. 534 [ I PN DR, 2,085 2,000

I For datn for single-family hougeholds, seo the Dulletin, Februnary 1940, p. 25,

Bulletin, April 1940
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thore is alsc a tendeney for the proportions of
households in the higher income groups to be
higher in large houscholds.

Among multi-fnmily houscholds with n one-
spouse first family headed by a man, there is a
greater likelihood for income status to be more
favorable with a larger number of workers, when
houschold size and number of children are held
constant. There is an inverse correlation between
income and nupmber of children when househeld
size and number of workers are held constant—
with some exceptions in houscholds with only
one ndult, irrcspective of the number of children.

In households with a one-spouse first family
Leaded by a woman, the negativo relationship
between number of children and income is more
marked than for other family types. There is some
relationship hetween numher of workers and in-
come, nlthough the greatest relative frequencies
in the income group $3,000 and over are found
among houscholds without children and withont
workers.

The mean and median income of nonrelief house-
holds of four and six persons with a husband-and-
wife first family, and the mean income for relief
and nonrelief houscholds combined, have been esti-
mated for housoholds with specified numbers of
children and workers., Onc-worker households have
the highest estimated meen nonrelief incomes.
With cach additional worker after the first, there
is, in generel, an inverse correlation between mean
income and number of workers in tho houschold,
excopt that in four-person childless households tlie
mean income of three-worker houscholds is higher
than that of two-worker houscholds.

The same relationships hold for relief and
nonrolief households combined. When numbeor of
workers and housechold size are held constant,
an inverse correlation is generally found between
estimated mean income and number of children
in the houschold for nonrelicf liouscholds and for
relief and nonrelief houscholds combined.

There is one exception to both of these correla-
tions. Houscholds consisting of two parents, with
the other members children under 16, Lhave the
highest or next to the highest estimated mean
incomes, as may be scen from table 11.

The reclationship between mean ineome and
number of workers in multi-family houscholds,
when number of children and houschold size are
held constant, resembles that found in single-
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family houscholds, cxcept that the contrast in
multi-family houscholds is less marked. With
respect to children also there is the same relntion-
ship; namely, with inecreasing number of children
the mean income decreases, although the rato of
decrense in multi-family lhousecholds is less pro-
nounced. The nature of the agsociation between
number of children and inean income in multi-
family houscholds differs from that in single-
family houscholds, in that the mean income for
households with two adults, irrespeetive of number
of children, is relatively higher--sometimes, in
fact, the highest (ehart ITT).

Summary and Conclusion

In multi-family houscholds, whieh include one-
fourth of the persons in the entiro urban sample,
the following relationships are found between
income and houschold charneteristies:

(1) Multi-family households differ somewhnt
in their composition from single-family households
in that they have relatively fewer children, moro
workers, and more nonworking adults.  They have
a higher proportion both of households headed by
persons aged 60 and over and of individuals in
these households.

(2) Tn multi-family houseliolds almost 50 per-
cent of the individuala and a somewhat lesser
proportion of the houscholds report relief or an
anmual househaold income of less than $1,000. On
the other hand, about one-fifth of the households
report incomes of $2,000 or more.

(3) Tho cstimated mean income is $1,831 per
household and $460 per capita. T'he correspond-
ing estimates for nonrelief hiouscholds are $2,037
and $525. The estimated median income of
nonrclief houscholds is $1,402,

(4) The least favorable income distribution and
also the lowest mean, median, and per eapita
incomes are found for houscholds with a one-
spouse first family headed by o woman.

(5) ITouseholds hieaded by persons in the inter-
medinte ages, 25-59, have the most favorable in-
come distribution, and these with heads under 25
the least favorable. Txeept for households with
heads under 25, there is a direet correlation
between income and size of houschold, at least
up to households with seven members,

(8) Theroe is on the whole an inverse correla-
tion between income and the number of children
in the houschold, although the highest ineome
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group contnins o relatively large proportion of
housoholds with two adults, irrespective of num-
bor of children.

(7) The inverso corrclation betwoen number
of children and income is most marked in house-
holds with a ono-spouse first family hoeadsd by o

woman and least marked in those with a husbeand-
and-wife first {amily.

{8) The inverso correlation between number of
children and income is pronounced in households
with younger heads and, to a lesser extent, in those
with honds aged 65 or over,

Chart 11l.—Estimated mean income of urban multi-family and single-family howseholds of selected alwe, with a
husband-and-wife first family, by specified number of gainful workers and number of children under 16 in the

houschold
MEAN MEAN
INCOME MULTI- FAMILY HOUSEHOLDS SINGLE-FAMILY HOUSEHOLDS INGOME
$3500 . 3900
4 PERSONS 4 PERSONS
3000 3000
2500 2500

2000

1500 1300
1000 | 1000
500 300

o . | o

NUMBEROF O 12 01234 01234 0123 012 0 0t2 01234 01234 0123 0t2 0O

mmeer oF  © ] 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5

WORKERS

ARO[ mm e s e e $3500

6 PERSONS 6 PERSONS
3000t —— - — — e 3000
2500 2900
2000 2000
1500 [--— - 1300
1000 1000
500 %00

Nwasgor 0

Shiew 012 01234 0123470123 012 0 012 01234 01234 0123 0120

NUMBER OF O | 2 3 4 s 0 { 2 3 4 9

WORKERS

Bullotin, April 1940
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(9) While the proportion of houscholds without
gainful workers ia the same for multi-family and
for single-famnily houscholds, about one-half of
the multi-family houscholds liave two or more
gainful workers; the corresponding ratio for single-
family houscholds is one-fourth.

(10) Houscholds without workers have de-
cidedly the least favorable income status.

(11} The mean number of gainful workers per
household is highest for houscholds with incotes of
$2,000—4,999 nnd lowest for those with incomes of
less than $1,000, except among houscholds with
a husband-and-wife first fnamily. TIFor these latter
thero is no variation in average numbor of workers
per houseliold in the different inconte groups, ox-
cept that in the income group of $5,000 and over
there is a smaller number of workers.

(12) For all households, particularly tlhose with
& husband-and-wife first family, a direct correln-
tion exists in general between income and mean
number of workers for larger houscholds.

(13) With respeet to age, houscholds with
young heads have the most marked direct cor-
rolation between number of workers and income.
In houscholds with heads of intermedinte ages,
those with only one worker often have the most
favorable income status.

(14) Almost three-fifths of the children in
multi-family households are in lhouseholds with
two or more workers; the corresponding proportion
of children in single-family houscholds is one-fifth.

(15) When household size and number of
workoers are held constant, there is & marked in-
verse correlation botweon number of children and
incoine, except for households with two adults,
irrespectivo of number of children.

(16) When number of children and household
size are held constant, the most favorable income
status is found, on the whole, among houseliolds
with one worker, particularly smaller households
and houscholds with a husband-and-wife first
family. IHouscholds with a one-spouse first family
headed by a man are an exception to this general
finding, in that they show a more direet correla~
tion between number of workers and ineome,

(17} The inverse correlation between number of
children and income is most marked for house-
holds with g one-spousc first family headed by a
woman, and it is least marked among those house-
holds with & husband-and-wife first family.
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(18) The mean income for nonrolief houscholds
of four and six persons with a husband-and-wifg
{irst family shows one-worker houscholds to have
the highest estimated average income, especially—-
in four-person houscholds—those with two adults,
In six-person houscholds the highest mean incomg
is found for houscholds with one worker and one
child; tho second highest is found for one-worker
houscholds with two aduits,

These {indings, compared with the findings from
the analyses of single-family lhouscholds, indicato
that multi-fnmily houscholds have somewhat
higher mean, median, and per capita incomes.
The patterns of correlation between family compo-
sition and income are cssentinlly ihe same as those
observed in single-family houscholds, though less
marked. The only difference that is characteristic
of multi-family houscholds is the relatively more
favorable income status of households with two
adulty, irrespective of number of children.

The less pronounced associations in multi-
family households Dbetween income and  suel
foctors as numbers of children or workers and
type of family are consistent with the conelu-
stons to which earlier analyses of single-family
houscholds pointed."  Consolidation of Dbio-legal
familics into multi-family houscholds is an adap-
tive response to cconomic pressures to which the
bio-legal family is exposed. 1y combining anl
pooling their resources, families generally acquire
greater cconomic stability and at least relative
security, This fact and the greater frequency of
multi-worker houselholds-—-also the result of this
adaptive proeess—probably account for the some-
whit more favorable per capita tncomes of multi-
family houscholds.

Basically, this present analysis indientes that
the patterns of correlation demonstrated by the
carlier analyseas of single-family households are
charneteristic of all families and that very little
modification is required in order to extend these
findings to all houschold types.  The specific modi-
fieations involve a slight increase in the average
per capita income and some softening of the
marked eontrasts in economic status between
children and thoe aged and between brolien familics
and families in which the husband and wife are
both present, considered in relation to the other
varinbles with which the study deals,

1t Seo the Owdielin, Decembey 1039, pp. 20-36,
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