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I N T H E R E V I S I O N of the benefit provisions of the 
Federal old-age insurance system to provide a 
min imum subsistence income for retired workers 
and their dependents or certain of their survivors, 
the concept of the bio-legal f ami ly as defined i n 
the study of fami ly composition in the U n i t e d 
States 1 was embodied i n the Social Security A c t 
Amendments of 1 9 3 9 . 

To uti l ize the income data on households i n ­
cluded in the Nat iona l H e a l t h Survey, f rom which 
the family composition study derived i ts basic 
material, the households were divided into two 
groups—single-family households, consisting of 
one bio-legal fami ly , and m u l t i - f a m i l y households, 
comprising two or more bio-legal families. Since 
the household income reported was the income of 
related persons who pooled their resources, the 
income reported for urban single-family house­
holds—more than three-fourths of a l l the urban 
households—could be allocated to the bio-legal 
family const i tut ing the household. The income of 
mul t i - f ami ly households—less than one-fourth of 
all urban households—was often shared by two 
or more bio-legal families. Since the share of 
each could not be segregated, however, the income 
reported for the entire household was assigned to 
each fami ly a procedure which m a y lead to over­
statement of per capita income for individuals b u t 
which gives a reasonably va l id indicat ion of the 
economic level of the fami ly . 

The urban sample of the fami ly composition 
study comprises 7 0 3 , 0 2 1 households and 9 3 1 , 3 7 9 
bio-legal families. M u l t i - f a m i l y households com­
prise less t h a n one-fourth of al l urban households 

*Bureau of Research a n d S t a t i s t i c s , D i v i s i o n of H e a l t h S t u d i e s . T h i s 
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c o m p o s i t i o n i n the U n i t e d S t a t e s , w h i c h u t i l i z e s d a t a f r o m s c h e d u l e s of t h e 
N a t i o n a l Health S u r v e y and is c o n d u c t e d a s W o r k P r o j e c t s A d m i n i s t r a t i o n 
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1 A bio-legal f a m i l y is so d e f i n e d as to m a k e it p o s s i b l e to i d e n t i f y , w i t h i n 
a h o u s e h o l d , the m e m b e r s of the f a m i l y w h o s e r e l a t i o n s h i p to the head, b y 
blood or l a w , c o n s t i t u t e s a legal c la im o n h i m for s u p p o r t ; it i n c l u d e s (a) one 
or b o t h spouses a n d t h e i r u n m a r r i e d c h i l d r e n , if a n y , i n c l u d i n g a d o p t e d or 
foster c h i l d r e n , l i v i n g together as a f a m i l y u n i t ; ( b ) u n m a r r i e d s i s t e r s a n d / o r 
brothers , i n c l u d i n g a d o p t e d or foster b r o t h e r s a n d s i s t e r s , l i v i n g together as 
a f a m i l y u n i t ; or (c ) persons l i v i n g i n e x t r a - f a m i l i a l g r o u p s , a s h e r e d e f i n e d , 
or b y t h e m s e l v e s , w h o are c o n s i d e r e d as s e p a r a t e one-person f a m i l i e s . 

b u t more t h a n two-f i f ths ( 4 3 percent) of the bio-
legal families which make up the households. 
For 8 1 , 8 5 6 of these families, comprising 8 8 , 3 3 9 
persons, no income in format ion was obtained, 

Table 1.—Number and percentage distribution of u r ­
ban multi-family and single-family households and 
persons, by type of first family in household 

[ P r e l i m i n a r y d a t a , s u b j e c t t o r e v i s i o n ] 

T y p e o f f a m i l y 1 

H o u s e h o l d s P e r s o n s 

T y p e o f f a m i l y 1 

N u m b e r 

P e r c e n t 

N u m b e r 2 

P e r c e n t 
T y p e o f f a m i l y 1 

N u m b e r M u l t i -
f a m i l y 
h o u s e ­
h o l d s 

S i n g l e -
f a m i l y 
h o u s e ­
h o l d s 

N u m b e r 2 M u l t i -
f a m i l y 
h o u s e ­
h o l d s 

S i n g l e -
f a m i l y 
h o u s e ­
h o l d s 

A l l t y p e s 703 ,021 2 4 . 3 7 5 . 7 2 ,415 ,802 2 8 . 1 71.9 

H u s b a n d a n d wife 522 ,250 20.5 7 9 . 8 1,984,733 24.6 7 5 . 4 

Husband or wife, husband 30 ,995 34.5 65.5 72,675 46 .3 5 3 . 7 
H u s b a n d o r w i f e , 

w i f e 110,392 38.5 61.5 299,863 4 6 . 2 5 3 . 8 
Nonparent, m a l e 17,498 2 3 . 1 7 6 . 9 24 ,527 30.5 69.5 
Nonparent, female 21,886 29 .3 70.7 34 ,004 3 6 . 7 6 3 . 3 

1 See f o o t n o t e 3 in t e x t . 
2 E x c l u d e s 88,339 r o o m e r s , b o a r d e r s , o r s e r v a n t s w h o s e i n c o m e s w e r e n o t 

p o o l e d w i t h t h o s e o f h o u s e h o l d . 

since they wore roomers, boarders, or servants, 
l i v i n g i n the household b u t not pooling their i n ­
comes w i t h those of the household or sharing i n 
the pooled income. This article is concerned, 
therefore, w i t h 1 7 0 , 8 0 0 urban m u l t i - f a m i l y house­
holds, consisting of about 3 1 7 , 0 0 0 bio-legal f a m i ­
lies w i t h 6 8 0 , 0 0 0 related individuals . For some 
m u l t i - f a m i l y households the exclusion of unrelated 
members leaves only a single bio-legal f a m i l y . 
For instance, 5 percent of the households consist 
of one bio-legal fami ly w i t h one or more servants. 

Earl ier articles i n this series have analyzed the 
income status of urban single-family households 
i n terms of size and type of fami ly , number of 
chi ldren, ago of f ami ly head, and number of ga in­
f u l workers. 2 The present article examines those 
relationships for urban m u l t i - f a m i l y households, 
po int ing out the similarities and divergences be­
tween the two groups. 

2 E a r l i e r a r t i c l e s o n the f a m i l y c o m p o s i t i o n s t u d y a p p e a r e d i n t h e Bulletin 
for A p r i l , M a y , S e p t e m b e r , O c t o b e r , N o v e m b e r , a n d D e c e m b e r 1939, a n d 
F e b r u a r y 1940. 



Table 2 .—Number and percentage distribution of per­
sons in urban multi-family and single-family house­
holds, by age of head of household 

( P r e l i m i n a r y d a t a , s u b j e c t t o r e v i s i o n ] 

A g e o f h e a d o f h o u s e h o l d ( y e a r s ) 
N u m b e r o f 

p e r s o n s i n 
h o u s e h o l d s 1 

P e r c e n t o f p e r s o n s i n — 

A g e o f h e a d o f h o u s e h o l d ( y e a r s ) 
N u m b e r o f 

p e r s o n s i n 
h o u s e h o l d s 1 

P e r c e n t o f p e r s o n s i n — 

A g e o f h e a d o f h o u s e h o l d ( y e a r s ) 
N u m b e r o f 

p e r s o n s i n 
h o u s e h o l d s 1 M u l t i - f a m i l y 

h o u s e h o l d s 
S i n g l e - f a m i l y 
h o u s e h o l d s 

A g e o f h e a d o f h o u s e h o l d ( y e a r s ) 
N u m b e r o f 

p e r s o n s i n 
h o u s e h o l d s 1 M u l t i - f a m i l y 

h o u s e h o l d s 
S i n g l e - f a m i l y 
h o u s e h o l d s 

A g e o f h e a d o f h o u s e h o l d ( y e a r s ) 
N u m b e r o f 

p e r s o n s i n 
h o u s e h o l d s 1 M u l t i - f a m i l y 

h o u s e h o l d s 
S i n g l e - f a m i l y 
h o u s e h o l d s 

A l l ages 2 ,412 ,702 2 8 . 1 7 1 . 9 

U n d e r 16 38 5 0 . 0 5 0 . 0 
16-24 58,900 2 0 . 1 7 9 . 9 
25 -44 1 ,158,726 2 3 . 3 7 6 . 7 
45 -59 828,977 2 9 . 1 70.9 
60-64 148,663 3 9 . 4 6 0 . 6 
65 a n d o v e r 217,398 44.5 55.5 

1 E x c l u d e s 3,094 I n d i v i d u a l s i n h o u s e h o l d s w i t h h e a d s o f u n k n o w n age. 

Analysis of the to ta l group of urban households, 
by type of first f ami ly i n the household, 3 shows 
t h a t the proport ion of households w i t h a one-
spouse first fami ly is almost twice as large for 
m u l t i - f a m i l y as for single-family households and 
the proport ion w i t h a husband-and-wife first 
fami ly is smaller (table 1). The d is t r ibut ion of 
individuals i n these households is i n even more 
s t r ik ing contrast. 

Comparison also shows t h a t a higher relative 
proport ion of individuals i n the m u l t i - f a m i l y 
households are i n households headed by persons 
aged 60 or over, b u t the proport ion i n households 
headed by persons aged 16-44 is considerably 
smaller (table 2) . 

Incomes of Households and Individuals 

The income d is t r ibut ion of m u l t i - f a m i l y house­
holds, as shown i n table 3, indicates t h a t more 
t h a n two- f i f ths of the households are i n receipt of 
relief or have incomes under $1,000. Less than 
two- f i f ths have incomes of $1,000-1,999, and 
about one-f i fth have incomes of $2,000 or more. 

Household size.—The proportions of households 
on relief increase for larger households. The 

3 T h e f a m i l y to w h i c h t h e r e p o r t e d h e a d of t h e h o u s e h o l d b e l o n g e d w a s 
d e s i g n a t e d a s the f i rs t f a m i l y . T h e f a m i l i e s s t u d i e d are c l a s s i f i e d b y 5 m a j o r 
t y p e s , a s f o l l o w s , a c c o r d i n g to t h e r e l a t i o n s h i p of the m e m b e r s to t h e h e a d : 
(1) Husband-and-wife families.—Families w i t h b o t h s p o u s e s , w i t h o r w i t h o u t 
u n m a r r i e d c h i l d r e n ; (2) Husband-or-wife families, husband.—Families w i t h 
o n l y the m a l e s p o u s e , w i t h o r w i t h o u t u n m a r r i e d c h i l d r e n ; (3) Husband-or-
wife families, wife.—Families w i t h o n l y the f e m a l e s p o u s e , w i t h o r w i t h o u t 
u n m a r r i e d c h i l d r e n ; (4) Nonparent families, male.—Families w i t h o u t e i t h e r 
s p o u s e , w i t h a n u n m a r r i e d m a l e a s t h e h e a d , w i t h or w i t h o u t u n m a r r i e d 
s i s t e r s a n d / o r b r o t h e r s ; a n d (5) Nonparent families, female.—Families w i t h o u t 
e i t h e r s p o u s e , w i t h a n u n m a r r i e d f e m a l e a s t h e h e a d , w i t h o r w i t h o u t u n ­
m a r r i e d s i s t e r s a n d / o r b r o t h e r s . The h e a d of the f a m i l y w a s d e t e r m i n e d as 
f o l l o w s : I n h u s b a n d - a n d - w i f e f a m i l i e s , t h e h u s b a n d w a s d e s i g n a t e d a s the 
h e a d ; I n o n e - s p o u s e f a m i l i e s , t h e s p o u s e ; a n d i n n o n p a r e n t f a m i l i e s , t h e o l d e s t 
p e r s o n . 

percentage of households in the income group of 
less t h a n $1,000 is smaller for larger households 
(table 3) . For the income categories $1,000-
2,999 the proportions of households increase w i t h 
the size of the household up to 5 poisons and then 
decrease. I n the income group $3,000-4,999 
the proportions tend to rise w i t h household size, 
up to households w i t h 10 members. For those 
w i t h incomes of $5,000 or more, no consistent 
relat ion was found between household size and 
proport ion in the income group. 

The estimated per capita incomes and the esti­
mated mean and median incomes for m u l t i -
f ami ly households of specified size are presented 
i n table 4. 4 The median income of nonrelief 
households, irrespective of household size, is 
estimated to be $1,402. W i t h some exceptions, 
the median income tends to increase w i t h house­
hold size. The estimated mean income of all 
m u l t i - f a m i l y households is $1,831, and the per 
capita income $460. The corresponding esti­
mates for nonrelief households are $2,037 and 
$525,5 and for households report ing receipt of 
relief, $772 and $172. For a l l households mean 
income increases w i t h household size up to five-
person households, b u t at a decl ining rate . 

Family type.—When type of the first fami ly of 
4 T h e m e t h o d of a r r i v i n g at these e s t i m a t e s is d e s c r i b e d in the Bul le t in , 

S e p t e m b e r 1939, p p . 27-28 . 
5 S u p e r s e d e s the e a r l i e r e s t i m a t e i n t h e Bulletin, S e p t e m b e r 1939, p . 35. 

Table 3 .—Number of urban multi-family households 
of specified size, and percentage distribution by in­
come status 1 

[ P r e l i m i n a r y d a t a , s u b j e c t t o r e v i s i o n ] 

Size o f h o u s e h o l d 
N u m b e r 
o f h o u s e ­

h o l d s 2 

P e r c e n t o f h o u s e h o l d s w i t h s p e c i f i e d 
i n c o m e s t a t u s 

Size o f h o u s e h o l d 
N u m b e r 
o f h o u s e ­

h o l d s 2 

Rel ie f 

N o n r e l i e f Size o f h o u s e h o l d 
N u m b e r 
o f h o u s e ­

h o l d s 2 

Rel ie f 
U n d e r 
$1,000 

$1 ,000-
1,999 

$2 ,000 -
2,999 

$3,000 
and 
o v e r 

A l l sizes 3 159,224 16 .3 25.5 3 5 . 9 12.6 9.7 

1 p e r s o n 12,815 12 .1 51 .1 27 .4 5.2 4 .2 
2 persons 22 ,722 15 .1 38.6 3 2 . 0 7.3 7 .0 
3 persons 35 ,870 13 .8 26.8 3 7 . 7 12 .7 9.0 
4 persons 33 ,125 14 .1 20.4 3 8 . 8 14.9 11.8 
5 persons 24 ,702 16 .1 17.5 3 8 . 7 15.9 11.8 
6 persons 14,253 2 0 . 2 16.3 36.5 15.7 11.3 
7 persons 7,749 24 .4 14.9 3 5 . 1 14 .3 11.3 
8 persons 4 ,179 29 .1 16.3 3 1 . 2 13 .2 10.2 
9 persons 1,840 3 2 . 7 14 .0 30.9 10.9 11.5 
10 persons 965 3 8 . 2 11 .7 27 .4 11.1 11.6 
11 persons 519 3 8 . 7 15.0 26 .8 1 2 . 0 7.5 

12 persons 271 44.6 16.6 2 1 . 1 10 .3 7.4 

1 F o r d a t a f o r s i n g l e - f a m i l y h o u s e h o l d s , see t h e B u l l e t i n , S e p t e m b e r 1939, 
p . 27 . 

2 E x c l u d e s 11,413 h o u s e h o l d s w i t h u n k n o w n i n c o m e s t a t u s . 
3 I n c l u d e s 214 h o u s e h o l d s o f 13 or m o r e p e r s o n s w i t h k n o w n i n c o m e . 



Table 4.—Percentage distribution of persons in urban multi-family households and estimated average household 
income and per capita income,1 by size of househo ld 2 

[ P r e l i m i n a r y d a t a , s u b j e c t t o r e v i s i o n ] 

Size of household 

Percentage d i s t r i b u t i o n o f p e r s o n s 
in— 

M e a n i n c o m e o f h o u s e h o l d 

M e d i a n 
i n c o m e o f 
n o n r e l i e f 

h o u s e h o l d s 
Size of household 

Percentage d i s t r i b u t i o n o f p e r s o n s 
in— 

A l l R e l i e f N o n r e l i e f 
M e d i a n 

i n c o m e o f 
n o n r e l i e f 

h o u s e h o l d s 
Size of household 

A l l h o u s e ­
h o l d s 

Relief 
h o u s e h o l d s 

N o n r e l i e f 
h o u s e h o l d s 

P e r h o u s e ­
h o l d P e r c a p i t a P e r h o u s e ­

h o l d P e r c a p i t a P e r h o u s e ­
h o l d P e r c a p i t a 

M e d i a n 
i n c o m e o f 
n o n r e l i e f 

h o u s e h o l d s 

A l l sizes 100.0 100.0 100.0 $1 ,831 $460 $772 $172 $2,037 3 $525 $1 ,402 
1 person 2.0 1.3 2.2 1,213 1,213 416 416 1,322 1,322 893 
2 persons 

7.2 5.9 7.5 1,576 788 630 315 1,748 874 1,082 3 persons 17.0 12.8 17.9 1,794 598 708 236 1,966 655 1,379 
4 persons 20.9 16.0 2 2 . 0 2,025 506 785 196 2 ,227 557 1,546 
5 persons 19.5 1 7 . 1 2 0 . 0 2 ,041 408 831 166 2,274 455 1,599 

6 persons 13.5 14.9 13 .2 1,963 327 848 141 2 ,243 374 1,626 
7 persons 8.6 11.4 7.9 1,973 282 869 124 2 ,329 333 1,613 
8 persons 5.3 8 .4 4.6 1,860 232 913 114 2 , 2 5 3 282 1,569 

9 persons 2.6 4 . 7 2 . 2 1,879 209 1,013 113 2 ,318 258 1,604 
10 persons 1.5 3 . 2 1.1 1,972 197 1,009 101 2 ,535 254 1 ,650 

11 persons . 9 1.9 . 7 1,821 166 1,262 115 2,234 203 1,500 
12 or m o r e p e r s o n s 1.0 2 .4 . 7 1,926 150 1,191 95 2 ,461 192 1,510 

1 The m e t h o d o f a r r i v i n g a t these e s t i m a t e s is d e s c r i b e d i n the B u l l e t i n , Sep­
t e m b e r 1939, p p . 27-28 . 

2 F o r d a t a f or s i n g l e - f a m i l y h o u s e h o l d s , see the Bulletin, S e p t e m b e r 1939, p . 28 . 
3 R e v i s e d . 

the household is introduced as a factor, the rate 
of increase in the mean income of nonrelief house­
holds, as the household size increases, varies among 
the different types (table 5 ) . For households 
wi th a husband-and-wife first fami ly , the esti­
mated moan income shows l i t t l e relation to house­
hold size. For households w i t h other types of 
first families, there is a pronounced direct correla­
tion between estimated mean income and house­
hold size. The lowest estimated mean and median 
incomes are found for households w i t h a one-spouse 
first fami ly headed by a woman. 

Age of household head.—Households headed by 
persons aged 1 0 - 2 4 have the least favorable 
economic status, especially in larger households; 
6 8 percent report relief incomes or annual incomes 
under $ 1 , 0 0 0 , and only 1 percent report incomes 
of $ 3 , 0 0 0 or more (table 6 ) . Those headed by 
persons aged 2 5 - 5 9 have the most favorable eco­
nomic status, b u t the difference between the 
income status of these households and t h a t of 
households headed by elderly persons is not 
marked. Among households headed by persons 
over 2 5 there is in general a direct correlation 
between economic status and household size. 

Comparison with single-family households,—The 
income d i s t r i b u t i o n of m u l t i - f a m i l y households is 
more favorable than that of single-family house­
holds.6 The general outl ine of the income dis­
t r i b u t i o n is similar for both groups of households. 
I n the income categories of relief and under $ 1 , 0 0 0 , 

6 See the Bulletin, S e p t e m b e r 1939, p p . 25-36. 

however, consistently lower relative proportions 
of m u l t i - f a m i l y households are found, and p r o ­
gressively higher proportions are found i n the 
income categories $ 2 , 0 0 0 and over. This general­
ization is found to bo true , except for households 
of 2 , 3 , and 1 2 persons, when household size is 
introduced as a factor (chart I ) . 

The median income of nonrelief m u l t i - f a m i l y 
households is higher than t h a t of nonrelief single-
fami ly households, bo th for households irrespective 
of size and for those of specified size, except house­
holds w i t h 2 members and those w i t h 1 2 or more. 
The estimated mean incomes of a l l m u l t i - f a m i l y 
households and of nonrelief m u l t i - f a m i l y house­
holds are markedly higher, size for size, t h a n 
those for corresponding single-family households. 
I n considering mean incomes, i t should be noted 
t h a t , a lthough m u l t i - f a m i l y households average 
4 . 0 members while the average for single-family 
households is 3 . 3 , the mean incomes i n m u l t i -
fami ly households are so much higher t h a t the 
per capita income, for a l l sizes, is also higher than 
t h a t for single-family households. For bo th 
groups of households there is a marked inverse 
correlation between household size and per capita 
income, w i t h about the same rate of decrease 
for each. 

For a l l fami ly types and for each fami ly type 
the estimated mean income of m u l t i - f a m i l y non-
relief households, w i t h o u t respect to size, is 
several hundred dollars higher than t h a t of corre­
sponding single-family households. For house-



C h a r t 1.—Percentage distribution of urban multi-
family and single-family households of selected size, 
by income status 

holds w i t h a nonparent f irst f a m i l y the estimated 
mean income of those w i t h more t h a n two persons 
is generally less i n m u l t i - f a m i l y households (chart 
I I ) . For households w i t h other types of f irst 
families the estimated mean income is invar iab ly 
higher i n m u l t i - f a m i l y households. 

T h e general patterns of correlation between 
household income and age of household head are 
s imilar for bo th single and m u l t i - f a m i l y house­
holds, a l though the variat ions w i t h respect to age 
are less pronounced among m u l t i - f a m i l y house­
holds. T h e var ia t i on i n income status w i t h 
respect to bo th household size and age of head is 
also less pronounced for m u l t i - f a m i l y households. 

Children and Income 
W h i l e 28 percent of a l l persons i n the urban 

sample are i n m u l t i - f a m i l y households, only 23 
percent of the chi ldren 7 are found i n these house­
holds. T h e percentage of households w i t h c h i l ­
dren is approximately the same among bo th 

7 C h i l d r e n i n c l u d e p e r s o n s w h o h a v e n o t r e a c h e d t h e i r 16th b i r t h d a y . 

single and m u l t i - f a m i l y households, b u t i n m u l t i -
f ami ly households chi ldren constitute 22 percent 
of a l l persons i n the households, i n contrast to 29 
percent i n single-family households. 

For both groups of households approximately 
the same proport ion of households w i t h a husband-
and-wife f irst fami ly report chi ldren. B u t among 
households w i t h a one-spouse or nonparent first 
f ami ly , the proport ion w i t h children is much 
higher among m u l t i - f a m i l y households (table 7). 

I n general, an inverse correlation is found be­
tween economic status and number of chi ldren per 
household (table 8) . The proport ion of house­
holds on relief is larger for those w i t h larger n u m ­
bers of chi ldren. The inverse correlation in 
nonrelief households becomes increasingly sharp 
w i t h r is ing income level in households w i t h three 
or more chi ldren. 

Table 5 .—Number of urban relief multi-family house­
holds and number and es t imated average household 
income and per capita income of urban nonrelief 
multi-family households of specified size and type of 

first family 1 

[ P r e l i m i n a r y d a t a , s u b j e c t t o r e v i s i o n ] 

S i ze o f h o u s e h o l d and t y p e 
o f f i r s t f a m i l y 

N u m b e r o f 
h o u s e h o l d s 

w i t h — 
I n c o m e in n o n r e l i e f 

h o u s e h o l d s 
S i ze o f h o u s e h o l d and t y p e 

o f f i r s t f a m i l y 
Re l ie f 

i n c o m e 
Nonre­

l i e f 
i n c o m e 

M e d i a n M e a n Per 
c a p i t a 

A l l s izes : 
A l l t y p e s 25 ,953 133,271 $1 ,402 $2 ,037 $525 
Husband a n d w i f e 14,675 84 ,815 1,560 2,289 517 
H u s b a n d o r w i f e , h u s b a n d 1,825 8 ,224 1,358 2 ,040 654 
H u s b a n d o r w i f e , w i f e 8 ,567 31,774 1,038 1,477 473 
N o n p a r e n t , m a l e 497 3 ,140 1,137 1,671 903 
N o n p a r e n t , f e m a l e 389 5 ,318 1,185 1,642 827 

1 p e r s o n : 
Husband or wife, husband 397 1,562 965 1,472 1,472 
Husband or wife, wife 761 5,180 805 1,181 1,181 
Nonparent,male 259 1,783 970 1,410 1,410 
Nonparent, female 129 2,744 1,035 1,426 1,426 

2 p e r s o n s : 
Husband and wife 852 6,993 1,287 2 ,338 1,169 
Husband or wife, husband 453 2 ,020 1,167 1,847 924 
Husband or wife, wife 1,911 8 ,382 907 1,271 636 
Nonparent,male 109 644 1,226 1,699 850 
Nonparent, female 111 1,247 1,198 1,523 762 

3-4 p e r s o n s : 
Husband and wife 5,525 42 ,542 1,538 2,243 639 
Husband or wife, husband 532 3 ,035 1,532 2 ,208 646 
Husband or wife, wife 3 ,343 12,207 1,143 1,521 447 
Nonparent,male 94 563 1,575 2,,293 693 
Nonparent, female 112 1,042 1,491 2 ,011 604 

5-6 p e r s o n s : 
Husband and wife 4 ,800 25,961 1,645 2 ,329 456 
Husband or wife, husband 289 1,186 1,660 2,436 454 
Husband or wife, wife 1,728 4,592 1,356 1,851 345 
Nonparent,male 26 117 1,748 2,505 470 
Nonparent, female 27 229 1,671 2,515 471 

7 o r m o r e p e r s o n s : 
Husband and wife 3,498 9,319 1,621 2 ,347 297 
Husband or wife, husband 154 421 1,742 2 ,750 354 
Husband or wife, wife 824 1,413 1,423 2,184 279 
Nonparent,male (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) 

Nonparent, female (2) (2) (2) (2) (2) 

1 F o r d a t a f o r s i n g l e - f a m i l y h o u s e h o l d s , see t h e B u l l e t i n , S e p t e m b e r 1939, 
p . 30. 

2 I n s u f f i c i e n t cases i n s a m p l e . 



Chart II.—Estimated mean income of urban nonrelief 
multi-family and single-family households of speci­
fied size, by type of first family 

Household size.—On the whole, when the n u m ­
ber of children is hold constant, the income status 
is more favorable for larger households; and for 
each specified number of children the income 
dis tr ibut ion is most favorable for households w i t h 
two adul ts . The improvement is part i cu lar ly 
marked for childless households, while i n those 
w i t h children the rat io tends to be relat ively high 
at both extremes of the income d i s t r ibut i on . 

Family type.—When type of the first fami ly i n 
the household is introduced as a factor, i t is found 
that the r a n k i n g w i t h respect to favorable income 
status, for households w i t h f irst families of speci­
fied type, is in general the some whether or no t 
the number of children is considered. I n general, 
for each specified number of chi ldren, households 
w i t h a husband-and-wife f irst f ami ly have the 
most favorable income status, while the least 
favorable status is t h a t of one-spouse families 

headed b y a woman. The r a n k i n g of households 
w i t h other types of f irst fami ly is no t so clearly 
defined. 

A m o n g households w i t h a husband-and-wife 
first f ami ly the relationships found for income, size 
of household, and number of children are the same 
as for a l l households, except t h a t the relationship 
between income and number of children is some­
w h a t less marked. 

Households w i t h a one-spouse first f ami ly 
headed by a woman show a more marked correla­
t ion between income and either number of chi ldren 
or size of household than do households w i t h other 
types of f irst families. 

Age of household head.—The introduct ion of age 
of household head as a factor does not affect the 
general relationships already indicated. A n u n ­
favorable economic status is found, i n general, for 
households w i t h heads i n the youngest and to 

Table 6 .—Number of urban multi-family households 
of selected size by age of head of household, and 
percentage d i s t r i b u t i o n by income status 1 

[ P r e l i m i n a r y d a t a , s u b j e c t t o r e v i s i o n ] 

Size of h o u s e h o l d a n d 
age of h e a d o f h o u s e ­
h o l d 

N u m b e r 
o f h o u s e ­

h o l d s 2 

P e r c e n t o f h o u s e h o l d s w i t h specified 
i n c o m e s t a t u s 

Size of h o u s e h o l d a n d 
age of h e a d o f h o u s e ­
h o l d 

N u m b e r 
o f h o u s e ­

h o l d s 2 

R e l i e f 

Nonrelief 
Size of h o u s e h o l d a n d 

age of h e a d o f h o u s e ­
h o l d 

N u m b e r 
o f h o u s e ­

h o l d s 2 

R e l i e f 
U n d e r 
$1,000 

$1 ,000 -
1,999 

$2,000-
2,999 

$3,000 
and 
o v e r 

A l l sizes 3 159,224 16 .3 25.5 35.9 12 .6 9.7 
16-24 y e a r s 3 ,782 19.4 48.5 26.7 4 . 3 1 .1 
25-44 y e a r s 61,518 16.4 2 4 . 2 37.6 1 3 . 1 8 . 7 
45 -59 y e a r s 53 ,344 16 .6 2 3 . 0 3 5 . 7 13.5 11 .2 
60-64 years 14,084 1 5 . 1 2 5 . 2 35 .4 13 .1 11 .2 
65 years a n d o v e r 26 ,230 1 5 . 8 3 0 . 6 33.5 10 .7 9.4 

1 p e r s o n 12,815 12 .1 51 .1 2 7 . 4 5 .2 4 . 2 
16-24 years 1,181 4 .7 73 .2 18.7 2 .4 1.0 
25-44 years 4 ,340 10.9 4 8 . 4 3 2 . 3 6 .0 2 . 4 
45-59 years 3,434 16.2 4 7 . 7 2 6 . 8 5.1 4 . 2 
60-64 years 1,124 1 2 . 2 4 9 . 3 2 6 . 7 5.8 6.0 
65 years and over 2 ,684 1 2 . 0 5 0 . 8 2 4 . 7 5.1 7 .4 

2 p e r s o n s 22 ,722 15.1 38.6 3 2 . 0 7 .3 7 . 0 
16-24 years 396 18.4 52.5 2 5 . 8 2.5 . 8 
25-44 years 6 ,295 1 5 . 1 39.5 3 3 . 2 7 .3 4.9 
45-59 years 7,176 15.5 3 4 . 8 33 .4 8.5 7 .8 
60-64 years 2 ,505 13 .4 3 5 . 1 3 4 . 1 7 .7 9.7 
65 years and over 6 ,289 15.3 4 2 . 2 2 8 . 8 6.1 7 .6 

3-4 p e r s o n s 68 ,995 13.9 2 3 . 7 3 8 . 2 13 .8 10.4 
16-24 years 1,510 2 2 . 3 36.5 3 3 . 8 6 .4 1.0 
25-44 years 28 ,098 12.9 22.5 3 9 . 3 14 .8 10.5 
45-59 years 22,146 13 .9 22 .4 37.9 14 .3 11.5 
60-64 years 6 ,019 13.5 2 4 . 4 3 7 . 7 14 .2 10 .2 
65 years and over 11,121 15.6 2 7 . 2 3 7 . 0 11 .3 8 . 9 

7 o r m o r e p e r s o n s 15,737 28.6 14.9 32.5 13 .2 10 .8 
16-24 years 116 4 4 . 0 2 5 . 0 2 4 . 1 6 . 0 .9 

25-44 years 5 ,760 3 3 . 1 1 7 . 1 3 2 . 0 11 .0 6 . 8 
45-59 years 6 ,828 2 6 . 7 13 .8 3 3 . 1 13.9 12.5 
60-64 years 1,421 23.6 13 .2 32 .4 15 .8 15 .0 
65 years and over 1,598 2 3 . 2 1 3 . 1 3 2 . 0 16.6 1 5 . 1 

1 F o r d a t a f o r s i n g l e - f a m i l y h o u s e h o l d s , see the Bulletin, S e p t e m b e r 1939, 
p . 32 . 

2 E x c l u d e s 11,413 h o u s e h o l d s w i t h u n k n o w n income. 
3 I n c l u d e s 5 h o u s e h o l d s w i t h h e a d s u n d e r 16 a n d 261 h o u s e h o l d s w i t h h e a d s 
o f u n k n o w n age . 



Table 7.—Percentage distribution of urban multi-
family and single-family households with children 
under 16 and of children in households, by type of 
first family 

[ P r e l i m i n a r y d a t a , s u b j e c t t o r e v i s i o n ] 

T y p e o f f i r s t f a m i l y 

P e r c e n t o f 
h o u s e h o l d s w i t h 

c h i l d r e n 

P e r c e n t o f 
c h i l d r e n i n 
h o u s e h o l d s 

P e r c e n t o f a l l 
c h i l d r e n i n — 

T y p e o f f i r s t f a m i l y 
M u l t i -
f a m i l y 
h o u s e ­
h o l d s 

S i n g l e -
f a m i l y 
h o u s e ­
h o l d s 

M u l t i -
f a m i l y 
h o u s e ­
h o l d s 

Single-
family 
house­
holds 

M u l t i -
f a m i l y 
h o u s e ­
h o l d s 

S i n g l e -
f a m i l y 
h o u s e ­
h o l d s 

A l l t y p e s 4 7 . 6 4 5 . 8 100 .0 100 .0 2 3 . 1 7 6 . 9 

Husband and wife 57.5 5 4 . 0 77 .3 9 2 . 4 2 0 . 1 7 9 . 9 
H u s b a n d o r w i f e , h u s ­

b a n d 3 2 . 0 1 3 . 2 4 . 1 1.0 54.6 4 5 . 4 
H u s b a n d o r w i f e , w i f e 36.6 2 5 . 1 1 7 . 8 6.6 44.9 5 5 . 1 
Nonparent, male 6.6 . 6 . 3 (1) 7 5 . 9 2 4 . 1 

Nonparent, female 7 .5 . 8 . 5 (1) 8 1 . 1 18 .9 

1 L e s s t h a n 0.1 p e r c e n t . 

some extent i n the oldest age groups, par t i cu lar ly 
w i t h increasing number of chi ldren. A m o n g 
households w i t h heads of intermediate ages, those 
w i t h two adults and a l l the other members under 
16 years of age have generally the most favorable 
income status, irrespective of household size. 

Comparison with single-family households.—In 
comparing m u l t i - f a m i l y w i t h single-family house­
holds, 8 the only differences of any significance i n 
the relationships between income status and n u m ­
ber of chi ldren are: 

I n households report ing relief or incomes of 
less t h a n $1,000 there are smaller proportions of 
m u l t i - f a m i l y households; the only exceptions are, 
for the relief group, households w i t h o u t children 
or w i t h one chi ld and, for the nonrelief group, 
households i n which only one member is an adul t . 

A m o n g households w i t h annual incomes of 
$2,000 or more, the proport ion of m u l t i - f a m i l y 
households is higher for each specified number of 
chi ldren. 

When type of first f ami ly is added to the other 
two factors, the patterns of correlation remain 
generally the same i n m u l t i - f a m i l y and i n single-
fami ly households, a l though the correlations are 
less marked i n m u l t i - f a m i l y households. The 
s i m i l a r i t y i n the patterns is no t altered when age 
of head is introduced as an addit ional factor. 

Gainful Workers and Income 

A n earlier analysis of single-family households 
pointed to a direct correlation between income 
and the number of gainful workers i n the house-

8 S e e t h e Bulletin, N o v e m b e r 1939, p p . 3-10. 

ho ld . 9 There are relat ively four times as many 
families w i t h o u t gainful workers among m u l t i -
f a m i l y as among single-family households. How-
ever, when the entire household is taken as the 
economic u n i t , 7 percent each of the single and of 
the m u l t i - f a m i l y households have no gainful 
workers (table 9) . Households w i t h only one 
worker constitute 41 percent of the mul t i - f ami ly 
households, i n contrast to 67 percent of the single-
fami ly households. Relatively, twice as many of 
the m u l t i - f a m i l y as of the single-family house­
holds have two or more workers. Among m u l t i -
f ami ly households w i t h workers there is a slight 
direct correlation between the proport ion of house­
holds report ing relief and the number of workers 
i n the household (table 10). 

Household size.—When the factor of household 
size is introduced, the correlation in mul t i - f ami ly 
households between number of workers and the 
proport ion of households report ing relief is inverse 
and tends to become more pronounced in larger 
households. Among nonrelief households the i n -

9 See the Bulletin, D e c e m b e r 1939, p p . 29-36. Gainful w o r k e r s include all 
t h o s e w h o were r e p o r t e d in r e g u l a r e m p l o y m e n t , those o n rel ief w o r k , and 
those s e e k i n g w o r k a t the time of the c a n v a s s , made in the w i n t e r of 1935-36. 

Table 8 .—Number of urban multi-family households 
of selected size by number of children under 16, and 
percentage distribution by income status 1 

[ P r e l i m i n a r y d a t a , s u b j e c t t o r e v i s i o n ] 

Size o f h o u s e h o l d a n d 
n u m b e r o f c h i l d r e n 

N u m b e r 
o f h o u s e -

h o l d s 2 

P e r c e n t o f h o u s e h o l d s w i t h specified 
income s t a t u s 

Size o f h o u s e h o l d a n d 
n u m b e r o f c h i l d r e n 

N u m b e r 
o f h o u s e -

h o l d s 2 

Relief 

N o n r e l i e f Size o f h o u s e h o l d a n d 
n u m b e r o f c h i l d r e n 

N u m b e r 
o f h o u s e -

h o l d s 2 

Relief 
U n d e r 
$1,000 

$1 ,000 -
1,999 

$2 ,000-
2,999 

$3,000 
and 
o v e r 

A l l sizes 159,224 16 .3 25.5 35.9 12.6 9.7 
N o c h i l d r e n 83 ,123 12 .4 2 9 . 9 3 6 . 1 12 .2 9.4 
1 c h i l d 38 ,686 16.7 2 2 . 2 3 7 . 1 13.8 10.2 
2 children 21 ,845 19.4 19 .3 35.9 14 .1 11.3 
3 children 9 ,198 2 6 . 4 18 .8 3 3 . 8 11.6 9 .4 
4 children 3 ,746 3 4 . 3 19 .9 3 0 . 0 8 .7 7 . 1 
5 children 1,563 4 2 . 3 19 .1 25.9 7 .3 5.4 
6 children 617 51.7 18 .2 2 0 . 3 5.8 4.0 
7 children 291 5 4 . 3 16 .1 2 0 . 0 6.2 3.4 

8 children 115 56.5 19 .1 19 .2 3.5 1.7 
9 or more c h i l d r e n 40 52.5 2 0 . 0 17.5 5.0 5.0 

4 p e r s o n s 33 ,125 1 4 . 1 20 .4 3 8 . 8 14.9 11.8 
N o children 14,076 10.9 18 .0 4 0 . 8 17 .4 12.9 
1 c h i l d 13,533 15.9 2 2 . 2 41.0 13 .1 7.8 
2 children 5 ,308 16.7 2 1 . 9 2 9 . 0 13.7 18.7 
3 children 208 42 .3 3 2 . 2 19 .2 2 . 9 3.4 

6 p e r s o n s 14,253 2 0 . 2 16 .3 3 6 . 5 15.7 11.3 
N o children 1,999 11 .8 10 .7 34.5 2 2 . 6 20.4 
1 c h i l d 3 ,786 16.8 14 .1 3 6 . 7 18 .8 13.6 
2 children 4 ,340 21.1 17 .1 3 7 . 9 14 .7 9.2 
3 children 3 ,332 2 5 . 0 19.7 38 .3 11 .0 6.0 

4 children 748 31.6 2 1 . 8 2 6 . 3 8 . 3 12.0 
5 children 48 5 4 . 1 2 5 . 0 14 .6 4 .2 2 . 1 

1 F o r d a t a f o r s i n g l e - f a m i l y h o u s e h o l d s , see the Bulletin, N o v e m b e r 1939, 
p . 5. 

2 E x c l u d e s 11,413 h o u s e h o l d s w i t h u n k n o w n i n c o m e . 



T y p e of f i r s t family and 
n u m b e r o f gainful 
w o r k e r s in h o u s e h o l d 

H o u s e h o l d s A d u l t s C h i l d r e n 
T y p e of f i r s t family and 

n u m b e r o f gainful 
w o r k e r s in h o u s e h o l d Num­

ber 2 

P e r ­
c e n t 

Num­
ber 2 

Per­
cent 

Num­
ber 2 

P e r ­
c e n t 

A l l t y p e s 170,571 100.0 530,946 100.0 148,682 100.0 
N o w o r k e r s 12,018 7.1 20,083 3.8 3,905 2.6 
1 w o r k e r 69,831 40.9 167,906 31.6 60,378 40.6 
2 w o r k e r s 55,158 32.3 182,668 34.4 51,089 34.4 
3 or more, w o r k e r s 33,564 19.7 160,289 30.2 33,310 22.4 

H u s b a n d and w i f e 106,967 100.0 372,705 100.0 115,009 100.0 
N o w o r k e r s 2,012 1.9 5,169 1.4 841 .7 
1 w o r k e r 41,866 39.1 115,472 31.0 47,529 41.3 
2 w o r k e r s 39,116 36.6 135,198 36.3 41,037 35.7 
3 or more, w o r k e r s 23,973 22.4 116,866 31.3 25,602 22.3 

H u s b a n d o r w i f e , h u s b a n d 10,699 100.0 27,486 100.0 6,165 100.0 
N o w o r k e r s 839 7.8 1,387 5.1 127 2.0 
1 w o r k e r 4,897 45.8 8,830 32.1 2,502 40.6 
2 w o r k e r s 3,074 28.7 8,888 32.3 1,946 31.6 
3 or m o r e w o r k e r s 1,889 17.7 8,381 30.5 1,590 25.8 

H u s b a n d or w i f e , w i f e 42,472 100.0 111,904 100.0 26,428 100.0 
N o w o r k e r s 7,242 17.0 10,999 9.8 2,866 10.8 
1 w o r k e r 17,270 40.7 35,830 32.0 10,052 38.0 
2 w o r k e r s 11,193 26.4 33,970 30.4 7,734 29.3 
3 or m o r e w o r k e r s 6,767 15.9 31,105 27.8 5,776 21.9 

N o n p a r e n t , male 4,033 100.0 7,079 100.0 384 100.0 
N o w o r k e r s 611 15.2 773 10.9 11 2.9 
1 w o r k e r 2,368 58.7 3,024 42.7 102 26.6 
2 w o r k e r s 677 16.8 1,723 24.4 141 36.7 
3 or m o r e w o r k e r s 377 9.3 1,559 22.0 130 33.8 

N o n p a r e n t , f e m a l e 6,400 100.0 11,772 100.0 696 100.0 
N o w o r k e r s 1,314 20.5 1,755 14.9 60 8.6 
1 w o r k e r 3,430 53.6 4,750 40.4 193 27.7 

2 workers 1,098 17.2 2,889 24.5 231 33.2 
3 or m o r e w o r k e r s 558 8.7 2,378 20.2 212 30.5 

1 F o r data for s i n g l e - f a m i l y h o u s e h o l d s , see the Bulletin, F e b r u a r y 1940, 
p. 23. 

2 E x c l u d e s h o u s e h o l d s w i t h u n k n o w n n u m b e r o f c h i l d r e n a n d / o r g a i n f u l 
w o r k e r s . 

come status is more favorable 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 
absence of the first worker is the most important 
factor in determining whether a household is in the 
low-income groups, that is, in receipt of relief or 
less than $1,000 per year. 

Family type.—In general, in households with a 
husband-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 intermediate 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 one-spouse first family headed by a 
woman. 

While these relationships hold generally, in 
households with husband-and-wife first families 
and with six or more individuals there is a definite 
association between the mean number of workers 
and the income status of the household, at least 
up to the income group $3,000-4,999, and the in ­
tensity of this relationship increases progressively 
with increased household size. T o a lessor degree, 
the same associations are found in households 
with other types of first families. 

Age of household head.—Among households with 
a husband-and-wife first family, the relation of i n ­
come to age of head remains, with some exceptions, 
the same for each household size and each specified 
number of workers. T h a t is, the households 
headed by young persons have the least favorable 
economic status, those headed by aged persons a 
more favorable, and those with heads of inter­
mediate ages the most favorable status. I n the 
larger households, the economic status of house­
holds with young hoods is less favorable than in 
smaller households, while the income status of 
those with aged heads is more favorable. 

With respect to number of workers, among 
households with young heads those which reported 
all members as gainful workers have the most 
favorable income status. Among households with 
heads of intermediate ages those with one worker 
often have the highest relative proportion in the 
higher income groups; with increasing numbers of 
workers there is some tendency for income status 
to improve, but the improvement is neither marked 
nor consistent. Among households headed by 
aged persons the income status improves with in­
creased number of workers, up to three or four 
workers. 

In households with a one-spouse first family head­
ed by a man, the economic status is more favorable 
for households with older heads, through ago 64. 
Generally, households with heads aged 45 or more 
show a direct correlation between economic status 
and number of workers per household of a given 
size. 

Among households with a one-spouse first family 
headed by a woman, a direct correlation is found 
between economic status of the household and ago 
of head. In general there is a direct correlation 
between economic status and number of workers 
in the household. I n households with aged heads, 
those with no workers tend to have higher relative 
frequencies in the lowest and highest income 

Table 9.—Number of households, adults, and children 
under 16 in urban multi-family households of speci­
fied type, and percentage distribution by number of 
gainful workers in household 1 

[ P r e l i m i n a r y d a t a , s u b j e c t t o r e v i s i o n ] 



groups. I n larger households, those w i t h one 
less gainful worker t h a n the t o t a l number of 
members tend to have the most favorable income 
status. 

A m o n g households w i t h a nonparent f irst f ami ly , 
those w i t h older heads have a s l ight ly more 
favorable economic status. 

Comparison with single-family households.—The 
proport ion of households which are w i t h o u t 
workers and which report receipt of relief is, for 
each household size, about half as groat among 
m u l t i - f a m i l y as among single-family households. 
W i t h a few exceptions there are greater propor­
tions of m u l t i - f a m i l y households report ing annual 
incomes of $3,000 or more for each specified 
number of workers. The proportionate excess 
becomes less marked w i t h increasing number of 
workers. 

Children, Gainful Workers, and Income 
As has already been shown, the proport ion of 

chi ldren per household is smaller in m u l t i - f a m i l y 
households, and the proport ion of gainful workers 
larger, than i n single-family households. 1 0 

T h e economic s i tuat ion of children in m u l t i -
f ami ly households is probably less precarious than 
i n single-family households, since the income is 
more often derived f rom the earnings of more than 
one worker. Of chi ldren in m u l t i - f a m i l y house­
holds, 41 percent are in households w i t h only one 
worker and 57 percent i n households w i t h two or 
more workers, in contrast to 76 percent and 21 
percent, respectively, for single-family house­
holds. Th i s greater proport ion of children in 
families w i t h two or more workers holds for a l l 
fami ly types (table 9) . 

For both m u l t i - f a m i l y and single-family house­
holds there is a direct correlation between house­
hold income and the proport ion of workers and 
nonwork ing adults i n the household. Another 
indicat ion of the more favorable economic status 
of m u l t i - f a m i l y households, therefore, is the fact 
t h a t a somewhat larger proport ion of persons i n 
m u l t i - f a m i l y households are nonworking adul t s— 
35 percent as compared w i t h 32 percent in single-
fami ly households—and also a larger proport ion 
are workers—43 and 40 percent, respectively. 

For households of each fami ly type, also, larger 
proportions of nonworking adults are found among 
m u l t i - f a m i l y households. T h e proport ion of w o r k -

10 8 c e the Bulletin, F e b r u a r y 1940. p p . 21-30. 

Table 10.—Number of urban multi-family households 
of selected size of household and number of gainful 
workers, and percentage distribution by income 
status 1 

[ P r e l i m i n a r y d a t a , s u b j e c t t o revision] 

Size o f h o u s e h o l d 
a n d n u m b e r o f 
g a i n f u l w o r k e r s 

N u m b e r 
o f h o u s e ­

h o l d s 2 

P e r c e n t o f h o u s e h o l d s w i t h s p e c i f i e d 
income s t a t u s 

Size o f h o u s e h o l d 
a n d n u m b e r o f 
g a i n f u l w o r k e r s 

N u m b e r 
o f h o u s e ­

h o l d s 2 

Relief 

N o n r e l i e f Size o f h o u s e h o l d 
a n d n u m b e r o f 
g a i n f u l w o r k e r s 

N u m b e r 
o f h o u s e ­

h o l d s 2 

Relief 
U n d e r 
$1,000 

$1 ,000 -
1,999 

$2 ,000-
2,999 

$3,000 
a n d 
o v e r 

A l l sizes 159,168 16.3 2 5 . 5 35.9 12.6 9.7 
N o w o r k e r s 11,193 17.9 4 8 . 8 22.3 4 . 7 6.3 
1 w o r k e r 66,108 15.4 27.9 36.2 10 .8 9.7 
2 w o r k e r s 51,253 16.6 2 2 . 2 38.5 14.2 8.5 

3 workers 20 ,877 17.0 18.6 36.3 16.4 11.7 
4 workers 6,873 17.2 15.9 3 4 . 2 17.7 15.0 
5 workers 2 ,128 17 .2 12.7 3 4 . 5 18 .2 17.4 
6 workers 554 19.3 12 .1 30.9 15.2 22.5 

7 workers 134 18.7 14.9 30.6 14 .2 21.6 
8 o r m o r e w o r k e r s 48 14.6 14.6 2 0 . 8 22.9 27.1 

4 persons 33,109 14.1 20 .4 3 8 . 8 14.9 11.8 
N o workers 612 30 .4 3 2 . 8 22.6 6.9 7.3 
1 w o r k e r 12,533 13.8 20 .3 3 7 . 8 13.8 14.3 
2 workers 13 ,861 14.5 2 0 . 0 40 .8 15.7 9.0 
3 workers 5,471 12 .0 19.8 38 .3 16.9 13.0 
4 workers 632 10.9 25 .3 37 .5 12.8 13.5 

6 p e r s o n s 14,245 2 0 . 2 16.3 36.5 15.7 11.3 
N o workers 139 49.7 26.6 15.1 3.6 5.0 
1 w o r k e r 3,315 21 .3 17.2 38.5 12.4 10.6 
2 workers 4 ,955 2 2 . 3 16.5 37 .5 14.8 8.9 
3 workers 3 ,669 18.7 15.7 36.2 17 .2 12.2 
4 workers 1,664 15 .2 15.3 33.3 21 .5 14.7 

5 workers 465 12.5 12.7 3 3 . 8 19.3 21.7 
6 workers 38 10.5 2 1 . 0 26.3 13.2 29.0 

1 F o r d a t a f or s i n g l e - f a m i l y h o u s e h o l d s , see t h e Bulletin, D e c e m b e r 1939, 
p . 32. 

2 E x c l u d e s 11,413 h o u s e h o l d s w i t h u n k n o w n i n c o m e a n d 56 h o u s e h o l d s w i t h 
u n k n o w n n u m b e r o f g a i n f u l w o r k e r s . 

ers to other members, on the other hand, is smaller 
per m u l t i - f a m i l y household of each type except 
for households w i t h a husband-and-wife first 
fami ly . The proport ion of such households is 
sufficiently large, however, to result in the larger 
proport ion of workers in all m u l t i - f a m i l y house­
holds w i t h o u t respect to type of f irst family . 
B o t h the inverse correlation between number of 
children and income and the direct correlation 
between number of workers and income are more 
regular and marked for single-family than for 
m u l t i - f a m i l y households. 

Among m u l t i - f a m i l y households w i t h a husband-
and-wife f irst fami ly , for those w i t h specified 
number of workers and household size, the cor­
relation between number of children and propor­
t ion of households report ing relief is direct , except 
t h a t households w i t h two adults tend to have the 
lowest proport ion , irrespective of number of ch i l ­
dren. For households of specified size and n u m ­
ber of chi ldren, in smaller households the propor­
t ion report ing relief is smaller for those w i t h more 
workers; in larger households the reverse is true. 



However, for all household sizes and numbers of 
children, one-worker households have the smallest 
proportions reporting relief. 

Households with a larger number of children 
also have larger proportions in the income group 
of less than $1,000, when household size and num­
ber of workers are hold fixed. The exception for 
households with two adults is less evident hero. 
In general, in households of specified household size 
and number of children, with an increased number 
of workers the proportions tend to increase. 
This tendency 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 households with incomes of 
$2,000-2,999 are smaller for households of speci­
fied household size and number of workers with a 
larger number of children. When household size 
and number of children are held constant, the pro­
portions are highest generally for one or two-

worker households and tend 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 households 
with a larger number of children, when household 
size and number of workers are hold constant. 
This relationship is occasionally reversed in house­
holds with two adults. With respect to number of 
workers, in general the highest proportions are 
found in households with only one worker. 

T o summarize the preceding discussion on 
households with a husband-and-wife first family: 
the income status is less favorable for those with 
a large number of children, except that the most 
favorable income status 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 households with one 
worker, although the proportion reporting relief 
is smaller for households with a large number of 
workers. When the size of the household is con­
sidered, in general the proportions reporting relief 
are larger for each specified number of workers 
and children in larger households. On the whole 

Table 11 .—Est imated mean income of urban multi-family households of selected size with husband-and-wife 
first family and with specified number of children under 16, by number of gainful workers 1 

[Preliminary d a t a , s u b j e c t t o r e v i s i o n ] 

Size of household and number 
of gainful workers 

N u m b e r o f h o u s e h o l d s M e a n i n c o m e o f h o u s e h o l d 
Size of household and number 

of gainful workers 
N o children 1 c h i l d 2 c h i l d r e n 3 c h i l d r e n 4 c h i l d r e n No children 1 c h i l d 2 c h i l d r e n 3 c h i l d r e n 4 c h i l d r e n 

N o n r e l i e f h o u s e h o l d s 

4 persons : 
N o w o r k e r s 66 90 $2,375 $1,716 
1 w o r k e r 1,668 4,184 3 ,088 2,585 2,170 $3,508 
2 w o r k e r s 4 ,277 4 ,428 404 2,284 1,805 1,965 
3 workers 2,816 386 2 ,352 1,693 
4 workers 313 1,987 

Relief and nonrelief h o u s e h o l d s 

4 persons: 
N o workers 79 110 $2,114 $1 ,548 
1 w o r k e r 1,833 4,779 3 ,384 2,423 1,998 $3 ,270 
2 workers 4 , 766 5,219 435 2 ,131 1,651 1,881 
3 workers 340 443 2,184 1,577 
4 workers 343 1,882 

N o n r e l i e f h o u s e h o l d s 

6 persons: 
1 w o r k e r 180 583 1,131 365 $3,338 $2,460 $1,916 $3,065 
2 workers 150 690 1,420 996 $2,679 2 ,489 2,113 1,766 
3 workers 367 1,112 780 51 2 , 9 6 1 2 ,480 1,957 1,791 
4 workers 468 447 50 2 ,938 2,234 1,462 

R e l i e f a n d nonrelief h o u s e h o l d s 

6 persons : 
1 w o r k e r 208 695 1,400 459 $3,004 $2,202 $1,713 $2,613 

2 workers 168 818 1,795 1,316 $2 ,484 2,234 1,851 1,546 
3 workers 416 1,333 965 79 2,714 2 ,211 1,747 1,461 
4 workers 533 536 60 2 ,685 2 ,006 1,362 

1 F o r d a t a f o r s i n g l e - f a m i l y h o u s e h o l d s , see t h e Bulletin, F e b r u a r y 1940, p . 25. 



there is also a tendency for the proportions of 
households i n the higher income groups to be 
higher i n large households. 

A m o n g m u l t i - f a m i l y households w i t h a one-
spouse first f ami ly headed b y a m a n , there is a 
greater l ikel ihood for income status to be more 
favorable w i t h a larger number of workers, when 
household size and number of children are held 
constant. There is an inverse correlation between 
income and number of children when household 
size and number of workers are held constant— 
w i t h some exceptions i n households w i t h only 
one adu l t , irrespective of the number of chi ldren. 

I n households w i t h a one-spouse first f ami ly 
headed b y a woman, the negative relationship 
between number of children and income is more 
marked than for other fami ly types. There is some 
relationship between number of workers and i n ­
come, although the greatest relative frequencies 
i n the income group $3,000 and over are found 
among households w i t h o u t children and w i t h o u t 
workers. 

T h e mean and median income of nonrelief house­
holds of four and six persons w i t h a husband-and-
wife first f a m i l y , and the mean income for relief 
and nonrelief households combined, have been esti­
mated for households w i t h specified numbers of 
chi ldren and workers. One-worker households have 
the highest estimated mean nonrelief incomes. 
W i t h each addit ional worker after the first, there 
is, i n general, an inverse correlation between mean 
income and number of workers i n the household, 
except t h a t i n four-person childless households the 
mean income of three-worker households is higher 
t h a n t h a t of two-worker households. 

The same relationships hold for relief and 
nonrelief households combined. When number of 
workers and household size are held constant, 
on inverse correlation is generally found between 
estimated mean income and number of children 
i n the household for nonrelief households and for 
relief and nonrelief households combined. 

There is one exception to bo th of these correla­
tions. Households consisting of two parents, w i t h 
the other members children under 16, have the 
highest or next to the highest estimated mean 
incomes, as m a y be seen f rom table 11. 

The relationship between mean income and 
number of workers i n m u l t i - f a m i l y households, 
when number of chi ldren and household size are 
held constant, resembles t h a t found i n single-

fami ly households, except t h a t the contrast in 
m u l t i - f a m i l y households is less marked . W i t h 
respect to children also there is the same relation­
ship ; namely, w i t h increasing number of children 
the mean income decreases, a l though the rate of 
decrease i n m u l t i - f a m i l y households is less pro­
nounced. The nature of the association between 
number of children and mean income i n m u l t i -
f ami ly households differs f rom t h a t i n single-
fami ly households, in t h a t the mean income for 
households w i t h two adults, irrespective of number 
of chi ldren, is re lat ively higher—sometimes, in 
fact, the highest (chart I I I ) . 

Summary and Conclusion 
I n m u l t i - f a m i l y households, which include one-

f our th of the persons in the entire urban sample, 
the fo l lowing relationships are found between 
income and household characteristics: 

(1) M u l t i - f a m i l y households differ somewhat 
i n their composition from single-family households 
in t h a t they have relat ively fewer chi ldren, more 
workers, and more nonwork ing adults. They have 
a higher proport ion bo th of households headed by 
persons aged 60 and over and of individuals in 
these households. 

(2) In m u l t i - f a m i l y households almost 50 per­
cent of the individuals and a somewhat lesser 
proport ion of the households report relief or on 
annual household income of less than $1,000. On 
the other hand, about one-fifth of the households 
report incomes of $2,000 or more. 

(3) The estimated mean income is $1,831 per 
household and $460 per capita. The correspond­
ing estimates for nonrelief households ore $2,037 
and $525. T h e estimated median income of 
nonrelief households is $1,402. 

(4) The least favorable income d i s t r ibut i on and 
also the lowest mean, median, and per capita 
incomes are found for households w i t h a one-
spouse first f ami ly headed by a woman. 

(5) Households headed by persons in the inter ­
mediate ages, 25-59, have the most favorable i n ­
come d i s t r ibut i on , and those w i t h heads under 25 
the least favorable. Except for households w i t h 
heads under 25, there is a direct correlation 
between income and size of household, at least 
up to households w i t h seven members. 

(6) There is on the whole on inverse correla­
t i on between income and the number of children 
in the household, although the highest income 



group contains a relat ively large proport ion of 
households w i t h two adults , irrespective of n u m ­
ber of children. 

(7) The inverse correlation between number 
of children and income is most marked i n house­
holds w i t h a one-spouse first f ami ly headed by a 

woman and least marked i n those w i t h a husband-
and-wife f irst fami ly . 

(8) The inverse correlation between number of 
chi ldren and income is pronounced i n households 
w i t h younger heads and, to a lessor extent, i n those 
w i t h heads aged 65 or over. 

Chart I I I . — E s t i m a t e d mean income of urban multi-family and single-family households of selected size, with a 
husband-and-wife first family, by specified number of gainful workers and number of children under 16 in the 
household 



( 9 ) Whi l e the proport ion of households w i t h o u t 
gainful workers is the same for m u l t i - f a m i l y and 
for single-family households, about one-half of 
the m u l t i - f a m i l y households have two or more 
gainful workers ; the corresponding rat io for single-
f a m i l y households is one-fourth. 

( 1 0 ) Households w i t h o u t workers have de­
cidedly the least favorable income status. 

( 1 1 ) The mean number of gainful workers per 
household is highest for households w i t h incomes of 
$ 2 , 0 0 0 - 4 , 9 9 9 and lowest for those w i t h incomes of 
less t h a n $ 1 , 0 0 0 , except among households w i t h 
a husband-and-wife first fami ly . For these lat ter 
there is no var iat ion i n average number of workers 
per household i n the different income groups, ex­
cept t h a t i n the income group of $ 5 , 0 0 0 and over 
there is a smaller number of workers. 

( 1 2 ) For al l households, part i cu lar ly those w i t h 
a husband-and-wife f irst fami ly , a direct correla­
t i on exists i n general between income and mean 
number of workers for larger households. 

( 1 3 ) W i t h respect to age, households w i t h 
young heads have the most marked direct cor­
relation between number of workers and income. 
I n households w i t h heads of intermediate ages, 
those w i t h only one worker often have the most 
favorable income status. 

( 1 4 ) A lmost three-fifths of the children i n 
m u l t i - f a m i l y households are i n households w i t h 
two or more workers ; the corresponding proport ion 
of chi ldren i n single-family households is one-f i fth. 

( 1 5 ) When household size and number of 
workers are held constant, there is a marked i n ­
verse correlation between number of children and 
income, except for households w i t h two adults, 
irrespective of number of chi ldren. 

( 1 6 ) When number of chi ldren and household 
size are held constant, the most favorable income 
status is found, on the whole, among households 
w i t h one worker, par t i cu lar ly smaller households 
and households w i t h a husband-and-wife first 
fami ly . Households w i t h a one-spouse first f ami ly 
headed by a m a n are an exception to this general 
f inding , i n t h a t they show a more direct correla­
t i on between number of workers and income. 

( 1 7 ) The inverse correlation between number of 
chi ldren and income is most marked for house­
holds w i t h a one-spouse first f ami ly headed by a 
woman, and i t is least marked among those house­
holds w i t h a husband-and-wife f irst f ami ly . 

( 1 8 ) The mean income for nonrelief households 
of four and six persons w i t h a husband-and-wife 
first f a m i l y shows one-worker households to have 
the highest estimated average income, especially— 
i n four-person households—those w i t h two adults. 
I n six-person households the highest mean income 
is found for households w i t h one worker and one 
c h i l d ; the second highest is found for one-worker 
households w i t h two adults. 

These findings, compared w i t h the findings from 
the analyses of single-family households, indicate 
t h a t m u l t i - f a m i l y households have somewhat 
higher mean, median, and per capita incomes. 
The patterns of correlation between family compo­
sition and income are essentially the same as those 
observed in single-family households, though less 
marked. The only difference t h a t is characteristic 
of m u l t i - f a m i l y households is the relat ively more 
favorable income status of households w i t h two 
adults, irrespective of number of children. 

The less pronounced associations in m u l t i -
f ami ly households between income and such 
factors as numbers of children or workers and 
type of fami ly are consistent w i t h the conclu­
sions to which earlier analyses of single-family 
households pointed. 1 1 Consolidation of bio-legal 
families in to m u l t i - f a m i l y households is an adap­
t ive response to economic pressures to which the 
bio-legal f ami ly is exposed. B y combining and 
pooling their resources, families generally acquire 
greater economic s tab i l i ty and at least relative 
security. This fact and the greater frequency of 
mul t i -worker households—also the result of this 
adaptive process—probably account for the some­
what more favorable per capita incomes of m u l t i -
fami ly households. 

Basically, this present analysis indicates that 
the patterns of correlation demonstrated by the 
earlier analyses of single-family households are 
characteristic of all families and t h a t very l i t t l e 
modif ication is required in order to extend these 
findings to a l l household types. The specific modi ­
fications involve a sl ight increase in the average 
per capita income and some softening of the 
marked contrasts in economic status between 
chi ldren and the aged and between broken families 
and families in which the husband and wife are 
bo th present, considered in relat ion to the other 
variables w i t h which the s tudy deals. 

11See t h e Bulletin, D e c e m b e r 1939, p p . 20-36. 


