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CENSUS BUREAU REPORT ON INCOME AND POVERTY: 
AMERICAN ECONOMY IS ON THE RIGHT TRACK FOR THE 21ST CENTURY 

September 26. 1996 

TODAY'S INCOME & POVERTY NUMBERS SHOW THAT THE AMERICAN ECONOMY 
ON THE RIGHT TRACK, GROWING STRONG, AND GROWING TOGETHER AGAIN. 

• Typical Household Income Up $898 In 1995 -- Largest Increase In A Decade. In 1995, 
median household income increased 2.7 percent -- or $898 -- in 1995 after adjusting for 
inflation, from $33,178 to $34,076 - that's the largest one-year increase since 1986. 

Typical Family Income Up $1,631 Since The President's Economic Plan Passed. Median 
family income has, increased from $38,980 in 19^ to $40,611 in 1995 ~ that's a $1,631 increase 
in income, adjusted for inflation, since President Clinton's Economic Plan passed in 1993. 

• Under President Clinton, The Typical African-American Family's Income Is Up $3,000. 
Since 1992, the median income of African-American families has increased from $22,923 to 
$25,970 ~ that means their income was $3,047 higher in 1995 than the year before President 
Clinton took office. 

• The Largest Decline In Income Inequality In 27 Years. In 1995, household income inequality 
fell, as every income group — from the most well-off to the poorest — experienced a real 
increase in their income for the second straight year. One measure of inequality ~ the Gini 
coefficient ~ dropped more in 1995 than in any year since 1968. 

The Number Of People In Poverty Fell By 1.6 Million ~ Largest Drop In 27 Years. The 
number of people in poverty dropped 1.6 million, from 38.06 million in 1994 to 36.43 million in 
1995 — that's the largest one-year decline since 1968. 

• Poverty Rate Fell To 13.8 Percent — Biggest Drop In Over A Decade. In 1995, the poverty 
rate dropped from 14.5 percent in 1994 to 13.8 percent ~ that's the largest one-year fall in the 
poverty rate since 1984. Since President Clinton's Economic Plan was signed into law, the 
poverty rate has declined from 15.1 percent in 1993 to 13.8 percent last year ~ that's the biggest 
two-year drop in the poverty rate since 1973. 

• The African-American Poverty Rate Dropped To It Lowest Level In History. In 1995, the 
African-American poverty rate declined from 30.6 percent to 29.3 percent — that's the tlrst time 
it dropped below 30 percent and its lowest level since data were first collected in 1959. 

• Elderly Poverty Rate Dropped To 10.5 Percent — Lowest Level Ever. In 1966, 28.5 percent 
of America's elderly citizens lived in poverty. In 1995, the elderly poverty rate declined from 
11.7 percent to 10.5 percent — that's a new record low for the elderly poverty rate. 

• Biggest Drop In Child Poverty In 20 Years. In 1995, the child poverty rate declined from 
21.8 percent to 20.8 percent — that's the largest one-year drop since 1976. Since President 
Clinton's Economic Plan was signed into law, the child poverty rate has declined from 22.7 
percent to 20.8 percent ~ that's the biggest two-year drop since 1968. 

• Largest Drop In The Poverty Rate of Female-Headed Households In 30 Years. In 1995, 
percentage of female-headed households living in poverty fell from 38.6 percent to 36.5 percent 
— that is the largest one-year decline since 1966. 



INCOME 

Median Household Income: 
1992: $33,278 1993: $32,949 
1993: $33,178 1995: $34,076 

Up 2.7% in 1995 — up $898 in real tenns from 1994 
Largest increase since 1986 
$798 higher in 1995 than 1992 
Under Bush fell $1,795 between 1988 and 1992 

Median Family Income: 
1992: $39,727 1993: $38,980 
1994: $39,881 1995: $40,611 

Up 1.8% in 1995 ~ up $730 in real ternis from 1994 
$1,631 increase since Economic Plan passed (1993) 
Under Bush fell $1,743 between 1988 and 1992 

African American Families: 
1992: $22,923 1993: $22,720 
1994: $25,398 1995: $25,970 

Up 2.3% in 1995 — up $572 in real terms from 1994 
Up 13.3% since 1992 — $3,047 higher in real tenns. 
Under Bush fell $1,978 between 1988 and 1992 

Household Inequality: 
1994: 0.456 
1995: 0.450 

Family Inequality: 
1993: 0.429 
1994: 0.426 
1995: 0.421 

INEQUALITY 

Largest decline in inequality since 1968 
Every income group rose for the 2nd straight year and every 
group is up since 1992 
Largest rise in share of income going to middle-class since 1968. 
Under Bush, every group's income fell 

Down two years in a row — first time since 1974 
Largest two-year decline since 1968 
Every income group grew for 2nd straight year and every group 
is up since 1992 

POVERTY 

Overall Poverty: 
1992: 14.8% 1993: 15.1% 
1994: 14.5% 1995: 13.8% 

Largest drop in poverty rate since 1984 
Largest 2-year drop in poverty rate since 1973 
1.6 million drop in people in poverty — largest drop since 
1968 (38.05 million in 1994 vs. 36.43 million in 1995) 

Black Poverty: 
1992: 33.4% 1993: 33.1% 
1994: 30.6% 1995: 29.3% 

Lowest EVER — Below 30%. 
Largest two-year drop since 1968 

Elderly Poverty: 
1992: 12.9% 1993: 12.2% 
1994: 11.% 1995: 10.5% 

Lowest EVER — 600,000 fewer than in 1992. 
In 1966, eldery poverty rate was 28.5%. 

Female-Headed Households: 
1992: 39.0% 1993: 38.7% 
1994: 38.6% 1995: 36.5% 

Largest drop since 1966 

Child Poverty: 
1992: 22.3% 1993: 22.7% 
1994: 21.8% 1995: 20.8% 

Largest drop since 1976 
Largest 2-year drop since 1968 
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FACTS AND nCURES SOCIAL SE 

Today, there are 45rrmilIiqn'bcncCdarie$. [«oum: ^/y,v ^i*-/t<f^*/H > >"7r' 

^ttSfSf, 9c percent of aii^MTmiiii i HITTT—> CA»'«I i * * "/ 
[tourcc 

B0ii«iiiai'eUor^asnH^ reodvcyf Social Secur 

For two of every three •inpil^j^Soclal Security 
tepresoDts more than SO peiceut of their income, [souia: tname of ihe Afcd dunbeek, 1994, 
SSA Offin of K«(utab. Evaluntloa aad Statlattca, p.9] 

Sodal Security is 100 percent of H^|% y • v\ percent, or miftion, 
n<*^_j/ their income, [source: Qnnbook. p.9] 

-^I*^*^ . If Sodal SeciuiQr did not exist, the poverty rate anioiig older Americans today ^ 
•^ttiVr^ ^ would be over SO percent (f^iitoitmni), hatcad of today's 10.5 percent, faourca; , ^ ^ 
^'y Owgaylt, J10, and liueit Cenwi Iflcoma/ijowity flwrnl UiSt pt^cJt Pi<^^ C p*«'^*-r^ - o l<* 

7^/^7 '^^'^/'^y^y V^!?^ Se^ty ^ all thî  kec{is (hem 

Social Security has helped to reduce elderly poverty in our nation by »Atrt)gn ^iff v 
/' ^ 7 *>«'^*-^') percent America'a elderly lived in poverty; today, the ^ 
' \ elderly poverty rate has declined to a record low of 10.5 percent), [aww: Omsuft] 

^ i ^ i ^ ^ ^ M )̂ tl̂ A< d'̂ f̂ Oê  0^:i^^ ^ / ^ / ^ ^ ^ / / , , ; ) 

5*/ 

3 V. Kî ^ 
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SOCIAL SECURITY FACTS AND FIGURES ^ 

Today, there are 43.^million Social Security beneficiaries (31.4 million age 65 and 
over), [source: Office of Chief Actuary, Benefit Statistics for ̂ ptember 1996, SSA] ^ u ' ' ^ -

3.1 million children receive Social Security benefits today, [source: Office of Chief Actuary, 
Benefit Statistics for September 1996] 

Today, 91percent of those 65 and older in the United States receive Social Security ^ 
benefits, [source: Office of the Chief Actuary, Population Projections for SSA Geographic Area, 1996-.^ 
Board of Trustees Report] 

l ^ ' ^ ' ^ For two of every three senior beneficiaries (65 and older), Social Security represents 
more ^^an- 50 percent of their income, [source: Income of the Aged Chartbook, 1994, SSA Office 
of Research, Evaluation and Statistics, p.9] 

For 16 percent, or 5 million beneficiaries, Social Security is 100 percent of their 
income, [source: Chartbook, p.9] 

If Social Security did not exist, the poverty rate among older Americans today would 
be O^^^O percent, instead of today's 10.5 percent, [source: Chartbook, p.lO, and latest Census 
income/poverty figures] 

For J<9f" million beneficiaries. Social Security is all that keeps them from poverty, 
[source: Chartbook, p. 10] 

Social Security has helped to reduce elderly poverty in our nation by nearly two-thirds 
(in 1966, 28.5 percent of America's elderly lived in poverty; today, the elderly poverty 
rate has declined to a record low of 10.5 percent), [source: AjixAtv-fflid Census] 

^ / . M 6 r ^ - v ^ 0^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ i . V - / ) ' 7 
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Foreword 

This report provides a broad income picture 
of a cross section of the population aged 55 or 
older, with special emphasis on income of the 
population aged 65 or older. The tabulations 
focus on the major sources and amounts of 
income, both separately and combined, for 
these age groups. The relative importance of 
particular sources to total income is measured 
for individual units and the share of aggregate 
income from particular sources is measured for 
the aged as a whole. Proportions of the aged 
below the poverty line are presented in terms of 
their own incomes and the incomes of the 
families with whom they live. Several tables 
describe the economic situation of the aged 
with varying levels of Social Security benefits 
and total money income. These data are a 
valuable resource for policymakers and re­
searchers in government and in the private 
sector. 

The report was compiled in the Office of 
Research and Statistics, by Susan Grad. 
Jeffrey Shapiro provided programming assis­
tance to photocompose the tables. Additional 
infonnation may be obtained by calling Susan 
Grad: 202-282-7094. 
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Preface 
Since 1941, the Social Security Administra­

tion (SSA) has periodically surveyed the 
economic situation of the aged as part of its 
legislative directive to study the most effective 
methods of providing economic security. 
Between 1963 and 1972. three surveys were 
made that were national in scope and sampled 
nonbeneficiaries as well as beneficiaries. In 
1963 and 1968. SSA administered its own 
questionnaire and combined data from these 
surveys with Social Security record data of the 
survey respondents. In 1972, SSA benefit 
record data were combined with the Bureau of 
the Census data from the March Current 
Population Survey (CPS). 

SSA then began a series of biennial studies 
of the Income of the aged based on CPS data 
alone. The first report in the series described 
the income of the population aged 55 or older, 
and in some cases the population aged 65 or 
older, based on 1976 data. The second report 
described apparent changes in the income of 
those age groups between 1976 and 1978. In 
the interest of publishing the data in a more 
timely fashion, however, beginning with the 
1980 report, publications in the series have 
consisted of tabulations only. 

The source of data for this series is the 
March supplement of the CPS, which samples a 
large cross section of households in the United 
States each year and provides detailed informa­
tion annually on income and labor-force partici­
pation. Comparisons of CPS estimates with 
more precise estimates adjusted by Federal 
income tax records and Social Security records, 
made by Daniel Radner of the Social Security 
Administration, indicate that some sources are 
unden-eported in the CPS. Also, changes that 
have been made in the survey from time to 
time have improved the measurement of 
income and labor-force participation but have 

reduced the comparability of estimates between 
years. Despite the shortcomings of the CPS 
data, they are used here because they provide 
the best available measures of income for 
detailed subgroups of the aged. 

The Bureau of the Census also conducts 
a survey called the Survey of Income and 
Program Participation (SIPP) to expand upon 
and improve the measurement of economic 
status. In future years, SIPP data may be 
incorporated into this series. 

The data in this publication are presented in 
terms of either aged units or aged persons. An 
aged unit is a married couple living together or 
a nonmanjed person. Using aged units or aged 
p>ersons as the units of analysis allows one to 
measure incomes of the entire aged population 
either separately from or in combination with 
the income of other members of the families 
with whom they live. 

The tables in this publication focus on the 
income of the aged population separately, 
whether or not they live with other relatives. In 
contrast, i^ Bureau of the Census publications 
using CPS data, aged persons living with a 
younger relative who is considered the house­
holder are classified as families under 65.' 
Thus, a portion of the aged population cannot 
be accounted for within the Census Bureau's 
categorization. But for the 23 percent of units 
aged 65 or older who lived with other family 
members in 1994, the income of the families 
with whom the aged units lived is important 
infomiation. Therefore, data on family income 
of aged units are presented in tables 11.1 and 
11.2, and Vlll.1-6. 
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Tabl* b i . - -Fami ly iitcoaa and f s n i l y incone other than Social Sacurity benafits below (ha poverty linaX/ by aea, saK, w r i t a i status, 
raca, Spanish origin, and l i v i n o arrsngavanlsi Percent of aaad units 65 er older whose f a a i l i a s racaiva Social Security benefits. 
1 9 8 4 _ _ 

Faailv poverty status 

A l l u n i t s H a r r i e d c o u p l e s N o n u r r i r d p e r s o n s 

Ape i s or o l d e r 

T o t a l 
1 
165-74 75-84 

1 
|6S or T o t a l 65-74 I75 -84 65 or 

1 
T o t a l 65-74 75-84 0 5 or 

1 e l d e r 1 o l d e r o lder 

U n i t s uhose f a a i l i e s r e c e i v e S o c i a l S e c u r i t y b e n a f i t s 

I t . I O i 6.596 1,926 7 ,919 5 .465 2 , 1 2 5 l i , i 4 l 5.641 <,<72 1,5?7 

I4 12 16 17 5 5 7 8 19 19 20 19 
46 59 56 40 34 51 54 S9 56 62 59 

}B 34 43 41 34 30 45 46 40 36 42 40 

H h i t e 

17.651 9.916 5,966 1.775 7,270 S .S16 ) . 9 2 « 325 10.366 4 ,400 4,034 
12 10 14 16 4 4 5 6 17 17 17 18 
49 44 4 / 56 36 33 50 52 57 55 60 57 
56 34 43 41 34 29 44 45 40 36 43 40 

a l a c k 

1 1.739 1.046 557 136 562 361 162 19 1.177 665 117 
12 29 36 34 17 16 22 <2) 39 37 44 39 
70 65 79 76 61 S3 76 (2> 75 71 60 79 
58 35 41 44 43 37 56 I2> 35 35 35 40 

S p a n i s h o r i g i n ^ 
1 

562 ) 3 « 163 61 221 I S 3 52 U Ml 165 IJ I 45 

25 24 27 121 14 12 ( 2 ) ( 2 ) 32 34 33 (2> 
57 55 59 12) 52 46 ( Z l f2> 60 61 60 (2> 
32 31 32 ( 2 ) 59 36 ( 2 ) (21 27 27 27 <2) 

Munber ( in t ho uss ndsI 
Percent 

BeloM poverty l i n e 
keloM poverty l i n a vithout Social Security. 
Di fference 

Huaikarl in thousands I 
Pareenf"— 

Below poverty l i n a 
Below poverty l i n a without Social Security. 
Difference 

Percent 
keloH poverty l i n a 
Below poverty l i n a without Social Security. 
Difference 

NuabarCin thousands) 
Percent 

Below poverty lino 
Below poverty l i n a without Social Security. 
Difference 

Sae foetnotas at and of table. 

F A X T R A N S M I T T A L 

2n ' •7cz<ii 
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Tab le 53 — F a a i l v i n c o a a and f a a i l y income o ther than S o c i a l S e c u r i t y b t n a f i ( s below tho p o v e r t y l i n e l / by e s e , s e x , m a r i t a l s t a t u s , 
r a c e , S p a n i s h o r i g i n , and l i v i n g e r r a n a e a i e n l s • P e r c e n t of eged u n i t s 65 or o l d e r whose f a a i l i e s r e c e i v e S o c i a l S e c u r i t y b e n e f i t s , 
1966 -Cont inuad 

F a a i l y p o v e r t y s t a t u s 

NusberC in t h o u s a n d s ) 
P e r c e n t 

Below poverty line 
Below poverty line without Social Security, 
Difference 

Nuabar(i n thousands) 
Porcant 

Below poverty l i n a 
Below poverty line without Social Security... 
Difference 

A l l units Herried couples Monnarried parsons 

Age 63 or oldar 

T o l e l 65-74 75-64 6 5 or T o t a l 65-74 75 -64 65 or T o t a l 65-74 75-84 65 or 
o l d e r o l d e r o l d e r 

L i v e w i t h o ther f a a i ) y a a n b a r s 

4 ,607 2,601 1,39 5 6 l l I. Ml 1,060 261 35 3.250 1.540 1,134 574 

8 9 a 4 8 7 11 ( Z ) 6 9 8 4 
31 31 31 34 27 26 34 ( 2 ) 33 35 30 34 
23 22 23 29 20 18 24 ( 2 ) 25 25 23 

L i v e w i t h no ^ a u l y 1 • e a b e r s 

If.023 I .&05 5 .202 1.315 6 . » 2 4,4(4 1.664 114 "4,441 4.1fil 3 , i 3 9 1,001 

15 13 16 23 5 4 6 8 24 23 24 26 
57 50 66 69 42 37 54 56 69 65 73 73 
42 37 46 46 38 33 46 46 45 42 49 45 

1/ The voney incoaa of f a a i l i c s receiving Social Security benefits that contein esed units i s cowMired with the o f f i c i e l poverty 
li n e s ef f a a i l i a a in 1966. r a n i l i a s raportino receipt of hoth Social Security benefits and Railroed RatiraMnt are ancludad because 
only tha cOBbinad waount i s known. This i s 1 parcant of f s a i l i a s receiving Social Security benafits. 

2/ Fewer than 75.000 weighted cases. 
3/ Parsons ef Spanish e r i v i n aay be ef any race. 
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Table 53.—Family income and family income other than Social Security benefits below the poverty line' by age 
sex, mantal status, race, Spanish origin, and living arrangements; Percent ol aged units 65 or older whose families 
receive Social Secunty benefits, 1988 

Family poverty status 

Peroenl-
Below poverty line 
Beiow poverty line without SodaJ Secuity 
OiHerence _ _. 

NiMTber (m thousands) 
Pereent-

Below poverty Ime _ _ __. 
Below poverty hne wiUraut Social Securily . 
DiffeJence _ _ 

Nunibei (n thousands) 

BekM poverty line 
Below poverty line wthoul Social Seounty . 
•fffefence 

Number (in thousands) „ 
Percent-

Betow poverty line _ 
Below poverty line without Social Security . 
Difference _ 

See footTMTtes al end ot taUe. 

! 
All units j 

Marned oouples Nonrnarriec; persons 

Aged 66 of older 

Total j 

I 
65 « 1 

65 or 
I 1 

85 or 
Total j 6S-74 7 S * 4 • Older Total 65-74 j 75-64 older ; Total 

I 
65-74 j 7 S * 4 olde.-

Units wtiose lamdies leceive Social Sec« i ty I w n f l i i s 

20.602 11,579 7,166 1.638 . 6,397 5,679 2,392 327! 12.205 5.899 4,795 1.5!2 

14 )2 16 18 5 5 6 6 19 IB 21 20 
b l 45 57 eo 40 36 49 59 58 54 62 60 
37 34 42 42 35 31 44 53 33 36 41 40 

White 

18.448 10,271 6.5 IS 1,663 7,756 5,262 2,207 286 10.692 5,008 4.306 1J76 

I I 9 14 16 * 4 4 4 17 15 19 IB 
49 43 56 5» 39 34 48 55 56 52 60 60 
38 34 42 43 35 31 44 SO 38 41 41 

Black 

1.638 t , t 03 580 156 506 323 149 34 1.331 760 431 121 

33 34 32 37 20 16 25 39 4 0 34 42 
GO 66 72 76 61 55 63 0 71 7 0 75 69 
35 32 40 39 41 37 39 0 33 30 41 27 

Spanish or ig in ' 

637 381 2 ) 4 43 256 177 71 6 3«1 203 143 35 

21 18 23 0 13 13 n : 27 22 28 n 
60 55 68 0 56 52 0 j 63 57 70 f l 
39 37 45 0 43 39 n 0 36 35 41 ft 
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Table 53.—Famity income and family income other than Social Security benefits below the poverty ljr>e by age, 
sex. marital status, race, Spanish origin, and living arrangements: Percent of aged units 65 or older whose families 
receive Social Security benefits. 1988 —Continued 

A3 units Married oouples Norvnanied persons 

Aged 65 or older 

1 65 or i 85 or S5 or 

Family poverty status Tola; 6S-74 i 75-64 older Total • 65-74 75-64 older Total ; 6S-74 75-«4 oldei 

l ive wftft other famSy .•nembers 

Numtjer (in thousands) 
Percenl-

3elow poverty line 
Below poverty line wiBioul Social Security 
Difference 

Nurnber (Li thousands) — 
Peroent-

Below poverty line -
Below poverty line wrtfxiul Sooal Securty 
Difference 

2.651 1,529 562 1,351 l,C35 274 42 3.390 1.616 1,254 520 

9 9 8 7 7 7 e rt 9 11 8 7 

30 30 29 30 26 26 29 0 31 33 29 31 

21 21 21 231 19 18 21 0 22 22 21 23 

Live witJi no lamily merrt>ers 

15,861 B,927 5.657 1.277 7.046 4.644 2,117 285 8.615 4,230 3.540 992 

15 12 IS 22 4 4 5 6 23 21 25 27 

57 50 65 73 43 36 52 63 68 63 73 76 

42 37 47 51 39 34 46 57 45 41 46 49 

' The money irtcotne of lamilies containing aged units is oompared with the 
official poverty lines o l famSes in 1988. 

' Fewer than 75.000 w e t t e d cases. 
' Persons of Spanish origin may I M of any race. 
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Table VIlU.-Family income below the 
statiis, race, Hispanic origin, and livir>g 
Social Security benefits, 1990 

poverty line,' with and without Social Security benerits. by ag«. sex, marital 
arrangements: Percent of aged units 65 or older wfiose famtlies receive 

AU units Married co«4>les Nonmarcied persorts 

Aged 65 or oWer 

B5 or 1 65 or : 65 or 
Famity poverty slalus \ Total 65-74 75-64 Okisr I Total 

1 
65-74 75-84 older '• Total 65-74 75-64 older 

Units wfioss families reoanre Social Sscurity benafits 

Number (in Iftousands) -. 
Percent-

Below poverty Hne 
Kept out o( porsr^ by Social SacurHy-
Tola) poor without Social Securily 

N(«it>er (in ifiousands) _ 
Percent— 

Below poverty Una _ — 
Kept out ol povsrty by Social Securily.. 
Total poor wiihoul Sociai Securily 

Nimbar t/i\ thousands)— 
Psreenl-

Beloer poverty ine 
Kapiaui ofpovsny ty Sooiai Security.. 
Total poor wUhom SocW Sscurty ~ 

Number (in thousands) — 
Paroanl-

Below poverty ine _ „ 
Kepi oul of poverV * f Social Security. 
Total poor without Social Securily 

Sae toolnotes at end of table. 

21,409 11.830 7,477 2,102 8.675 5,861 2.436 358 12.735 5,950 5,041 1,744 

14 11 16 21 5 4 6 10 20 te 20 23 
36 31 41 36i 32 26 44 46 38 37 40 37 

49 42 57 59i 37 30 50 56 56 5S 61 59 

White 

19.1S9 tO.492 6.764 I.9CO 6,027 5.427 2.2S3 317 11.1312 5.065 4,461 1,586 

11 9 t3 19 4 3 5 7 17 IS 18 21 
36 31 42 39 32 26 43 46 39 37 42 38 
47 40 56 58 35 26 49 53 56 53 59 59 

Blacti 

1.904 1,(21 611 171 521 359 126 34 1.383 762 4S3 137 

35 30 42 41 21 17 27 0 40 37 45 41 
34 34 34 31 39 34 52 rt 32 34 29 29 
69 64 75 73 GO M 79 0 72 71 74 69 

Hispanic o 
703 449 213 41 305 216 75 12 396 231 138 30 

23 22 25 14 14 16 rt 29 29 30 rt 
32 29 37 ft 30 24 40 n 34 32 35 rt 55 51 62 0 44 39 56 rt 63 62 65 rt 

no 



Table Vlll.3.-Family income below the poverty line,' with and vwthout Social Security benefits, by age sex marital 
Status, race. Hispanic origin, and living arrangements: Percent of aged unrts 65 or older whose families receive 
Social Security benefits, 1990 —Continued 

< . 

Family poverty slalus 

All units Married oouples Nonmamed parsons 
< . 

Family poverty slalus 

Aged 65 or older 

< . 

Family poverty slalus Tolal j 65-74 

1 
. 65 or 

75-64 1 older 

I 
Tolal 1 65-74 

1 65 or : 
75-84 ; older Total 

I 
65-74 ; 75-84 

85 or 
older 

Live with other tamtfy (Timbers 
Mumber (in thousands) 

Percert-
Below poverty line 
Kepi oul of poverty by Social Security.. 
Toial poor without Social Security 

Number (in thousands) 
Parcem-

Belcw poverty tine _ 
Kept oul of poverty by Social Saouiily^. 
Total poor wilhout Sodai Secunly.-

4,871 2.763 1,507 601 1.465 1.165 271 29 3,406 1,596 1,236 572 

8 8 9 4 6 6 8 rt e 9 9 4 
21 18 25 26 15 12 30 Ci 24 23 23 26 
29 ?6 34 22 17 38 rt 32 32 33 30 

Liv9 iwith no lamiTy members 

16.538 9,067 5.970 l , 5 0 l | 7,209 4716 2764" 

15 
40 
55 

12 
35 
47 

17 
46 
63 

27 
43 
70 

4 
35 
40 

3 
30 
33 

2.164 329 9,329 4.351 3.606 1.172 

6 10 24 21 24 32 
45 491 43 42 46 42 
52 59 67 63 70 74 

' The money income of lamiltes containino aged units is oompared wMi the 
official poverty lines of lamries in 1990. 

' Fewer man 75,000 wsightad cases. 
* Persons or KCsfxanic origin may be ol any race. 
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Table Vlll^.—Family income below the poverty line,' with and without Social Security t>enef'its, by age, sex, 
marital status, race, Hispanic origin, and living arrangements: Percenl of aged units 65 or older whose families 
receive Social Security benefits, 1992 

0. 

Famiy poverty stalus 

Alt tnits Married couples Nonmarried persons 
0. 

Famiy poverty stalus 

Aged 65 or older 

0. 

Famiy poverty stalus Total 65-74 75-64 
06 or 
Older Total 65-74 

j 85 or 
75-64 1 older Tot* 1 66-74 

1 
7S«4 

85 or 
Okler 

Number fn thousands) _ _ 
Percent-

Below poverty line __ 
Kepi oul ol poverty by Social Secuty.. 
Tolal betow poverty wdfwul Social Security. 

Units whose fancies recerve Social Secuity benefits 

Number {in thousands) 
Percem-

Beiow poverty lirte 
Kept out of poverty by Social Secuiiy. 
Total bieiow poverty wilftoul Soci^ Security.. 

Ni»nber (in itMusands) 
Peroem-

Balow poverty line _ 
Kept out ol poverty by Social Security.— _ 
Total twtow poverty withou Social Security.. 

Nunber (in thousands). 
Perconl-

Betow poverty bne __ 
Kepi 014 ol poverty by Sodal Security. 
Total below poverty without Social Securiy.. 

See lootnoies a) end ot table. 

21,892 11,671 7.743 2^78 

14 12 17 20 
38 33 44 47 
53 45 60 67 

1 6.978 5,863 2.711 415 

6 5 6 10 
35 30 44 5? 
41 36 50 62 

12.914 6,016 5.033 1,864 

21 19 22 22 
40 36 43 46 
6! 55 66 68 

VWiite 

19,467 10,430 6.973 2.063 

12 10 14 19 
39 33 45 47 
51 43 59 66 

6.261 5,346 2.532 384 

5 4 5 8 
35 30 44 63 
40 34 49 62 

11.206 5,0S6 4.441 1,679 

18 16 19 21 
42 37 46 46 
59 53 65 66 

Blach 

2.037 1.212 634 190 

35 30 44 34 
35 35 31 47 
70 66 75 82 

562 418 119 25 

19 16 27 0 
41 39 46 (^ 
6C 56 74 0 

1.475 796 515 165 

41 37 48 36 
33 33 27 50 
73 70 76 84 

H'epanic orign' 
769 484 240 64 

23 22 23 f ) 
36 33 45 O 
59 55 68 

310 213 82 15 

13 13 10 C) 
39 32 58 (») 
52 45 68 0 

479 272 158 50 

30 29 30 O 
34 33 38 l*) 
64 63 68 (1 
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All i n t s Married couples Nonmarried persons 

Family poverty status 

Number pn thousands) 
Peroenf-

Bdow poverty line _ 
Kepi oi4 of poverty by Social Seciity!] 
Tola! bekm poverty without Social Senirity. 

Aged 65 or older 

Total 65-74 75-84 
85 or 
older Total 66-74 75*4 

65 or 
older Total 65-74 75-a4 

85 or 
older 

Mumber fn thousands) 
Percert-

Below poverty bne 
HefA o a ol poverty by Social Socui%~L~~ 
Tc«al below poverty wichoul Social Secur«y._„ 

5.016 2,897 1.477 

9 9 ID 
23 21 23 
33 30 33 

Live w<h other (amity members 

M2 1.543 

6 
19 
27 

194 304 46 3.473 (,704 1.173 596 

e 3 (') 10 10 II 
19 20 rt 25 22 24 34 
26 2B rt 35 32 34 43 

18376 6,974 6.266 1.636 

16 13 16 24 
43 37 46 52 
59 50 67 76 

Live wdh no family members 

7,436 

d L ^ J H ^ , : ! ^ f j T ^ containing aaed units is c o r r p ^ d w«h the 
olbcial poverty Ines ol lamilies in 1998. 

369 9.441 4J14 3,860 (^67 

10 24 22 26 26 
55 46 41 49 51 
66 70 64 75 79 

Fewer lhar> 75,000 weigbted cases. 
Parsons ol Hispanic origin may be of any race. 
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I??-!f Y"i*^'~'^^'^''y income below the poverty line,' with and wilhout Social Security benefits, by age, sex. marital status race Hisoanic 
origin, and living arrangements: Percent of aged units 65 or older whose families receive Social ̂ e^urity b ^ S 1994 

FamJy poverty status 

Number (In thousands]-. 
Percent-

Below poverty line 
- Kept out of poverty by Social Security-

Total below poverty wiihoui Social Security.. 

Number (in thousands) - _. 
Percent-

Below poverty line..- - „_ 
Kept out ol poveny by Social Security 
Total below poveny wilhout Social Security-

All units 

Tolal 65-74 75-84 
85 or 
older 

Married couples 

Tolal 65-74 
B5 or 

7 5 * t older 

Nonmarried persons 

Tolal 

Total 65-74 75-64 
85 or 
older 

Men 

Total 65-74 75-84 
85 or 
older 

Women 

Total 65-74 75-84 
85 or 
older 

Number fin thousands). _ 
Perceni-

Below poverty lina _ 
Kept OUI ol poveny by Social Security 
Toial below poverty without Social Security.. 

Number (In thousands) 
Percent-

Below poverty line 
Kept out ol poverty by Social Security „. 

Tola! below poverty without Social Security-

See footnotes at end ol table. 

Unils whose families receive Social Securily benelils 
21,941 11,565 7,905 2,471 9.02D 5,794 2.852 374 12,921 5,771 5,053 2,097 2,978 1,536 1,039 403 9^43 4,235 4,014 1,694 

12 11 13 17 3 3 3 4 .10 18 .18 .19 .13 14 .-.12 15 . 20 20 20 20 
42 36 49 49 39 33 48 61 44 36 49 47 44 39 50 44 44 36 48 48 
54 46 61 66 42 36 51 66 62 57 67 66 57 S3 63 59 64 58 68 68 

White 
19,643 10,274 7,137 

10 
42 
53 

9 
36 
46 

11 
49 
61 

15 
50 
65| 

3 
39 
42 

3 
33 
36 

2.650 348 11,272 4.901 4,487 1,883 2,528 1,264 893 371 8,743 3,637 3,594 1,512 

3 5 16 15 16 17 10 10 10 12 18 17 18 19 
46 60 45 39 SO 48 45 40 52 46 45 39 50 48 
51 65 61 55 67 65 55 50 61 58 63 56 68 67 

Black 
1.918 1,061 648 209 

29 29 30 30 
39 36 42 47 
69 65 72 76 

485 316 150 19 

7 9 A 0 
49 41 62 (") 
S6 50.^ 67 (^ 

1,434 745 498 190 

37 37 36 32 
36 34 36 44 
73 71 74 76 

399 244 128 27 

35 35 32 rt 
34 33 38 rt 
69 68 71 rt 

1,034 501 370 1 63 

37 3B 40 30 
37 35 35 48 
74 73 75 78 

V Hispanic origin* 

933 594 259 80 

21 22 20 25 
40 36 47 46 
61 58 67 71 

356 259 78 19 

10 10 7 rt 
43 38 57 (') 
53 48 65 (») 

577 335 1 81 61 

28 30 25 rt 
38 35 43 (») 
67 66 68 

181 115 56 20 

19 24 rt rt 
38 33 rt (*) 
57 56 rt rt 

386 220 1 25 40 

33 34 31 rt 
38 36 41 C) 
71 70 72 (T 
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