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The Survey of Income and Program Participation as a Source

of Data on Children and Fa amili~s : A Comparison o f

Esti.mates Derived ~rom SIPP with Estimates from Othex Source s

Introduction

The we1.1-being of children is a topic of increasing concer n

~o Americans (Egg~been and Lichter, forthcoming ; National

Commissian on Chil.daren, 1991 ; Danziger and Stern, 1990 ; Palmer et

al ., ~988) . One reason for the bu~g~oning interest is the

growing concentration of po~crerty among children . The Suxvey af

Income and Pragram Participati.on (SIPP), although it does not

interview children, is potentia~.~y a very useful source of

informatian about children's econamic well-being and about their

families . Yet, onZy a few ana~ysts have used S7PP to study

children (e .g ., McAr~hur et a~ ., 1986 ; Watts, 1987 ; Hianchi and

McArthur, 1993) . Mareaver, aithough the quality of poverty

estimates derived from SIPP has be~n examined (Williams, ~ .987),

an evaluation of chi].d- and ta~i~.y-based estimates has not yet

been performed .

This report presents estimates of the percent of relate d

children under 18 in poverty by age and xace, the percent of

children under 6 who are poor or near poor by select~d famiiy and

pa~ental cha ~cacteristics, and the percent a~ families receiving

AFDC derived from the 19$6 panel of the Survey of Income and

Program Participat ion (SIPP) . These esti~ates are compared w i th
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estimates derived from the March 19B7 Current Population Survey

(CPS), the 1966 National Integrated Quality Control System (QCS},

and the 1988 Child Health Supplement of the National Health

Inte~view Survey (CHS88} . Possible explanations foz abs~rved

differenc~s in the estimat~s ar~ discussed . A related paper

presents a statistical p~o£~1e of children zn or near pove~ty and

of chi~dren born to teenage mo~hers .

Priar to describing the results of the comparisons, however ,

a bxi~f overview of the objectives of STPP and its design are

given a~ang with a summary of earlier efforts to evaluate the

quality of poverty and transfer benefit information from SIPP .

Survey Obiectives and DesiQ n

SIPP is an ambitious survey that, as its name implies, wa s

designed to provide mor~ accurate and detai~ed data on income and

program participa~ion o~ both persons and hauseholds in the

United States and on th~ determinants of income and program

participation . The data are collected to assist policymake~s as

they grapple with ways t~ reform welfare, improve entitlement

programs, and otherwise monitor and influence the policies and

programs designed to help the needy of this coun~ry .

The survey design for SIPP is complex, but very flexible .

It calls far a new panel of respondents to be initiated every

year . The first panel -- the 1984 panel -- was fielded at the

end of 1g83 . Each panel is followed for approximately two-and-

one-half years and respondents are interviewed every faur mon~hs

during that time period . Thus each panel is interviewed
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appxoximately 8 times or for $ waves . In arder to simpli~y the

task of collecting the information, each panel is divided into

four rotation groups . Data collection for each wave is spread

out across four months . Each mon~h a di~ferent rota~ion group is

interviewed . Respondents are asked to recall a variety of

informatian about ~he tour mon~hs preceding the inte~vi~w . This

four-month period is referred ~o as the re~erence period .

Original plans called ~or a samp~e si~e o~ approximately 20,000

households . Budgetary constraints, however, forced pane~s aftar

1984 to be reduced tn approximately 13,000 househo~ds pe~ pane~ .

Although the 1990 panel was increased to approximately 21,5QQ

hous~holds, the 1991 panel was again reduced in size to

approximately 14,QpQ households .

The first wave consists o~ a core questionna~re which

gathers information about labor force participa~ion, income,

assets, and program participation in the previous four months, as

well as other basic in~ormation . The remaining waves include

both the core questionnaire and one or more topical mvdul~~ that

are asked periodically and con~ain more detailed questions about

specific topics such as child support or education and training

history .

SIPP's sample universe is the nonins~i~u~ivna~ized, residen t

population of the United States . Only persons 15 and o~d~r are

interviewed, although some information is gathered about children

under age 15 . Persons ineligble for the survey in addition to

the institutionalized are U .S . citiz~ns living abroad, crew
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members of inerchant vessels, and Armed Forces persannel living in

military barracks . Persons living in group quarters such as

school dormitories or family-tiype living quarters on military

bases, however, are included .

Only persons included in the original (wave 1) sample an d

persons living in the same househald as an original sample person

are eligible for interviews in subsequent waves of SIPP . Every

effort is made to fo32ow origina~ respondents who move ~o

different locations . Because children under age 15 at the f~rst

interview and ~hose born during ~he course of the ~nterview are

not respondents, ~hey are no~ followed if they ieave the

household of an original respondent . Thus each month persons can

enter or l~ave the SIPP population because of birth, death,

en~ering or leaving the hous~hold of an original sample person,

moving to military barracks or institutions, mov~ng without

~eaving a forwarding address, or mov~ng to a remote area with no

telephone numher .

The complex~ty of the design of SIPP and its r~duced sa~pl e

size have de~erred many research~rs from attempting ta use the

data, even though its use could got~ntially pravide a better

undertanding of sho~t~term spell~ of poverty, transfer income

receipt, and other relatively volatile events in peopl~~s ~~ves .

Earlier ~valuation Effort s

Several ~eports have been written that evaluate the quality

of estimates derived from SIPP . Most of these have relied on the

1984 or 1985 panels . As a result of these studies and othe r
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evaluation efforts of SZPP conducted by the Census Bureau,

questionnaite design and processing procedures have been madified

for subsequent panels in an effort to improve the quality of SIPP

data . Thus the results of these earlier evaluation efforts may

not be descrip~ive of the quality of more recent panels .

John Coder and his colleagues performed an extensive rev~e w

of the first Iongitudinal file constructed by the Bureau of the

Census based on the first four waves of the 1984 panel (Coder et

al, 19$7 : Working Paper #8702) . The 1ong3tudinal file cantained

information for a period of 12 months for each sample person .

The time frame cov~red by this Zongitudinal fila included months

in 1983 and 1984 . With regard to pover~y, SIPP underestimated

poverty among bath blacks and whites compared with estimates from

the CPS . Roberton Wil~iams, using waves 2 through 5 of the 1984

STPP panel to make estimates of poverty in the 1984 calendar

year, also ~ound that S~PP tended ~o underestimate poverty

compared with th~ CPS (Williams, 1987, Wo~king Paper #8723) .

Both Code~ and Wi~~iams restricted their analysis fi~es t o

persons with full-year informatiian . Preliminary work by Williams

indicates that persons with missing information in some manths

have higher than averag~ monthly paverty rates . Thus their

e~clusion could account, in part, for the lower povezty estimates

of SIPP compared with CPS .

Construction of Data Files and Variables Used in this Rep~rt

The 1986 panel of SIPP was used to construct data files

containinq infarmation for the calendar year 1986 . Thus, only
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data from the first four waves of the 1986 panel were used .

Tabl~ 1 depicts for each wave and rotation group the actua l

calendar months of interview and ca~responding reterence period .

As described earlier, people can move in and out o~ th ~

sample being surveyed in any particular month . Thus the

population surueyed from wave ~o wave changes . ~n order to

include as stable a population as possible under these

circumstances and to minimize the amount of missing data

particularly from questions asked only in Wave 2 in the detailed

personal history module, for these analyses the sample was

limited to persons who were survey participants during Wave 2,

montih 4 of the zef~rence periodl . Persans were selected for the

sample used in th~s study if they met one of the following

criteria at Wave 2, month 4 :

CHILD under the age of 3$ and livinq in a househoZd
with a parent or guardian

PARENT the "designated parent ar guardian° of chi~dren
under the age of 18 res~ding in the same househal d

SPOUSE the spouse of a person meeting the parent ar
guardian criterian .

Twa types of data files were canstructed for these analyses .

The f irst was child-based : one case per ch ild with selected

information from the paren~ and, if appl icable, the spause

attached to the child's recard . The second file was family~

based : one case per parent (and spouse) with information on all .

relevant children attached . Even if a chi~d turned 18 before th e

' Month 4 canesponds to May, June, July, or August of 198b, depending on the rotation group . See Fig u re _r
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end of I986, s/he was still included in the chi~d file .

Similarly, children born after month 4 of Wave 2 were not

included in the child file even though they were in the household

d~r~ng the 1986 calendar ysax . Because ~ntervzewing for month 4

of Wave 2 took place between May and August af 1986, we have

defined th~ child population as of approxxmate~y the mid-point o£

the calendar year . Even though the child population was

restricted in this manner, we did use the mon~h-tio-month family

structure and income variables on the file to determine poverty

as we describe below .

Several variables for ann~al figures were created out o f

data collected on a monthly basis . These include poverty,

recipiency 4f AFDC or food stamps, annual income, and full-year

(as opposed ta current) employment status . rn creating all of

these variabZes, respondents' rotation groups were examined in

order to obtain actual 1986 data from January through December .

For poverty, recipiency, and income, annua~ variab3es were

created far respondents missing fouz or £ewer months of data out

of the ~2-month period . This resulted in a mere 0 .2$ missing

data rate using eithe~ families or children as the analysis

group . For povezty and income, persons missing four or fewer

months of data were assigned the average of the amounts £oz a~l

the months of valid data . This type of adjustment was made to 3~

of th~ families and 3~ of children in the sample . Recipiency

variables were concerned only with the dichotomy of receiving th~

aid at least once during the 12-month period and never receivin g

7



the aid . Thus no adjustment was attempted ; if a respondent did

not rec~ive the aid during any of th~ months for which data w~re

available, s/he was assigned the non-recapiency value for the

variable .

Employment status across 19B6 was treated differently . In

determining part-year versus full-year employment, the weeks

worked were summed for each month of valid data . If the total

was greater than Q but less ~han 50, the respondent was

considered part-year . This procedure slightly overrepresented

part-year employed and never employed people among cases with

missing data . The CPS definition of full-time versus part-time

workers is having worked fu11-~ime during a majority o£ the w~eks

worked during the year . To match that definition, the number af

weeks worked full-time was compared to the total number of weeks

worked in al~ months of available data, ignoring missing months .

This decision should not have biased ~he results in any

particular way .

Results

All Children Under 1 8

Povertv : Although previous evaluation effarts had 1ed us to

expect that the SIPP estimates of related children under 18 in

pvverty would be lower than those of the CPS, we obtained an

identical estimate -- 19 .8~ of related children under 18 in

poverty (see Table 2) . It is likely ~hat our inc3uszon of

persons with up ~0 4 mon~hs of missing income information

aceounts for the higher estimate of poverty using SZPP compare d
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to earli~~ ~esearchers . If we are correct, it highlights the

inappropriateness of working with files that contain info~znation

only on persons interviewed throughout the year or, even worse,

throughout the life of the ganel .

Although aur overall estimate of children in poverty i s

comparable with ~hat derived f~om the CPS, a comparisan of

childhood poverty estimates by children's ages and race reveals

some differences . Compared ta the CPS, STPP yields a slightly

lower estimate of childhaod poverty among wh~te children, but a

higher estimate of poverty among black children . The cnlumn

labelled "SIPPICPS" shows the extent to which the two surveys

differ in their es~imates . A 1 .00 indicates that the two

estimates are identical . A number less than one indicates that

SLPP produces a lower estimate than the CPS . Convexs~ly, a

number greater than one indica~es ~hat SIPP p~oduces a higher

estimate than the CPS . Examining these ratios, it is readily

apparent that among white children 14 ~0 17, the SIPP estimate af

the proportion in poverty is substantially lawer than the CPS

estimate . Among black children aged 3 to 13, on the other hand,

the SIPP estimate of the proportion in poverty is much higher

than the CPS estimate .

The dif£e~ences in the poverty estimates by race could occu ~

either because o~ inaccurate estimates of the numerator or of the

denominator . The populatinn estimates derived from SIPP of the

ncimber of children under 18 for the total child population as

well as by race are q~ite similar to those derived from the CFS ,
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In keeping with the SIPP-CPS dif~erences noted above, however,

the estimates of the number of child~en in poverty differ by race

with the SIPP estirnate being lower compared to the CPS ~ar whites

and higher for blacks .

Table 3 notes potential sources of differences between th e

estimates derived from SIPP and those derived from the CPS .

Because SIPP gathers incame and family structure information

every four months, the quality of the data sho~ld be better ~han

data collected at a sing3e point ~n t ime with a~onger reea3l

period as in the CPS . Moreover, our estimat~~ vf poverty based

on SIPP use children's ages as of approximate~y mid-yeax 1986 and

allow the compvsition of their famil3es t~ change on a month-to-

month basis . As indicated in Table 3, CPS estimates use

children's ages and fami~y structure as of Maxch of the following

year, 1987 in this case . To the extent ~hat more income is

recalled and reported, poverty estimates would be expected to be

lower in the SIPP campared to the CPS . Howev~r, i~ family income

f~uctuates a lot on a month-to-~onth basis, the SIPP may identify

more short-term ~peiis of poverty than the CPS . Similarly, if -

family structure is volatile -- that zs, if it changes often

over relatively short periods, then the SIPP may identify more

spells of poverty than the CPS that only uses family structure a t

a point in time . Robertan Williams (1987), using the 1984 SIPP

panel, found that annual poverty rates were lower when family

composition was al~owed to vary compared to when family

composition was fixed at a point in time . Howev~z, he was not
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looking at race/ethnic differences in poverty rates and, as no~ed

above, he was only using information on people who were in the

sample for the entire year . It may be that at ~east part of the

apgarent overest~mate o£ poverty among black childr~n is actually

not an 4verestimate at a1~, but rather is captu~~ng true spells

of po~erty missed by the CPS . Because of budgetary constraints,

we were not able to explore this possibility further within this

projec~ .

Children vnd~r 6

The well-being of very young children is of particu~ar

interest to many policy analysts . The fact ~hat poverty ~ates

among children under 6 are higher than poverty rates among older

children is of g~eat concern to many (National Center for

Children in Poverty, 1990) . Table 4 compares CPS and SIPP

estimates of family structure, maternal educatian, materna~ age

at first birth, and AFDC receipt among all chi~dren under age 6,

among poor children under age 6, and among near-poor children

under 5, defined as childr~n w~thin 150~ o~ the poverty line, but

who are not poor .

The CPS and SIPP produce quit~ simila~ estimates wit h

respect to family structur~, with some exceptions . For all

children under 6, SIPP and CPS produce identical estimates of the

proportion who are li~ing with two par~nts -- 76~ . SYPP,

howeve~, produces slightly lower estimates of young child~en

~iving with single fathers, but higher es~imates of young
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ch~ldren living with single, never-marrisd mothers and ot

children liv~ng w~th other relatives .

The SIPP family structure estimates continue, fo~ the most

part, ~o be quite similar ~o those in the CPS even when e~amining

only poor children and near poor children . Again, however, SIPP

yields lower estimates of such children living with singl e

fathers and higher estimates of such children living with single,

never-mar~ied mothers than does the CPS . The estimates for near

poor chi~dren under 6 who are living with single fathers or with

other relatives, however, appear suspcio~sly 3ow compared ta the

CPS . It may be that the smaller sample size of the 5IPP i n

comp~risan with the CPS limits the extent to which specific

subpopulations can be examined in detail .

SIPP yields higher estimat~s than the CPS of the proportio n

of children under 6 whose mothers began chi~dbearing as

teenagers . The CPS estimate for mother's aqe at first birth,

however, is not based on the June Fertility ~upplement, but is

calculated by substracting the age of the mother's oldest child

in the hausehold from her current age . Thus, ~he CPS estimate

understates the proportion of teenage childbearers to the extent

that oldest children are no lonqer in the household .

In general, hawever, the estimates derived from SIPP are

quite similar to those d~rived from the CPS, regardless of

whether one examines the figures foz all children under 6 or for

the poor or near poor children . When there are discrepancies in

the estimates, no clear pattern that might help to ~xplain th e
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differsnces is apparent . The smaller sample size of SIFP appears

to make the esti~at~s for ~axer populations {e .g,, near poor

children under six living with sing~e fathers} less reliable than

those from the CPS .

Families ReceivinQ AF'D C

Another population of interest to po~icymakers is the

welfare population . The original intent of Aid to Families with

Dependent Children (AFDC} was to help widows remain home ta raise

their children . However, since the program was initiated in

1935, the population receiving AFDC has changed drama~ically .

Widows•regresent on~y a small fraction o£ thase who receive AFDC .

Moreover, as more mathers have entered the labor fo~ce, the idea

that taxpayers should pay for some mothers to stay home, while

o~her mothers must juggle family and work responsibili~ies has

bean ca~~ed into question . In 198$r Congress passed the Family

Support Act which is intended to help welfaxe receipients become

self-sufficient rather than receive aid over a long period of

time . Researchers are very interested in the effects of the new

Family Support Act on the AFDC papulation . SIPP could be very

useful for such research . To assess the useEulness of SIPP for

such ana~yses, in Table 5 we compare estimates derived fxom STPP

with estimateS derived from the National Integrated Quality

Contral System (NIQCS) .

The U .S . Departrne~t of Health and ~uman Se~vices, in

conjunction with the states, main~ains the NIQCS to help states

identify errors in the determination of AFDC eligibility and
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amount of payment . The NIQCS consists of a sample of cases

s~lected for review during the Federal fiscal year . The cases

are representative of cases receiving AFDC, food stamps, or

medicazd during the per~od . Although the NIQCS is limited in the

amount and types of information that is collected, ~ it does

contain a randam sample of approximately 67,000 rec ipient

households and thus does provide reliable estimates of AFDC

recipients and the ir basic demographic characteristics .

Although the timE per iod cavered is slightly different fo r

the two data sets (Octaber 19$5 through September 1986 for the

NrQCS compared with the calendar year 1986 for SIPP), this fact

should not influence their estimates in any particular manner .

In general, the SIPP estimates are quite comparable to those from

the NIQCS . The one area that is clear3y dissimilar is the

shelter arrangem~nt of AFDC famil i es . The explanatiion for ~hese

differences is most ~.ikeiy due to differences in the way that the

types of shelter arrangements were def ined . For example, to

estimate whether the house was owned or being bought in SIPP, the

responses by a1.1 persons in the household were examined and if

one person responded affirmati ~cre~.y, the family was said to own or

to be purchasing the house . A~.though ~he NIQCS reports famiZS.es

that own or are purchasing their homes, its est imate appears

qui.t~ low. By cambining the estimates for owns/buying and

private (no subsidy), the overall est ~.mate of private,

unsubsidized housing is nearly equivalen~ with the SIPP and the

NIQCS, 59 .3~ and 68 .7~, respect~vely .
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Although the NIQCS provides ba~ic information about AFDC

reeipients, it does have important gaps . For exampl~,

information on parent educatiana~ attainment is virtually useless

b~cause of extensive missing data . For this ~easan . we also made

comparisans between S~PP estimates o~ AFDC fami~ies and estimate~

derived from the 1988 Child Heal~h Supplement (CHS88) ta the

National Health Interview Survey (see Table 6) . Again ~he time

frame is di~ferent for the two surveys . The CHS88 data was

collected in 1988, but the reference period for income and

employment was the previou~ yeaz . As noted above, the SIPP

estimates reported in ~his paper refer to the calendar year 1986 .

Even with the slightly different time frames, SIPP and CHS$8

provide very similar estimates af the education level of the most

educated parent . SIPP has more AFDC families with the most

educa~ed parent having some high school and fewer families with

college or graduate education compared to ~he CHS88 .

Estimates of the labor force status of the parents in AFDC

families provided by the SIPP and by the CH588~ ho~ever, differ

substantially . Althaugh the figures still differ when one

examines the estimat~s for al~ families, the disparity is not

nearly so large . It appears as if SIPP identifies more families

as single parent families campared ta the CHS88, partic~larly

AFDC families . Some weak suppart for this statement is gained by

examining Table 7 which cdmpares th~ famzly living arrangements

of children as estimated using SIPP, the CPS, and the CHS88 .

Both SIPP and the CPS indicate tha~ slightly over 23~ o£ a~ l
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children lived in single parent families . The CHS88, on the

other hand, estimates that slightly less than 22~ of all childre n

lived in such a family .

With regards ta the labor force status estimates, it is na t

clear which of the two surveys provides the more reliable data .

SIPP was explicitly designed to coilect proqram and participation

data and so might be expected to abtain better estimates of the

AFDC population . Moreover, sinee the respondents are interviewed

every four months, their recollectivn of emp~oyment and incame

should also be better ~ompared to the CH588 where information is

collected at one point in time . A compar~son o~ the income

es~imates from the two surveys, however, a~e much mor~ comparable

than the employment information (see Table fi) .

Limitation in Maior Activitv : Al~hough SIPP is designed t o

obtain information about income and program partic i pation, i ~

also contains questions about disabilities . In particular,

parents are asked whether any of their children Iiv ing with them

have a long lasting physical condition that limits - their abi~itp

to walk, run, or play . The parents are also asked about long -

lasting mental or emotional problems that limit any of their

cha.ldren's ability to learn ox to do regular schoolwork . Tab~e

c~ntrasts estimates derived tram SIPP with tho~e derived from the

1968 Child Health Supplement of the National Hea3th Interview

Survey (CH588) . The CHS88 was explicity designed to abtain

detailed health information about the nation's children . Not

surprisingly, SIPP cansistently underestimates the proportian o f
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children under 18 wha are limited in a ma~or activity compared to

the CHS88 . The reports in SIPP appear to increase as fa~ily

incame increases, but regardless contin~e to underestimate

limitations compared to the CHS88 .

The large differences in the estimates de~ived f~om SxPP an d

the estimates derived fram the CKS88 can be attributed pr imariiy

~o the way in which the questions are asked in the two surveys .

The CHS88 asks the respondents about a series of condit ion~ that

th~ir child might have had . Thus garents are asked abaut

repeated tons i litis, ~requent eaz infectzons, diabetes a~thma,

pneumonia, deafness~ and frequent or servere ear infectians .

Abnut 30 conditions are specifically named and the respandent is

asked to recall if there are any othe~s . After go ing through

this list, the respondent has ~o say tor each condition mentioned

whether during the previaus ~2 months the conditon l imited ar

prevented the sub ject ch ild from doing usual ch ildh~od

act~vit ies, su Gh as p~aying with other children or participating

in games or sports . The mention of explicit conditions probably

serves to stimulatle the respondent's memory . Moreover, a

chronic condition, such as repea~ed ear infections, that kept the

child in bed or at home for a few days every few months would

most likely receive a positive response an the limitation sec~ion

of the question . In other words, the CHS88 questions probably

result in the inclusian af both relatively ° minor, as well as more

serious chronic limitations, whe~eas the SIPP items explicitly
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ask fvr long-term limitations that probably elicit only more

serious health conditions ~rom the respondents .

Conclusian

Although eax~ier evaluations of SIPP estimates had foun d

that SIPP underestimates poverty compared ~o the CPS, we did not

find that to be the case . We, however, included persons with up

to four months of missing in£ox~mation in ou~ analyses, whereas

earlier efforts had nnly included cases with comglete information

for the period being examined . Overall, the estimates of

childhood poverty derived from SIPP appear excellent, although we

did note some di~ferences in estimates by race . SIPP identifies

more black children and ~ewer white children in poverty than does

the CPS .

Several specific subpopulations af children and familie s

were examined, including poar children under 6, near poar

children under 6, and families receiving AFDC . Even within these

smaller papulations, estimates derived from SIPP were in a

majoriy of instances comparable to estimates derived from the CPS

and other s~urces . As the population became more narrowly

defined, however, the es~imates from SIPF did begin to deviate

from the other sources . SIPP's srnaller sample size relative to

the CP5 may hinder its use~ulness in studying specific groups

that occur relatively rarely in the population .
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Table ~ : Sur~rey of Income and Prvgram Participation ~S~PP), 1986
Panel

1986 Calendar Year

Wave Rota- J F M A M J J A S 0 N D
tion a e a p a u u u e c o s
Group n b r r y n 1 g p t v c

~ 2 R4 I

3 R3 R4 I

4 R2 R3 R4 I

I R1 R2 R3 R4 I

2 2 R1 R2 R3 R4 I

3 R1 R2 R3 R4 I

4 R1 R2 R3 R4 ~

I RZ R2 R3 R4 T

3 2 R~ R2 R3 R4 I

3 R1 R2 R3 R4 I

4 R1 R2 R3 R~ I

4 1 Rl R2 R3 R4

Leg~nd : R# - Reference Month 1, 2, 3, ar 4
~ - Interview Month



Tab3e 2 : Related Chi~dren Under 18 : A Comparison o~ Poverty
Estimates Devised from the 1986 Panel of the Survey of
Inco~e and Program Participation and the March 19B7
Current Population Survey .

RELATED CHILDREN ~INDER 1$ $IPP CPS SIPP/CPS

Under 3 years

3 to 5 years

6 to 13 years

14 to 17 vears

Under 3

3 to 5 y

6 ta i3

14 to 17

ars

s

Under 3 years

3 ta 5 years

6 to 13 years

14 to 17 years

Total in P

Whites

B lack ~

Total Under 18

Whites

Blacks

22 .3~

23 .6$

21 .1~

12 .8 $

16 .7~

17 . '7 $

14 .4 ~

7 .8 $

48 .5$

53 .7~

54 .1~

39 .2 $

12,4~9

7,065

4,83 1r_____~_ .

62,871

53,04 4

9,736

21 .1 ~

22 .0~

20 .5$

1 5 .7 ~

16 .8 ~

~~ .s$
15 .9 $

11 .4 ~

45 .6~

44 .5~

43 .1~

38 .1 ~

12,257

7,7I4

4,03 9
r_______

62,009

50,35 6

9,467

1 .Ob

1 .07

3 .03

0 .8 2

0 .94

1 .41

0 .91

0 .6 8

i .os
~. .20

1 .26

1 .0 3

1 .02

0 .92

1 .20._____.

1 .01

1 .01

1 .a 3

FAMILIES WITH RELATED
CHILDREN UNDER 1 6

In Poverty T6.8~ 16.3$ 1 .03

Source : Marc CPS ata as reporte .~n U . . B~reau o t e
Census, 1988, "Poverty in the United States : ].986 ." Current
Po ulation Re orts, P-60, No . 160, Tables 7 and 14 . Washington,
DC : GPO .



Tab~e 3 : PotenEial Sources of Differences Betwcen Estimates Derived from S[PP and CPS .

~~P CPS

Poverty estimates based on iucome, age, and family stucte~re at each Poverty estimates based on income in prior rateadar year, but age an d
month of the calendar year . family structure are measured at the time of the March survey of the

following year . For example, 1986 poverty estimates for childrea under
18 are based on income for 19$6, but family structure and age i n
Mazch of 1987.

Income is measured as money inwme before taxes . It iacludes lump- Income is measured as money income before ta7ces . However, lump-
sum paymcnts or one-time payments, but exclndes educational sum payments aze exduded, but educational assistance is included .
assistance. Value of no~-cash bene6ts such as employer provided Value of noa-cash benefits is excluded .
health insurance, food stamps, and Medicaid are excluded .

Four-month rerall period an income and receipt of transfer benefits . One year recall period on income and reccipf of transfer benefits .

Not possible to have negative amounts for self-empiayment income . Possible to have negative amounts far self-employment income .

We allowed up to 4 reference months to be missng when we Not a loagitudinal survey, therefore issues of attrition do not arise .
calculated income and poverty. For persons with up to faur month s
missiag, we used the average of the information oa income and
povcrty from all oti~er a~ailable months to estimate the informatio n
for the missing months . About 3% of ehilc~ren and 3% of familie s
were missing up to 4 moatl~s of informa~ion .

We included foster children (appro~rinnately .3% of children were Foster cluldren are excluded from published tabul3tians on reiated
foster children), children.

We included in the child population persons under 18 who were Excludes from child popula6on persons under 18 with own children .
parents if they li~ed with their pareats.

For child f~le, included oaly cases wiih a designated parent or Used pub6shed data an related children under 18 or families with
guardian. For family file, person had to be a desgnated parent or related children under 18 .
guardian or the spouse of a designated parenE or guardian ta be
included 'en the file .

Age was measured as of Wave 2, month four ~that is, the month prior Age measwred as of Marc~ 1487.
to the Wave 2 interview) . Thus age was measwed between May attd
Aug[~st, depending on the rotation group.



Tahle 4: Familial C1~aradecistics of Related Childrea Under 6 : A Comparisoa of Estimates Derived fram the 1986 Panel of the Survey of Income aad

Prog~am Pariicipatian with Estituates Derived from the March 1987 Current Popu~ation Survey.

AIl Children Under 6 Foor Children Under 6 Near Poor Childrea < 6

Related Children Under
Age b S1PP CPS SIPP/CPS BIPP CPS SIFFICPS SIPP CPS SIPP/CPS
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Two Pare~ts ?6A% 75% 1.00 38b% 42% .92 79.b°lo 76% 1.05

Single Mother ~.9°fo ?A% 1.0~ 58.1% 53% 1.10 19 .4% 19% lA2

-Divorced 4.4 5 .88 IO•6 10 lA6 41 5 .g2

'-Never Married 10.6 9 1.18 3L2 27 116 103 $ 1-~

-Separate d 5.0 5 1.0~ 14.3 L3 1.1Q 2.7 4 .68

-Widovved 0.1 1 .IO 4.0 1 - Q.7 1 .7i1

S ingle Fa[her 1 .4% 2°l0 .7Q 1.8% 3% .6(} 0.2% 2°6 .10

Other Relatives 1.4% 1% 1.4() 2.1% 2°l0 1.05 03°!0 2%a .15

Noa-Relatives 0.8% ¢ 1% .80 0.4% 1% .40 1.3%v 1% 1.30
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No Hig}x School 5.0% 6% .83 10.9°l0 17% .64 9.4% 9% 1.04

Some High School 143% 14°l0 lA2 353% 30% 1.1$ 18.7% 19% .9$

High School Grad. 4b.7% 45% 1.D4 45.0°l0 41% 1.ZD 52.7%a 50% 1 AS
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Yes 13.9% 14% •99 _ 485% 52°10 .93 8.5% 13°~0 .65



Note: CPS meumbers are rounded sa that differences in estimates are only approximate.

Source: Unpublished tabuladons prepared by Chitd Trends, Inc ., using the March 1987 Curr~nt PopulaEion Survey and the 1986 Panel of the Survey of
Income and Program Pardapation.



Table 5 : Characteristics of Fami.lies Receivin~ AP'DC : A Co~garison of ~stimates Derived

from the 1986 Panel of the Survey of Income and Program Parti~ipation and the

National Integrated Qualitp Control Sytem's Data for Fiscal Year 1486 .

SIPP QCS SIPF~QCS

AFDC Families Receiving Food 5tamps 88.3x 80.7 3.0 9

AFDC Families bp Persons in Househol d

One 0.01 0.6x . 0

R~vo I6. 9 2~. 9 . 74

Three 25.7 27.8 .9 2

Fas~r 2].. 9 21. 6 1 . O l

Five 14.8 12.8 1.16

Six 7.9 6.9 1.14

Seven or More I2.8 7.4 1.73

AFDC Families hy She].ter Arrangement

Owns/buying 21.4I ~+ .9 z k .3 7
Private (no subsidp) 47.9 63 .8 .75

Pub3ie Hausing ] .6.5 9.6 1.72

Rents (free) 5.0 5.3 .94

Rents (subsidy) 9.2 10.7 .86

Shares group quarters - 1.9 -

Unknown - 3.9 -

AFDC Family by RaceJEthnicity of

NaturalJAdoptive Parent

Wk~ite 4fi.lz 39,7 1.16

Black 35.]. 40 .7 .86

Hisp~nic 15.8 14.4 1.10

flther _ 3.1 5.0 .6 2

Age Distrihution of Chiidren

Receiving AFDC

Total Number 6,770,297 7,162,036 .9S

Average Age 7.5 yrs 7 .9 yrs .9S

Under 3 19.9x 21 .9Z .91

3-5 19.8 23.1 .94

6-8 20.8 17.8 1.17

9-11 15.8 14.6 1.08

12-14 11.2 13.0 .8 6

15-17 11.9 10.5 1.1 3

18 0.6 0.8 .75

AFDC Families by Age of Youngest

Child
0-2 38.6X 38.1I 1.01
3-5 22.8 22.5 1.01
6 ~-11 25.6 24.1 1.06
12-15 9.2 10.6 .87
16-18 3.7 3.8 .97
unknown - .8 -

Source: U.S . Depart.~aent of Health and Human Services, Faini .ly Support Administration,
undated . "Character~.sti~s and Financial Circumstances of AFDC Recipients,
1986 ."



Table b: Selected Characteriskics of All Families and AFDC Families : A Comparison of estimates Derived &om the

i48~6 Panel of the Surny of Incame and Program Participation and the 1988 Child Health Supglememt to the
National Healtii Interview Survey.

All Families AFrDC Familie s

SIPP/ SIPPI
SIPP CHS88 CHS SIPP CHS CHS
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Twapazent Family

Father employed, mother not in labor Force 22. 8% 25.8%v .88 2. 8 °!0 12-4% . ?3

Father unemplayed, mother not in lahor force 0 .9% 0.9% 1.00 1.2%a 2. 8% .43

Both currendy emp loyed 40 .0% 45.1% .89 2.6%a $ .4~ 31

Both in labar force , one or both unemployed 39%v 4,p %'a .98 2. 9 °{~ 3 .?% .78

Mother ia labor force, father not in labor force 2 . 0% 23% .87 0.8% 3.2% .25

Neither in laborforce 2.0% 2.G% .77 2 .6% 10.8% .24

Single-parent family

Not in labor force 9.3% 6 . 9% 1.35 55.7% 40S% 1.38

Currently employed 26.8% 11. 1% ISl 1$.0% 11 .4% 1S8

Currently unemployed 23% ]..3% 1.77 133% 6 . 8% 1 .96



Source : Unpublished tabuladons prodaced at Chiid Trends, Inc.



Table 7 : Family Living Arrangements of Children Under 18 : A
Comparison o~ Estimates From the 1986 Panel of the
Survey of Income and Program Participation, the March
1987 Current Population Surveys, and the 1988 Child
Health Supplement to the National Health Interview .

FAMILY TYPE SIPP 3/87 CFS* CHSB$* *

Twn Parents 73 .6& 74.2~ 73 .1 ~

Single Parent ~3 .2~ 23.6~ 21 .9 ~

Mother 21.2~ 21.1~ 20 .~ ~
Father 2.0~ 2.5~ 1.5 ~

Other Arrangement 3.4~ 2.2~ 5 .0 ~

* U .S . Sureau of the Census . 1987 . "Marital Status and Living
Arrange~ents : March 1965 ." Current Population Reports, Series P-
20, No . 4Z8, Table E . (Note that children living with non-
re2atives only were excluded . y

** Dawson, Deborah A . 199I . "Family Structure and Children's
Health and Well-Being : Data from the 1988 National H~alth
Interview Survey an Child Health ." Jaurnal af Marriaae and the
Familv, ~(3), 573-584, Tab~e ~ .



Table 8 : Children Under 18 Who Are Limited in a Majar Activity :
A Comgarison of Estimates from the 1986 Panel of the
Su=vey of Income and Program Paxticipation with
Estimates from the 1988 Child Health Supplement to the
National Health Interview Survey .

Percent of children under 18 limited in school, work, or play
because of a chronic canditian .

SIPP CHS$8* SIPP/CHS8 8

Total 2.1~ 3.9$ .5 4

Males 2.5~ 4 .6$ .5 4

Females I.7$ 3.2~ .5 3

Whites 2.0~ 4.0~ .5 0

Bla~ks 3.1$ 4 .2$ .7 4

Family income :

under $10~000 2.8~ 6 .9~ .4 1

$1U,00Q-$19,999 2.1$ 4 .9~ .4 3

$20,000-$34,999 2.1$ 3.6~ .5 $

$35,4~0 and over 1.7$ 2.7$ .5 3

*5ource: U .S . Department of Health and Human Services . 1989 .
" Current Estimates from the National Health Interview
Survey, 1988 ." Vital and Health Statistics, Series 10,
No . 173, Table 67 .
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The Survey of Zncome and Program Participation

As a Source o~ Data on Children :

A STATISTICAL PROFILE OF AT-RISR CHILDREN IN THE UNITED STATE S

Introduction

The Survey of Income and Prngra~ Participation (SIPP) is an

ambitious data collection ~ffort ~that to date has been under-used

by researchers . Although there are many reason~ why researchers

choose no~ to work with SIPF, one reason often given is that the

sample size is too small to make reliable estimates, particularly

fo~ selected subgroups af the popul at ion. If other data sources,

such as the Curren~ Popu lation Survey ( CPS), are available that

provide s imilar data, researchers often choose to work with these

othez data instead .

In an earlier paper, we eva~uated SIPP as a source of dat a

on children by comparing estimates dearived from SIPP with

estimates derived ~rom several other sources i .ncluding the CPS

{See Nord and Rhoada, I991) . In particular, we compared

estimates of the perc~nt of related chi .l.dren under I8 in poverty

by age and race, the percent of children under 6 who a~e poor or

near poor by selected family and parental characteristics, and

~.he percent of families receiving AFDC derived from the 19$5

panel of SIPP w~.th estimates deriv~d from the CPS, the National

~ntegrated Quality Control System, and the 1488 Child Health

Supple~ent to the National Health Interview Survey . With a few
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exceptions, we found that the estimates der ived from SIPP were

very close to the estimates derived from the other sources . We

noted that as the population became more narrowly defin~d, the

esti~ates from SIPP did begin ta deviate from the other sources .

Thus, we speculated that SIPP's smaller sample size relative to

the CPS may indeed hinder its usefulness in studying specific

groups that occur relatively rarel~ .in the pop~lation .

In this paper, we continue to explore whether SIPP p~QVides

reasonable estimates of the child population by comparing

estimates der ived from SIPP with estimates from the Current

Population Survey~ . Specifically, children liv ing in families

receiving AFDC, children living in families that are poor, but

not receiving AFDC, and children ~ iving in near-poor families

(those wi~h incomes below 150~ of the poverty threshold} are

compared with chiidren living in non-poor families and with all

children in the Uni~ed States on some bas ic demographic variables

and by selected characteristics of their parents .

In addi~ion, we crea~e a profile of children in America wh o

are at-risk of adve~se outcomes because af ~iving in welfare

~amilies, living in or near poverty, or living with a mather who

began childbearing as a teenager . For this pxofzle, we describe

in more detail the estimates derived from SIPP and presen t

1Data from the March I988 Current Population Survey were
used to make these comparisons . The referenc~ p~riod for that
survey is ~he previous calendar year . The SIPP data that are
used refer to calendar year 1985 . Thus the time periods are one-
year different . This fact should not ma~erially a~fec~ the
results .
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additional data from SIPP that are not available in th~ March

GPS . Thus, selected demographic and parental characteristics of

chiidren living in families receiving AF'DC, those living in poor

families that are not receiving AFDC, and children living in

near-poor families are described a~d contrasted with children who

are not poor and with all children in the United States . In

addition, children born to wamen who began childbearing as

teenagers are compared to chi~dren born to alder mothers and to

all ehildren in the United States . The March CPS does not

contain informa~ion on women's ages at first birth, thus it is

no~ passible to use the CPS to examine children born ta teenage

mothers .

Before making the comparisans betw~en the SIPP and the CP5

and develaping th~ prof~le of at-risk children, the design and

objectives of SIPP and oF the CPS are brief~y described .

The DesiQn and Obiectives of SIPP

SIPF is designed to provide more accurate and detailed data

on income and pragzam participation of persons, families, and

households in the U~i~ed Sta~es and on ~he dete~minants of income

and pzogram participatian ~han has here~ofo~e been available .

Analysis of the data provides a better understanding o~ the

distribution of income, wealth, and poverty in the society and oE

the effects of federal and state programs on the well-being of

tamilies and individuals . It also serves as a tool for managing

and evaluating government transfer and serviee programs . The

gathering of more detai~ed information on earned, unearned, an d
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asset income sources, coupled with the measurement of monthly

variations in such contributing factors as household struc~ure,

the determinants of program eligibility, and actual

participation, assists researchers and policy makers as thay

grapple with ways to reform welfare ; improve entitZement

programs, and otherwise manitar and influence the po~icies and

programs des igned to help th~ needy af this country .

The survey des ign for SIPP i ~s complex, but very flexible .

~t ca~~s for a new panel o~ respondents to be in i tiated every

year . The first pane~ -- the 1984 panel -- was fielded at th~

end of 1983 . Each pane~ is followed for approximately two-and-

one-half years and respondents are inte~v iewed every four months

during that time period . Thus each panel ~s interviewed

approx~mately 8 t imes or foz 8 waves . ~n order to simplify the

task af co~lect ing the infarmation, each panel is divided into

four ratation groups . Data collect ion for each wave is spread

across four months . Each month a diffezent xotat~on group is

interviewed . Respondents are asked to recall a variety of

inforn7.ation about the four months preceding the interview . This

four-month period is referred to as the reference per iod .

Original plans called far a sample size of approximately

20,000 hou~eholds . Budgetary constraints, however, forced pane~s

after ~984 to be reduced to approximately 13,000 households per

panel . Al~hough the 1990 pane~ was increased to approximately

21,500 households, the 1991 pane~ was again reduced in s~ze to

approximate~y 14,000 households .
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The first wave consists of a coxe questionnaire, which

gathers information abaut ~abor force participation, income,

assets, and program participa~ion in the previaus tour months, as

well as other basic in~ormation . The remaining waves incl~de

~oth the core questionnaire and one or more tapica~ modules that

axe asked petiodical~y and contain more detailed questions about

specific topics such as child suppox~ or educatzon and tzainzng

history .

SIPP~s sample universe is the noninstitutionalized, re~id~nt

papulation of -~he United States . Persons ineligible for the

survey in additian to the institutionalized are U .S . citizens

liva.ng aborad, crew members of inerchant vessels, and Armed Forces

personnel living in military barracks . Persons living in group

quarters such as schoql dormitories or family-type living

quarters on militazy bases, however, are included . Only persons

15 and older are interviewed, aZ~hough some information is

gathered about children under age 15 .

Qnly persons included in the initia~. (wave 1) sample and

persons ~iving in the same household as an original sample person

are eligible for interviews in subsequent waves of SIPP . Every

effort is made to follow original respondents who move to

different lacations . BECause chi3.dxen under aqe 15 at the first

interview and those born during the course of the interview are

no~ respondents, they are not followed if they l.eave the

household of an original respondent . Thus each month persons can

enter or leave the STPP popula~ion because of birth, death ,
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entering or leaving the household of an original sample persan,

moving ~o military barracks or institutions, mavzng without

leaving a forwarding address, or moving to a remote area with no

telephvne number .

The comp~exity of tihe design of SIPP and its sample siz e

hav~ d~terred many researchers from attempting to use the data,

even though its use cauld potentia~ly pxovide a better

understanding af short-term spells of poverty, transfer income

recei~t, and vther relative~y vo~ati~e events in people's lives .

The Desi n and Obiectives of the March Incom~ and DemoQraphic

Su lement to the Current Po ulation Surve

The March Income and D~mographic Supplemen~ to the CP S

collscts data on employment and income fo~ the previous cal~ndar

year . The ~eference period dif~ers from the month~y core s~rvey,

which collects da~a on unemp~oyment, emplayment, and labor foree

characteristics pertaining to the p~eceding week . Thus, the

income supp~ement provides additional data to study the wotk

experience of the population in a given year (including 3vb

changes, lay-affs, and pazt-year employment), data which canno t

be obtained from the monthly core survey .

In addition ta earnings and work experience data, the Income

and De~ographic Supplement collects more detailed income data .

including sources of income and receipt of child support,

alimony, and AFDC payments . The March Supplement also provides

extensive detail on marita~ status, family and hou5ehold

composition, and living arrangements .

- 6



The CPS is des igned to be representative of the civil i an,

noninstztutional popula~ion of the United States, including Araned

Forces personnel living off base or on base with the ir families .

Approximately 57,000 households are interviewed ~n the monthly

survey . Thus, the CPS is approximately four time~ the s iz~ of

the SIPP . The househo~d respondent must be a knowledgeable

household member 15 year~ old or older ; the respondent provides

inforznation for each household memb~r . .

Eaeh month's sample is divided into eight approximatel y

equal rotation groups . A rotation grQUp is interviewed fot four

consecutive manths, then temporariiy Zeaves the sample for eight

months, and returns for four mare consecutive months be€ore

retiring permanently from the CPS (a total of eight interviews} .

Only 25 $ of the households differ between consecutive months .

Comparison of Results fram the SIPP and _~he CP S

In this sec~ion, estimates derived from SIPP are compared

with estimates derived from the March 1988 supplement to the CFS .

The focus is an the ~ similaxiti~s and differ~nces b~tween th~ SIP~

and CPS estimates . The substantive discussion of the SIPP

estimates themselves is cantained in the next section .

Tables 1 and 2 present demographic cha~acterist ics o f

children living in 3~FDC families, in poor non-AFDC families, in

near-poor families, and in non-poor fam~lies, and for all

children under 18 . Estimates in Table l are derived f~om the

STPP and those in Table 2 are derived fram the CPS . A comparison

of the last cnlumn in both tabZes, labelled 'All Chi~dren', shows
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a remazkable similari~y in estimates derived from the SIPP and

the CPS . The distribution of children by ~ace and ethn~city, the

presence of parents in the household (with the exception of

children living in father only families), the education of the

most educated parent, ~he age of the youngest child, the age of

the focus child, the number of chi~dren, and the age distribution

of children in the household are virtually the same in bot h

surveys .

SIPP and the CPS deviate somewhat for 'All ChiZdren' o n

family income, housing tenure, and receipt of Food Stamps . SIPP

provides a slightly higher estimate than the CPS an Food Stamp

receip~ (18 .7~ of all children under 18 campared with 15 .2~), and

a s~ ightly lower estimate o~ chi ldren living in public housing

(4 .7~ compared with 5 .9~ in the CPS} . SIPP also pxovides a low~r

estimat~ of children living in families earning less ~han $5,0 . 00

~5 .4~ compared with 7 .6~) and of children in fami~ ies earning

$50,000 or more ( 14 .4~ versus 20,0 ~ ) and a higher estimate of

children l iving in families earn ing $15 ,00o to $34,999 (42 .2~

versus 34 .0~ ) compa~ed to the CPS .

The SIPP variable on housing tenure was based on an item i n

the Wave 2 To~ical. Module on recipiency history . The income and

Food Stamp variables were created using the quarterly responses

on income and Fvod Stamp rECeipt in th~ four months prior to each

znterview . To create these ~wo variables, respondents' rotation

groups were examined in order to obtain actual ~986 data from

Janu~ry through December . For persons missing four or fewer
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months af data ou~ of the 12-month period, the average income for

a~~ months of valid data was assigned for the income variable far

the missing mQnths . This adjustment was made for 3~ of th e

cas~s . The Food Stamp tecipiency was only concerned with the

dichotomy of receiving Food Stamps a~ least once during the 12-

month period and never receiving Food Stamps . If a respondent

with four o~ fewer month5 of missing data did not receive Food

Stamps during any of ~he months for which data were available,

s/h~ was assumed not have rec~ived Foqd Stamps during the mzssing

mon~hs . The CPS variables, oE course, are based on recall of the

experience for the entire previous year . Given the shorter

recall period for incame and Food Stamp receipt ~n the SIPP, S~PP

is expected to captu~e more spells of Food Stamp receipt and more

income than the C~S . However, it is not c~ear why SIPP should

prov~de a lowez estimate than the CPS of children living in high-

incqme famili~s -- that is, families ea~n~ng $50,000 or mare .

Tables 3 and 4 show the distribution of children by ~h e

eharacteristzcs of their mothe~s for the SIPP and the CPS,

respeetively . Tabl2s 5 and 6 show the dis~ribution of children

by the characte~istics of their fathers for the SIPP and the CPS,

respectively . Again the estimat~s are, ~or the most part,

remarkably similar . Many of the differences that are present are

readi~y exglainabie . For example, as noted earlier, mnther's age

at first birth is explicitly asked in the SIPP, however, it could

only be approximated with the March CPS by subtracting the age o~

the oldest ehild in the househaid fxom the mother's current age .
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Beca~se some of the older children af teenage mothers will have

already left the ho~seha~d, the CPS approximation und~resti~ates

the number of women who began childbearing as teenagers . The

SIPP estimates, not suzprisingly, are consistently larqer at the

younger ages and smaller at ~he older ages at first bir~h . The

distribution of children by mother's current age, her education

level, and hez marital status are also quite simiiar in the tw o

surveys . SIPP shows more children living with mothers who are ~5

and older and slightly more children living with mothers who have

less than a high sehool education than does the CPS . However,

the CPS estimates excluded mother-fig~res who were 6~ or older

from the tabulation . Thus, these differences are probably not

reflections of real differences be~ween the SIPP and the CPS .

With regard to the mother's employment stat~s ~n the las t

year, SIPP shows more children living wi~h unemploy~d mothe~s and

fewer wi~h mothers who are not in the labor force eompared to the

CPS . SIPP also shows more children living wi~h disabled mo~hers

than does the CPS (4 .6~ of all children compared with 1 .3~ in the

CPS) . Th~ shorter gecall period for SIPP respondents may b~

capturing more effor~s to find jabs and more periods when il~ness

interfered with work -- efforts and events that are forgotten

when the recall period is a year as it is in the CPS .

As wzth the distribution of children by the characteristics

of their mothers, the distribution of chi~dren by the

characteristics of their fathers are quite similar with only a

~ew differences appa~ent . SIPP shows slightly mor~ child~en
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living with fathers who are 55 or a~der and with ~a~hers whQ have

less than a high school educatian than the CP5 . As with the

mothers, howevex, fathez-figures who were 65 or older were

excluded from the GPS ~abula~ions .

C1early, SIPP estimates for all children are genexall y

comparab~e to estimates der~ved from the CPS, even though ~he

SIPP sampl~ size is only one-quar~er the size af the CPS . In

addition, comparison of the estimates in the first four co~umns

of Tables 1, 3, and 5 with the first faur columns in Tab~es 2, 4,

and 6, suggest that S~PP estimates remain similar to those frvm

the CFS even for subgroups of the chi~d popuiation . The pattern

of similarities and differences noted for a~l children is, for

the most part, repeated within these subgroups .

The most marked difference between ~he SIFP and the CPS is

in the d~stribution of children by their mothers' employment i n

the last year (see Tables 3 and 4} . The SIFP data for children

living in AFDC ~amilies shaw a much higher proportion of chi~drEn

lzving with mothers who were either employed in the previous year

or looking ~or wnrkAcompared to estimates derived from the CPS .

According to data from SIPP, only 32 .9~ of children in AFDC

families lived with mothers who were not in the labor force a t

alI during the year . The GPS estimates that 60~ of chi~dren in

AFDC ~amilies had mothers who were not in the labor tarce at all

in ~he previous year . SIPP also shows a smal~er proportion of

children in poor and near-poor ~amilies who were ~~ving only with

their fathers or with neither parent and more children in thes e
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families l~ving with both parents than does the CPS {see Tables 1

and 2) . In addition, SIPP shows a higher proportian af children

in AFDC famili~s who have no siblings in their househaZd tha n

dnes the CPS (24 .9~ compared to 16 .7~) . Overall, however, the

estima~es From the two surveys are very close .

In the remainder of ~he paper, a statistical profile of

children at risk of paor outcomes because of AFDC zeceipt, ~iving

in ar near poverty, or being born to a woman who begafl

childbearing as a teenager is described based vn data from SIPP .

Children At-Ris k

Children are commanding more and more attentian a~ong policy

makers and researchers {Huston, 1991 ; Na~ional Commission a n

Children, 1991 ; F~chs and Reklis, 199Z ; Bianchi, 1990 ; Zill and

Rogers, 1988) . Many fear that the next generat ion will be iIl-

equipped and ill-prepared to assume the responsibilities that

will fall ~a them . The growing concentration of poverty among

America's children is anather ma jor cause for concern . Nearly

one child in every nine in the United States is in a£amily that

receives AFDC . As p£ 1989, more ~han 7 million children under

the age of 18 were receiving AFDC at any given time and the

number has continued to grow .

Children in AFDC Families and in Poor, Non-AFDC Fam ilies

Children living in AFDC fam ilies are disproportionately

African .American or Hi~panic (see Tab1e 1} . whe~ea s

approx imately vne of evexy seven children in the ❑ .S . ~s A~ri can

American and one out of every ten is Hispan ic, more than one of
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every three children l~ving in Families receiving AFDC is African

American and one of every fiv~ is Hzspanic . These children are

also averrepres~nted in poor, non-AFDC families and

underrepresented in non-poor families . While nearly 80~ of all

white children live in non-poor fami~ies, only 38~ of African

American children and 41~ of Hispanic children are so fortunate

(data not shown in tables) .

As z~ we~l-known, children 1 °iving in AFDC famil~es are much

less likeZy than ather chi~dren to live with both paren~s and are

much mare likely to ~ive wi~h only their mother . Mare than three

out of four children living in AFDC families and one out of three

children in poor, non-AFDC families l ive with only their mother

campazed to anly one out of ten children in non-poar families .

Children in AFDC families and in p~or, non-AFDC families are

also much more likely to live with a parent who has less than a

high school education . The most educated paren~ in the ho~sehold

of nearly one out of two children in AFDC families and two out of

five children in poor, non-AFDC fami~ies has less than a h~g h

. schaol education . Only about one out ot sixteen children in non -.,

poor families live in families in which the most educated paren t

has ~.e~~ than a high school education . Without a good education,

steady work is diffa.cu~.t to find . Only 6,8~ of children in AFDC

families had mothers who worked full-year compared with 14~ of

children in poor, non-AFDC families, 32~ of children in near-poor

fami~ies, and nearly 53~ of children in non-poor families . Aside

fxom their generally lower educations, AFDC mothers are al~o mor e

13



likely to be unable to work because of illness or disability .

Approximately 15 .5~ of children living in AFDC families had a

mother who said she did not work because of illness or disability

compared with 7 .9~ of children in poor, non-AFDC families, 4 .7~

in near-poor families, and 2 .3~ in non-poor fam~Zies .

Children in AFDC families and in poor and nea~-poor fa~i2ies

a~e a~so more ~ikely to have several siblings . Nearly half oE

the children in AFDC families and more than half of the ehildren

in poor, non~AFDC families and in near-poor families have two or

more siblings compared to less than one-~hird of children in non-

poor famil~es .

Cvming from a single parent family, having poorly educate d

parents, and havin~ a large number of siblings are all associated

with poorer outcomes for children (McLanahan, Astane, and Marks,

1991 ; Zill et al ., 1991} . Children in such fami~ies are more

l ikely to have poorer health, to exhibit learning and b~havior

problems, and ~o faii in schaol . In part, the poorer outcomes

are due ~o the home environments that the child~~n's parents

provide {zill et aIM, I gg l ; Menaghan and Parcel, 1991~ . Sing~e

parents, partieularly those w~th a low ed~cation, often do not

have the resources, e ither monetary or psyeholog ical, to provide

stimulating environments tor their children . The presence of

sev~ral children only adds to the difficulty .

Chi~dren in AFDC families are also particu~arly likely ~o be

living with a~other who has never marr ied (see Table 3) .

Approximately . 38~ of children in AFDC fa .~ilies Iive with a never
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married mother compared to not quite 12~ in poor, non-AFDC

families, 5~ in near-poor Eamilies and 1$ in nan-poor fami~ies .

When children do not live with ~heir fathers, there is a~endency

for the absent father ta disappear from the chi~dren's lives

(Furstenberg et al ., 19$3) . Even when absent fathers maintain

regular contact, truiy cooperative parenting is rare . Moreover,

a large proportion a~ absent fathers ei~her do not provide an y

child suppart fnr their children or , provide it only irregularly

(Peterson and Nflrd, ~99~) . Fathers who have never married thei r

children's mothers are particularly likely to lose contact an d

not to pay child suppor~ (Furstenb~rg et al ., 1983 ; Peterson an~

Nard, I990) .

Children in AFDC families and children in poor and near-poor

fami~ies are also ~uch more likely to have a mother who bega n

childbearing as a teenager than are children in non-poor

famil ~ es : 58 $ of children in AFDC ~amilies, 46~ of children in

poor, non-AFDC families, and 45 ~ o f children in near-p oa r ~

families have mothers who began childbearing as teenager s

compared to 23~ of children in non-poor families .

Children of Te~na e Mother s

A number of studies have shown that chiidren af teenage

mothers are at-risk of a number of problems inc~uding low

birthweight, schaal failure, and behavior problems when they ,

themselves, become teenagers . Factors such as low maternal

education, single parent families, poverty, welfare receipt, an d

family size all contribute to the associatian between earl y

15



childbearing and the negative outcomes for the children of

teenage mothers .

Most chiidren whose mothers began childbearing as teenagers

are whit~, a~though African American and Hispanic chi~dxen are

more like~y than white children to have a mothex who began

chi~dbearing as a teenage~ . Approximately 61~ of children born

to women who began childbearing as teenagers are white, 22~ are

African American, and 14~ are Hispanic (see Table 7) . However,

Qnly 27$ of white children have a mother who began childb~aring

as a teenager campared to 54~ af African American children and

42~ of Hispanic children (data not shawn in tables) .

Ghildren born to teenage childbearers are more likely t o

live with only their mother than are children born to o~der

childbearers (33~ campared to 17 .8~) and they are more than twice

as Iikely to be living in pave~ty (32~ compazed ta z4~) .

Hawever, over haif o£ the children born ~o women who began

childb~aring as teenagers are living in families that earn more

than 150$ of the poverty threshhold .

More than one out of four children barn to a teenage mother

live in a household in which the most educated parent has less

than a high school educa~ian compared with fewer than one out of

ten children born to women wha began childbearing at alder ages .

Children born to teenag~ childbearers are also more likely to

live in public housing or in rented iiving quarters than are

children born to oider chi~dbearers (52 .9$ compared with 31 .5$)

and they are more Iikely to receive Food S~amps (31 .1$ compared

16



with 13 .3$) . In addition, they are more likely to have three or

more siblings {21 .3~ compared with 14 .3~) .

The characteristics of the mothexs is aiso q~ite different

far children born to teenage chiZdbearers Cornpared ta children

born to older mothers (see Table 8) . Ch~Idren born to women who

began childbearing as teenagers have yaunger mathers than

children born to older chzZdbearers . Whereas 53 .7~ of children

born to older childbearers are iiving with a~other who is 35 or

older, only 27 .5~ of children born to women who began

childbea~ing as teenagers have mother5 who are 35 or older .

Child~en born ~o ~eenage chiZdbearers are also much less likely

to have a mother who has completed college . Only 1 .9~ of

chi~dren born to women wha began childbearing as teenagers live

with a mother who is a college graduat~ compared to 20 .5$ nf

children living wi~h mothers who began childbearzng at older

ages . They are also less likely to live with a mother wha is

currently married than are children born to older mothers (66 :5~

compared with 82 .2~) and are more likely to be living with a

never married mother {13 .4~ compared with 4 .2~) . Recall,

however, ~hat it is children living in AFDC families who are most

likely to be living with a never married mother -- 38 .1~ of such

children lived wi~h a never married mother .

Chiidren born to women who began childbearing as teenagers

are no more likely, hawever, than chiidren born to older mothers

to have a mother wh~ is no~ in the labor force -- 22 .1~ vf

children are living with a mother who is not in the labor force ,
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regardless of the age a~ wh ich she began childbearing . However,

children born to a teenage childbearer are less l ikely to have a

mother who worked the entire year than are children bvrn to aZder

mothers (35 .3~ cQmpared with 45 .3~) . They are a~so somewhat more

likely to live w ith a mo~her who reports being unable to work

because of illness or disability ~ 4 .9~ compared with 3 .5 $ ) .

Although chi~dren barn to wome ,n who began childbearing a s

teenagers are clearly less well off in a vatzety of respects than

children born to older mothers, many of them fare better than

childxen wha are Iiving in AFDC families or in poor, non-AFDC

families (compare Tables 1 and 7 and Tabies 3 and 8) . They are

more likely to live ~n a home that is owned than are children in

AFDC families oz than children in poor, non-AFDC fami~~es and

they are less like~y to receive ~ood Stamps . As noted earlier,

over half of them live in ~amilies that earn more than 15Q~ of

the paverty threshold . Nearly one-quarter of them ~ive in

families in which the most educated parent has at least some

college education . Mor~over, their mothers are more likely to be

married than are children in AFDC families or even than children

living in poor, non-AFDC families .

Summar and Conc~usion

The fzrst part of this paper co~pared estimates dervied from

SIPP wi~h estimates derived from the CPS . With only a few

exception~, the estimates from SIPP were remarkabiy simi~ar to

those fram the CPS in spite of the fact that the SIPP sample size

is only about one-quarter that of the CPS . These results shou~d
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help to a1~ay the fears af those wha be~ieve that the smaller

sampie size o~ SIFP might yield untrustwor~hy estimates .

For some types of questions -- specifically those re~ated to

employmen~, income, and Faod Stamp receipt, data from SIPP may be

better than what is avaiiable in the CPS because of the shorter

recall period within SIPP for these questions .

The second half af this paper developed a prafile o f

chiidren who are at risk of poor outcomes because of living in

AFDC families . Ziving in ax near poverty, or being born ~o a

woman who began chiidbearing as a teenager . Many differences

were noted among the children living in these different

circumstances compared to children who were not living in poverty

or who had been born to o~der mothers . It is children who axe

living ~n AFDC families and who are in povezty who are most

likely to Iive in circuznstances that da not bode well for their

future .

,
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Table 1 . Demographic Characteristics af Children Living i.a AFDC Fami~ies,
Poor Non-AFDC FamiZies . Near-Poor Fami~ies, aa~ Noa-Poor Faatilies .
Children Under 18, iTnited St2rtes, 1986 . SIPP Weighted Data .

RacelEthnicitii
White (nan-Hispanic ?
Blacic (non-Hispaaie)
~ispanic
Qthe~

Presence of ~arents
in household
$oth
Mother only
Father onlq
Neither

Ec~ucation af More
Educated Parent

Lese than high school
Same high schaol
High school graduate
Some college
College graduate

Famil Incame 3
<$ 5,00 0
$ 5,000 - 9,999
$10,a00 - 14~999
$IS,OaQ - 24,999
$25,000 - 34,999
$35,000 - 49,999
$so,ooo~

Housin~ Tenure
Dwned
Rented
Public housing

Rec e ipt of Food Stamps

.4

Chiidren in •

Paoz
AFDC Non-AFDC Near-Poorl Noa-Poor

Families Fami.I.~es Families Families

34.5Z 46 .5X 64 .3I 82.8Z
38 .2Z 3Q .8Z . 11.9X S .IZ
19 .ZX 16.4Z 21.5z 6 .3 X

3 .2Z S.SZ 2.25 Z .8Z

15 .OZ
T6 .7I
2 .2X
6 .Ox

13 .2z
33 .OZ
40 .4 x
~i .s z
1 .6Z

Z~ .sx
41 .7Z
Zo .sz
io .s z
~ .~.z
s .iz
1 .3 X

19 .kx
58 .8 z
21 .9 Z

9o .oz

57 .~T, 75 .3Z 85 . 3I
34.1Z 21.ZI IO . OX
1 .6Z Z.Ox 2 . 1x
6 .6 X 2.5Z 2 .5I

14 .O X 9 .9Z 1 . 9x
25 . 1X 1 6.7I 4.2x
~3 .5I 47 .3Z 34 .7I
1? .8Z 16.9X 26.5Z
3 .4X 9 .~X 32 . 7Z

zo .~z .oz
4fi .6Z 8 .6X
24 .3X 36 .6Z
8 .3~ 49.2Z
.oz s.~z
.a z .oz
.az .oz

37 .3X 47.2Z
53 .5X 48 .4X
9 .2~ 4 .4 ~

54 .9Z ].8 .D z

(contiaued)

.oz

.az
2 .2z

21 .2Z
29 .ZZ
26 .5z
ao .9z

74 .8Z
24 .OI
1 .3Z

i .sz

l . "Near-Poor° is defined as ~rom 100X to 150X of the poverty level .

AlI
Children

72 .ZX
14 .2X
10 . 4 X
3 .1X

73 . 7X
20 .9X
2 .Oz
3 .4Z

5 .3 Z
10 .9 z
37 .6Z
22 .SZ
23 .7Z

5 .4x
10 .6i
9 .ox

21 .4Z
zo .sz
18 .3Z
I4 .~Z

61 .8Y
33 .5X
4 .7Z

a~s .~z

2 ' Pres ence of parents was dete;rmined as of Wave Z, month 4 . Month 4 of Wave 2

corresgands to May, June , July , or August of 1.4$6, depending ou the

rotation group . '

3' AFDC status is based ~pon receip~ at anp t isAe during the qear . Souie familiea'
economic situations map chaa.ge dramaticallp dur~g the pear because af marriage,
empioyinent, or other reasoas .



Table 1 . Demographic Characteristics of Children Living in AFDC Fami_Yies,
Poor Noa-AFDC FamiZies, Near-Poor Fama.iies, aad Non-Poor Families,
Childrea Under 18, IInited States, 1986 (coatin~ed) .

Age of 9oun~est child
Under 1
i-a
3-5
6+

A e of focus child
2 or younger
3-5
s-a
9-11
12-14
15-17

Number af siblin~s
None
Z
2
3
4 or more

A es of ~hildren~*
All under 5
Under 5 , 5-3.1.
Under 5, 12-I7
aJ.z s-ii
5 - 11., 12 -~. 7
AZ~ iz-~.7

Children in •

Poor
AFDC N~n-AFDC Near-Poor1 Non-Poo z

Families Families Families Eamilie s

17.4I 14.Ox .. 15.SI 9 .8I
zz .zx z2 .sz zz_oz i~ .3s
27 .2X 23 .5I 21.OI 19 .2Z

33 .2~ 40.2Z 41.5x 53 .7I

23 .2I
i9 .6z
zo .Zx
lk .9z
ii .iz
10 .4Z

24 .9Z
26 .Sx
as .5z
13 .8Z
9 .3I

21 . 3z
25 .6z
~o .~z
~.4 .sz
Z8 .9Z
s .~x

17 .3 ~
Zo .~z
17 .9X
18 .2I
i5 .ox
11 . 4 ,~

zz .~z
28 .5 X
23 .az
13 .7Z
13 .3~

13 .4Z
25 .1z
13 .OI
16 .~z
~s .3z
~Z .~z

18 . 3 z
za .2z
is .~x
14 .3~
ib .oz
i2 .4z

i~ .~z
30 .5z
29 .5X
15 . 2I
7 .3Z

i5 .3z
25 .2I
8 .9 ~

i~ .sz
zi .zz
13 .9I

I6 .5Z
I5 .7Z
15 .1Z
is .s z
16 .6 X
zo .zz

27 .IX
41 .2~
20 .4 ~
7 .9z
3 .4 X

a.~ .o z
16 .4Z
~ .az

16 .9 X
2a .zz
24 .1X

~i
ChiZdren

11 .7~
is .sz
Zi .sz
48 . 7I

37 .5Z
37 .1X
16 .4x
is .9 z
IS . SZ
17 .4X

2S .4X
36 .9X
22 .3 X
9 .9Z
S .S Z

i~ .o z
1. 9 .2Z

~ .zz
16 .4X
zo .iz
20 .ZZ

4 . To match the CPS ta$ulation in which the eomi~ination of ages <5 and I2-3.7
was inadvertently assigaed to mi.ssing, (see table 2), this combination
of ages has been assigned to missing in this table as well . Appro~ima~e~y

2 .3z of children live in families in which some children are un.der 5 and

some are 12-17 .

Source : Child Trends, Inc ., aaalpsis of data from the 1986 Panel of the Survep
of Income and Program Participation, U .S . Bureau of the Census .



Tab~e 2 . Demographic Characteristics of Children Living in AFDC Families,
Poor Non-AFDC Families, Near-Poor Fa~ilies, and Non-Poor Families,
Children Under Z8, IInited States, March I988 . CPS Weighted Data .

Chiidren in •

RacelEthni~itY
Wtute (nan-~iispanic)
Black (noa-Ha.spanic)
~ispaaic
Other

Presence of parents
in honseh~ld at time
of surve~
Both
Mother only
Father only
Neithe r

Educatian af More
E c~ucated Parent

Less than high. school
Some high school
High school. graduate
5ome colleg e
College graduaC.e

Familv Incame 3
<$ S .Q0 0
$ 5 .000 - 9, 999
$10 , 000 - 14,949
$15, 000 - 24,999
$25 ,000 - 34 . 99 9
$ 3 5 , 000 - 4 9 , 999
$so,ooo+

Housing Tenure
Owned
Rented
Public Housing

Receipt of Food Stamps_

Poor
AFDC Naa-AFDC Near-Poor Non-Poor

Fami.Iies Families Fami~ .3es Families

35.3X 47 . 5z 62.9~ 8Q.9X
41.3Z 2S .9Z 17.3Z 8 . 8x
is .sz ~z.sr is_6x ~ .sz
S .OZ 4 :3 z 3 .3 z 3 .5Z

2~ .5Z 4. 9 .1X 70 .1I
72 .5Z 3fi ~.0l 23 .4 I
1 .9z ~ 3 .7X ~ .9 Z
s .iz zz .~z s .6z

i~ .s z z6 .ox s .7 x
31.6X 2Z . 7Z Z4 .Iz
38 .8Z 40 .7~ 49 .Sz
10 .1X 14 .8Z 16 .25
I .7X 6.9Z 9.6I

32 .6z 34 .ox .ox
40 .4X 37 .OZ S . Ox
12 . 2X 25 .5X 37,7Z
8 .9 X 3 . 5X S1.BZ
Z .sz .oz s .sz
z .az .ox .oz
i .a.z .ox .oz

19 . 2Z 38 .1z 47 .3Z
52 . 1Z 5 0 .OZ 46 .9Z
28 .7X 11 .9X S.SX

8fi.lz 3 3 .5X I0 . 8~

(continned )

85 .3Z
IO .O I
2 .9 Z
z .9 x

i .~ z
4 .OX

3S .2X
24 .6x
34 .6x

.az

.ax
1 .4x

15 .9T
z3 .az
29 .6I
29 .3I

77 .4x
21 .5~
i .iz

, 0 .9X

~. . " Near poor ° is defined as from 100 X to 15aX a£ the p~verty leve3. .

2 . Exc lude s head (or wife ) if under 18 .

AI .~
Childzen

70 .3 Z
15 .2X
io .sz
3 .8I

7Z .4z
2I . 3z
2 .9Z
s .sz

s .~z
9 .9x

37 .S Z
21.3X
Z5 .7X

7 .6I
9 .3Z
a .~x

i7 .oz
i~ .az
Zo .4z
20 . QI

63 .5z
30 .6x
5 .9I

15 . 2Z

3 . AFDC sta tus is ba sed upon receipt at any point in the last year . Some

familie s ' economic situations map change dramati~ally during the year
because af marriage, empZoyment . or other re a sons .



Tahle 2 . Demagraphic Characteristics of Children Liviag in AFDC Families,
Poor Non-.~DC FamiZies, Near-Poor Families, and Non-Poor Fam .ilies,
Chiidren Under 18, Uaited States, March 1988 (continued) .

A~e of voun~est child
Under 1
1-Z
3-5
6+

Ar~e of fbcus child
2 or qounger
3-5
6-8
9-11
i~-~ . ~
15-1 7

Num i~e r of sibl.in~s
~ None

1
z
3
4 ar more

A r~es af ch3.X dren4
All uader 5
Under 5, 5- 11
Llnder 5 , 5 -11, ~.2-17
A11 5-11
5-11, J.2-17
Al I 12-] .~

Children ia :

Poor
AFDC Noa-A~DC Near-Poor Non -Poor

Families Families Fa.milies Fami~ie s

1T.4Y 14 .7I 13.4Z 10 .0?
23 .2X 18 .7 Z 21 .3I 1T .6x

24 .3I 22.8X 21.6I 20 .5x
35 .2I 43 .9~ 43.8I 5I.9Z

2a .~z
2D .6Z
19 . 4X
14 . 6X
is .az
ii .7z

i~ .~z
29 .OI
za . az
~.~ . iz
i2 .sz

iT .6z
27 .SS
10 .7Z
ia .sz
18 . 9I
io .6z

~ ie~ . ~x
i~ .az
17 .3X
15 .6X
16 .4z
i5 .az

~i .~z
28 .7Z
z3 .wz
is .zz
ii .iz

i~ .iz
2o .5z
10 .8X
13 .1X
zz .~z
16 .OZ

is .az
17 .6Z
17 . 6x
16 .8X
15 . 15
is .oz

17 .7Z
34 .6 Z
a6 .4z
12 .2I
9 .I.X

15 .6Z
23 .OZ
i0 .7X
~.4 .OX
22 .4~
Z4 .4X

16 .6 X
16 .6 I
16 .4 ~
16 .3x
15 .6I
is .4z

z~ .oz
43 . 6x
zo .sz
6 .2Z
2 .SI

~6 .9z
~.s . ~z
4 .6Z

~s .ix
I9 . 5x
az .2z

A1~
Ch~ldren

ll .7z
is .7z
21 .3X
48 .3Z

i~ .4z
i~ .zz
i~ .a z
16 .1X
15 .4X
i~ .o z

24 .3X
39 .4Z
zz .4z
~ .~z
5 .2Z

16 .9I
zo .~z
6 .6z

l 16 .8x
Zo .oz
19 . 4X

4 .Ynadvertently, the comb~.nation under 5, 12-17 wa s amitted from the tabulation

Source : Child Trends, + Inc ., analysis of data from the March 3988 S~tpplement
to the Current Popu3.ation Survep, II .S . Bureau of the Cens~s .



Table 3 . Distribution of Children bp Characteristics of Their Mothers, Children
Living in AFDC Fami~ies, Paor Non-AFDC Fami~ies, Near-Paor Families,
and Non-Poor Fa~ilies, Children Under 18, United 5tates, 198~• SIPP
Weighted Data•

Children in •

Mather 's Age at
First Birth
Unde r 15
1 6- 17
18-1 9
20 -24
25 -29
3 a+

Mother's Current Ase
Under 2 0
20-24
Z5-34
35-44
45-54
55t

AFDC
FamiZie s

9 .1. X
23 .o z
26 .2X
33 .7 Z
6 .~z
l .sz

Poor
Non-AFDC
Fami ' es

5 .6 z
15 .ax
25 . 4 z
43 .6 Z
7 . SZ
2 .4 I

3 .4 z 1 .SX
l9 .zz ia .az
48 .7X 49 .6Z
21 . 8 z 26 . 8 z
3 .9X S .O z
3 . OX 3 .6 X

othe~,'s Education Level
Eightl~ grade o r less 14 .3 ~ 18 .4 X
Same high sch ool 3 9 .1 X 29 .9 x
High schao l gra duate 36 .4X 40 .5 x
5ome co llege 9.0~ 8 .6X
Four a r more y r s eo lle ge 1 .2Z 2 .5X

the r's Mar' aI 5 a u s
Married 16.3z 6 1 .3z
S epa rated 2a.5X 12 .3X
D ivo rced 23.4X 11 .8 1
Widawed 1 .7Z 3 .1Z
Neve r Married 3 8.1X 1 1 .5 z

Mother's Current
Em~lavment Status

Emplaye d
Unemployed ^
Not in labor farce

21 .3Z 34.2z
14 .6Z 11.1~
64 .1~ 54.7 z

Mother's Empiayment
Last Ysar
Full year 6.SI 14.2Z
Part year 36.7Z 37 .SZ
No work, loaked for work 23 .7Z 12.3X
Not in labor force 32.9Z 35.6 Z

Mo[her Disa3~led4 15 .SX 7 .9Z

Near-Poor2 Non-Paor
Families Familie s

Z .9z
14 .Zx
28 .3x
38 . Sx
12 .S X
3 .2z

i .5x
s .4z

~4 .9Z
45 .9Z
24 .5 X
6 .2 Z

i .~z
lO .S X
S D . 1~
29 .3 X
7 . 2I
1 .2 X

13 .8 x
Zz .~ x
47 . 4 X
i2 .oz
4 .6Z

.5~
5 .1z

4I .Sz
42 .8Z
8 .7X
1 .3 X

3 .3 X
e . az

45 .4I
22 .e z
Zo .o z

78 .4 X 8 9 .1I
2 . 2X 2 . 3 Z

1 0 .7X 6 . 4~
2 .5 X .9 Z
6 .IZ 1 .4 I

50 .2Z 67 . 9I
6 . 6 z 2 . 1z

43 .1Z 29 . 8Z

32 . 2I 5 2 . 9Z
33 .9 ~ 2 6 . 2 z
7 .oz 2 . 3I

Z 5 . 9Z 18 .5z

4 .7Z 2 . 3 z

All
Chi d ren

z .9z
~4 .3X
is .~z
43 .5 X
i9 .6z
s .o z

z .ox
~ .sz

44 .ZX
37 .4X
B .OX
1 .7 X

7 .3 X
15 .6 Z
4 4 . 1X
18 . 6 ~
i4 .5 z

77 .OZ
5 .4~
~ .~z
1 .4Z
~ .a z

57 .3X
4 .9 X

s~ .~ z

4I .9z
29,3 Z
6 .1X

22 .7 X

4 .6 z

l . Children with no mother in the household are excluded from this table . 'These
children constitute 8 .2I of AFDC children and 5 .4Z of all children under 18 .

2 . " Near-Poor u is defined as from 100 z to 150Z of the poverty level .

3 . Disabilitq is detezmnined by the respondent saying that the main reason she
did not work was because she was _ iil or disabled .

Source : Child Trends~ Inc ., analysis of data £rom the 1986 Panel af the
Surveq of Income and Program Participation .



Table 4 . Distribution of Children bq Characteristics of Their Mothers, Children
Living i.n AFDC Families~ Poor Non-AFDC Famiiies, Near-Foor Families,
and Non-Poor Famil~es, Chil.dren Under 18, United States, March 1988 .
CPS Weighted Data .

Children in •

Mother's Age at
First Birth (Au~roximated~3
Under 15
16-17
1$-19
20-24
25-29
30 +

Mother`s Current Age4
Unc3er 2 0
2o•za
25,34
35-44
45-54
55t

Poor
AFDC Non-AFDC

~,ami lies Families

fi . 6X ' 4 . 2Z
17 .SX 12 . 3 Z
Zs .az i~ .~z
34 .1 ~ 37 .7z
10 .9 Z 1$ .9X
~ .iz B .sz

3 .7 X
i~ .iz
si .~z
22 .9 Z
~ .~z
.6z

z .sx
iz .~z
46 . OA
31 .5~
6 . 5X
.sz

th r' at'o Lev 1
Eighth grade or less 29 .7Z 19.9z
Some high school 32 .4X 23 .9X
High schoo~ graduate 38 .2I 39 .8X
Some college 8 .3X 12 .5~
FQUr or more yrs college 1 .5~ 3 .9Z

Niother's Maritai Status
^ Married 22.1~ 57 .7~
Separated 19 .1z 15 .2Z
Divorced 18.9X 12.4X
Widowed Z.SZ 3 .6X
Never Married 38 .SX 11 .Z Z

Mother 's Current
F~~,ulo~nent Status -~

Employed
Unemploy ed
Not in l abo r forc e

18 .2~ 38 .7z
11 .4 ~Z 8 .3Z
70 .6X 53 .OZ

Mother's Emplopment
Last Yea r
Full year 5.3X 14 .3Z
Part year 25.7X 28 .7Z
No work~ looked for wark 9 .OX 4 .3X
Not in Iabor farce 60 .OZ 47 .8 X

Motl~er _Disabled~ 4.9 z 2 .7I

Near-Poar 2 Non- Poor
Famil ies_ Familie s

2 .4z
8 .9 I

16 . 8X
43 .9z
18 .5 X
9 .ez

1 .4 x
3 .5 1
9 .2X

3 8 .3 X
3 1 .4~
is .s z

1 . 6 X
9 .3 z

49 .9 ~
32 .3 Z
5 .9 X
i .z z

12 .O X
Za .oz
48 .5 ~'
14 .3 Z
5 . 2Z

.5 I
4 .sx

42 . 9 z
43 .2I
$ .oz

. 6 X

2 .9 Z
6 . 6 X

4 6 . 2X
2 2 . 9Z
2 1 . 3Z

All
Children

2 .4Z
6 .5 Z

iz .~z
38 .3~
26 .6%
13 .9~

1 .2~
7 .4X

a~ .9z
38 .7z
~ .zz
.~ z

7 .4Z
12 .6~
4 4 .9z
1 9 . 4I
15 . 8 X

74 .9~ 89 .5X - 77 .3~
5 .5 z 2 .1 z 5 .7 ~

?2 .OZ 5.6X 8,4X
2 .8I .9x ~.4X
4 .8I 1.4X 7 .2z

Sfl .7Z 67.1I 57 .1 z
4 .0~ 2.4Z 4 .1~

45 .3~ 30.6X 38 .7 ~

31 . SX 4 4 .5 Z
31 . 2X 2 6 .4 Z
i .sz .ez

3 6 .O I 23 . 4 X

l . fix . 4X

39 .8z
Z~ .o z
2 .1X

31 .2 z

1 .3 X

l . Children with no moth~r in the hausehold are eac lu~ed from th i.s tabie . These
children c ons titute 7z of AFDC children and . 6 .3 Z of all children under 18 .



2 . " Near-Faar " is defined as from l0az to 150X of the poverty level .

3 . Mother's age at first hirth was estimated by su~tracting the age of her oldest
child in the household from her age .

4 . Pers~ns fi5 and oider were excluded .

5 . disability is nnt determined bq the respondent saqing that the main reason she
did not work in the last year was because she was ill or disahled .

Source : Child Trends, Inc ., anaiysis of ~ data from the March 1988 supp~ement
to the Current Popuiation Survey, B .S . Bureau of the Census .

,



Table 5 . Distri~ution of Chiidren by Characteristics of Their Fathers, Children
Living in AFDC Famiii~s, Poor Non-AFDC Families, Near-Poor Families,
and Non-Poor Families, Chi~dren Under 18, United States, 1986
SIPP Weighted Data .

Children in :

Father's Aee
Under 20
20-24
ZS-34
35-44
45-54
55+
Na father in household

Father's Education Level
Eighth grade or less 3 .4X 16 .Oz
Same High Schofll 4 .3X 15 .3X
High Schaal Graduate 6 .4 Z 20 .4I
Same College 3 .7z 7 .7 Z
Four or mare yrs callege .4X 1 .6X
No father in~household 81 .7X 38 .7 x

AFDC
Familie s

.iz
z .5x
S . OZ
7 .9 X
7. .4 X
1 . 4 x

81 .7X

Paor
Non-AFDC
Famil ie s

~ .oz
3 .zz

25 .1z
21 .4X
b .9I
4 .8X

" 38 .7 X

Father's Current
Empiovment Status
Employed S.S Z 40 .2Z
Unempioyed ~ 3 .2X lO .OX
Not in Zabor force 6 .2z 11 .OZ
No father in household~ 81 .7X 38 .7 Z

or father under IS

Father's Employment
L ast Year

Full year
Part year
No work , looke c~ for work
Not in labor force
No father in househo id

.,

4 .OX
7 .4X
z .zz
3 .5 Z

82 .9X

Za .sx
2 6 .7 X
s .~z
4 . 6Z

4 0 .9 ~

Near-Poor Non-Paor
Familie s Familie s

.az
4 . 8 X

33 .3 Z
28 .1I
8 . 6X
2 .sz

zz .oz

.i z
2 .4 X

28 .8Z
42 .OX
~.z .sz
3 . ~z

ii .z z

12 .3 X
18 . 5X
29 . 4Z
ii .ax
6 .7 I

Zz .o z

fi3 .4Z
7 .4Z
7 . 2X

Zz .o z

~4 .~ z
28 .7 ~
z .iz
a .~x .,

22 .6 z

3 . 8Z
7 .4 X

31 .5 X
20 . 6X
25 .5X
ii .az

85 .OX
1 .4 X
z .s z

~i .~ z

» .zz
la .a z

.3X
i .sx

11 .4X

All
Children

.ix
z .~x

25 .3Z
34 . 6 x
~.o . zz
3 .1 X

23 .o z

6 .OZ
9 .1~

27 .3Z
16 .3 X
is .2z
23 .0~

69 .6Z
3 .2 Z
c► .3z

z3 .o x

6o .ox
13 . 4 ,~
i .z z
1 .9%

23 .5 Z

5ource : Chi 1.d Trends, Inc ., analysis of data from the Panel of the Survey of
income and Program Participation .



Table 6 . Distribution of Children by Characteristics of Their Fathers, Children
Living in AFDC Fsmilies, Paor Non-AFDC Families, Near-Poor Families,
and Non-Poor Families, Children LTnder 18 . United States . March 1988 .
CPS Weighted Data .

Chiidren in •

~,athe~s Age
Under 20
20-24
25-34
3 5-44
45-54
S5+
Na father in household

AFDC
Familie s

.sz
z .~z
9 .9 z
7 .3 ~
2 .sz
.~z

77 .6 z

Poor
Non-AFDC
Famiiie s

.az
~ 3 .4Z
21 .4Z
18 .4X
5 .9~
~ .iz

47 .4x

Near-Poor Non-Poor
Fami3.ies ~ami lie s

.ZZ .~x
5 .2 ~ 1 . 8z

3 0 .1 I 29 .9x
27 .O X 41 . 6X
~ .~x 12 .sz
~ .5~' 2 .OX

27 .4~ 12 . O Z

Father's Educatior_~Lev~l
Eighth grade or less 7 .ZX 14.oS 11.4X 3 .4X
Some High Schaol 5 .1~ 11 .7 z 11.7X 6 .3X
High Schoo3 Graduate 7 .2 z 17 .4X 32.3X 32 .8 .Z
Some Callege 2 .b z 5 .5x 11.3 z 18 .4x
Four or more y~s college .3 z 4.2Z 5.2Z 27 .2Z
No father in household 77 .5X 47 .1X 27 .OZ 11 .9 x

Father's Current
Emulovment S~atus
Employed 8.9z 35 .6X
Unemgloyed 4.6I 6 .5I
Not in labor force 8 .7X 8 .ZZ
No father in househald, 77 .8z 48 .SX

or father under 15

Father's Employment
Last Ye,~r,
Full year S.~X 23 .7z
Part year 6.SX 19 .7I
Na wark, looked for work 2 .4X .9X
Not in labor for~e 7 .9 z b .8Z
No father in househo~d 77 .8X 48 .s z

.,

1 . Persons 65 and older are excluded .

54 .O X
4 . 5X
4 . 8 x

31 .7 I

46 . 4 I
i~ .sz

.4x
4 .1 X

3I .7X

82 .3X
2 .iz
~. . ~z

13 .5z

75 .7 z
9 .4z
.lz

1 . 3 X
13 . 6Z

All
Chi l dren

.z z
2 .3Z

26 .7X
33 .7 Z
so .3z
z .oz

24 .9 X

5 .8X
7 . 3 X

28 .1A
i4 .~z
19 . 6X
24 .S Z

66 .6 Z
3 .az
3 .8Z

Z6 .5X

59 .OZ
~i .oz

.5X
2 .9 ~

26,6 x

Sour~e; Child Trends , Inc ., analysis of data from the Mar~h 1988 Supplement
to the Current Population 5urvep, U .S . Burean of the Census .



Table 7 . Demographic ~haracteristics of Gh~~dren ~iving with mothers wha began
childbearing as teenagers, children with mothers who began childbearing at
age 20 or older, and aIl children under age 18 ; united States 1986 .
SIPP Weighted Data .

Children ,living with Children living
mothers who began with mother s
chiZdbearing as who were 20 or older All
teena~ers a t b' Children

Race/Ethnicitv
White (non-Hispanicy
Black (non-Hispanic)
Hispanic
Othe r

Presence of Parents
in Househo~d
2 BiaJadoptive
Mother-Stepfather
Father-Stepmother
Mather anly
Father Only
Ne ither

Education o f Mo s t
Educated Parent
Les s than high school
Some high school
High school g raduate
Some Coilege
Co 1.l. e ge gradua te

6i .ax
22 .3 z
14 . 0~
z .~z

56 .5I
10 .3 I

.o x
ss . iz

.a z

.a z

6 . 8Z
2 1 .5X
47 . BX
is .oz
5 .9I

9 .4X
17 .5X
i2 .iz
24 .9 ~
18 .8 ~
10 .9 x
6 .4Z

~s .5z
9 .1I
9 .OX
3 .4 X

~~ .a z
5 .4 X
.az

~~ .sx
. OX
.o z

~z,z z
14 .2~
10 .4X
3 .1 z

65 .zz
6 .4 x
Z .iz

2 o .9z
2 . 0 ~
3 .4 z

Fama.~v Zncome
< $5,00 0

$5,000-9,999
$I0,000-14,999
$15 , 000-24,949
$25,000-34,999
$35,000-49,999
$Sfl,000 +

3 . Sz
5 .3 z

33 .O Z
25 .2z
32 .8 X

3 .5X
6 .9 x
7 .6 X

Zo .2z
z~ .zx
21 .4T
ls .~ z

Povertv Status ~
Be low Poverty Level 32 .OX 13.6X
100-149X of Poverty Le 16.9Z 9.0~
Above ~soz of ~ov~rty 5~ .oz ~~ .4x

(continued)

5 .3 I
10 .9 X
37 .6X
22 .5Z
23 .7 x

5 .4X
10 .6 X
9 .oz

ai .az
2a .sz
18 .3Z
I4 .4 X

19 . 8 ~
ii .iz
69 . 1 X



Table 7 . Demograghic characteristics of chiZdren living with mothers wha began
childbearing as teenagers, with mothers who began childbearing at
age 2Q or o~aer, and all children under 18 ; United States 1985
(continued) .

Children ,living with
mathers who began
childbearing as

teenaser s

~ou sin e Tenure
ownea
Rented
Public Housing

47 . 17.
44 .O X
e .9 z

e e ' of Foo~ S

Aee of Yaun~e st Child
~ 1 yea r
~-z
3-5
6 - 11
12-14
15 -1 7

Age of Child
2 or younger
3- 5
6•8
9-11
12-14
15-17

Numbe r of Siblines
None .
1 ~
z
3
4 or more

A~es of Children ,
a11. under 5
under 5F 5-11
under 5, 22-17
under 5, 5-11 , 12 -17
aIl 5-lI
5-I1, IZ-I7
a11 12-17

3 1 .1 X

i~ .az
18 . 8 X
23 .ox
za .zx
11 . 6Z
6 . 1X

15 .6X
18 .3 X
i6 .sz
16 .4Z
17 .5Z
ls .o z

ia .$z
32 . 3Z
27 .6I
13 .9z
7 .4X

13 .1 z
21 . 1X
a .sz
9 .O z

13 . 5 R
Zi .oz
17 .8X

Ch~~dren living
wi th mother s

wha were 20 or older
a~; first birth

68 .4Z
Zs .a z
z .a z

13 .3 X

iz .5 z
19 . 8 I
2a .iz
ag .sx
10 . 5 ~
7 . 5 x

19 .6X
17 .4X
16 .5~
15 .7I
14 .6X
16 .1 ~

Zi .sz
41 . 4X
zz .zx
$ .9~
5 . 4 ~

19 . 1Z
i9 .~► z

1 . 3Z
6 . 2I

1 6 . S Z
].9 .4 ~
is .~z

All
Chi ren

61 . 8I
33 .SX
4 .7 A

is .~ z

az .~z
is .az
zo .~x
z9 .~. z
11 .5 ~
s,i x

17 .6z
i~ .iz
15 .4X
15 .9X
15 .8~
l7,kx

zs .az
36 . 9z
z2 .~ z
9 . 9x
5 . 5X

16 .6 X
is .sz
2 . 3z
~ .iz

16 .O x
19 . 6~
~9 .6 z

Saurc e : Child T rends, Inc ., analys is of da ta from the 1986 Panel of the Survey of
Income and Program Participat ion , U .S . Bureau of the Census .



Table 8 . Distributinn of children bp characteristics of their mothers, children livin
with mothers who ~egan ch~ldbearing as teenagers . children living with
mothers who began childbearing at age 20 or old~r . and all children under
18r United States, 1486 . SIPP Weighted Data .

Children living with
mnthers who began
childbearing as
t~nas~ss

M ers a e at t
1S or younger 9 . 1 x
~6-i~ 3z.3z
18-19 58 . 6 I
io-za .oz
2 5 - 2 9 . 0~
30+ .0~

Mot~er 's Cur~ent A~~
under 20
20- 24
2 5 - 3 4
35-44
45-54
SS+

3 .2I
is .sz
53 .6 X
23 .iz
4 .2X
.z z

Mother's Educat ion
Le s s than high sehool
Same high school
High seha o l graduatE
Some Calleg e
College gr aduat e

Mather's Marita~ Status
Married
Separated
Divorced
Widowed
Never Marrie d

Mother 's Cu rrent +
Emnlavment 5tatus

Emplaped
Une~sploped
Not in labor forc e

Not in Laba r Force
Bec~us e Unable to Wor1c

Mother's Employment
Status in Last Year
wc~rked aIl last y~ar
worked part o£ year
unemplaqed
not in Iabor forre

1Q .I Z
Zg .~ z
47 .7X
10 .6 X
i .9 z

66 .5Z
~ .zz

I1. .6 x
~ .s z

13 .4Z

52 .1X
a .~ a

40 .1Z

4 .9z

35 .3x
33 .O X
9 .6 X

Zz .zz

Children Iiving
with mothers

who were 20 or o~der
at fi .~st irt~

.o z

.o z

.o z
64 .o z
28 .7 X
~ .s z

.a x
4 .4 Z

41 .8Z
44 .a z
$ .~ z
.6 X

~ .oz
s .sz

4s .2z
z2 .~z
~o .5z

$ 2 .zz
4 .~z
s .oz
.9Z

4 .2Z .

60 .3 X
3,9 Z

35 .8 z

3 .5x

45 .3 Z
za .oz
4 .5I

az .iz

AlI
Ch' ren

z .9z
io .3z
is .~z
43 .~ z
I9 .~ Z
5 .~ ~

i .az
~ .8 z

~~ .iz
3 7 .4 I
$ .az
l .~ z

~ .3 x
~s .6z
44 .1Z
is .6z
~a .5z

~~ .oz
5 .4 X
s .s z
1 . 4X
~ .oz

S7 .3X
4 .9 Z

37 .7 Z

4 .6 X

41 .9 X
z9 .3 z
6 .IZ

zz .~. z

Source : Child T r ends , Inc ., analysis o f data from the 1985 Panel oE the Survey of
Income and Program Par ti c ipation , U, S . Bureau of the Census .


