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Transitions In and Out of Poverty: 
New Data from the Survey of Income and Program Participation 

INTRODUCTION 

- Pactorr rrsociated with the m e t  of povtrfy rpcllr ud w i t h  exitr  f r m  

poverty have l a g  been r major topic of interest to poliy maker6 ud 

m ~ t r  alike. tram r w i c y  p r s p c t i v e ,  i n f o m t i a r  on tlu mtr 

l ikely to k .seoeiated with mjor  changes in in- Ia clearly helpful in  

&signing m t i v e r t y  Wtia t iver .  mrth.r, 6 better Wers tud ing  OF the 

relati- m r t a n c c  of various posrible causer of poverty i r  p o t e n t l a y  

i n  Lqrwing the b r g e t h g  of existing h c a ~  resistance programs. 

And finally, if program participants and othtr h r s  of the p w c ) r ~  

poprlatiorr are t o  be encouraged to  leave poverty ud beeme wlf-  

maff ic i tn t ,  data m the mjor  factorr rsrocirted with exits frar povrrty 

m y  help us t o  u w e i  th potential for suea.r of alternative anti-rty 

str i tsgies .  

t h f o r m t e l y ,  mtil recently it has been difficult  to rtudy r p c i f i c  

t ruu i t ionr  in ud aut of poverty in my detail. Wt havr d y  8 fw mjor  

batabases that provide i n f o m t i a r  an i r d i v i d d s '  incars owr r period of 

tir, thereby allasing those who r re  newly poor or m l y  8- frcln 

poverty to be distinguirhd fran the rest of tbe poor or m r  

p p l a t i a n r .  l)n frw latpihrdinal databmes that d r t ,  rudi u the ?anel 

btuhy of Income w c s  (MID) ud the mtional tangf* 

bave t l l p i d l y  provided infomatim ar mml d y t  i n 9  it 

p r U e  to identify arly the p a r  In uhfch mjor incoc truuium 

occurnd. ksoci r t ing  tbew armual irrea, dYngcs with ~ c i f i c  

that  ocrutrad at  p i n t  during tht year cur be ~ r y  d i f f i c J t 0  @ i ~  

th,.~ntudthh~nc(pdwgcmy@~lybavc~mpl~=rt-w 

different p i n t s  in tfr ud may not be m u a l l y  relrted. mrther, rrny 

in- dynger may be missed in  such 8nnual &ta, e i t h r  hcrure thy 



temlt in a poverty -11 lasting less than l p a r  or bcruse t h y  occur 

l 8 t e ~ * , U u ~ r . 0 U Y t t 0 M ~ * 1 C O I f o r . ~ t p r d 0 . 8 1 ~ t  

fa11 below th. poverty ~ r u l l y ,  to th. u t e n t  tht ~neor 

un ba difficult  to identify thr rphcific b e h o l d  r m k r s  v b n  incar ir 

being re&rtod for tbe p a r  u a whole, u opposed to Ulox thou i name is 

bcludrd for onty part of the ywr or possibly not a t  all.  Them problm 

M 8l.o aake it difficult to identify m l y  poor or m l y  aoDqoor 

krdividuals ud households . 
8 

D8U that have tecently &- rvrilrble f r m  the Census bureau's m 

&mmy of In- urd Program Patticipatim (SIPP) a l l o w  us to m i d  uny of 

thew problems in excmrinfng incum transitianr. Tha Sf PP is l l a n g i b d i d  

pan1 mrwy that t r a n s  specific Lrdividuals wer r period of =re t)rcrri 

b o  yaarr. Intervfrwr &re cmducted .wry four .artha, ud infocntim on 

in- ud family coaporitiar is collect& ar a mnth by rmth buir. 

&caw data are collected on rhorter i n t e n d s  than in other l o n g i t d i d  

ntxwp, the +pccific paints a t  which in- t r rnr i t iau  occur can be .ore 

precisely idantifid, ud them t r ~ l i t i o w  CUI be =re clowly ut&d 

vlth my urocirt+b c b p s  in thq v i t i a r  of the b m b l d  or the 

anployrent status of hseho ld  e r s .  

%Us p p e t  uses dita from the 8IPP to examh k ~ ~ i t i o w  into ud aat 

of mrty. S w  fomu of th, paper i a  an aix rpc i f i c  md 

mayrr r t - r r la tod  rvmtts, rPlb Mcir u-irtian r l t b  poor or 

tcmtkrg pamrty. %!he nnnta cauiderd are the entrance of 8 !w brby into 

th -1~; 8 b a t h  in tb f r ~ 1 y . l  a m r r i q e ,  a u p r h t i a  or divorce, 

m l o y ~ r n t  of 8 f a l y  &r, and tbe exatrum into -1-t of 

f.mlly @re2 In al l  cases, Uu w e n t  has been masidered in n L U m  

t o t ) L h ~ B U t U I ~ f ( L f S p r ~ ~ ~ r e i n t h t f m r f l y i n t h c r n t h i n  



which the went occurred, ud povrrty r ta t i s t ics  have .11 k e n  calnilrkd 

at the family l8vel. 

'Ib asserr 'the effects of these went8 on p e r t y  trmsitioru, their  

incidence u r n 9  both the poor ud aarr-poor populatioru i n  -rod rith 

that for tht newly poor ud the nmly mn-gmr. 'Ihs probability of 

kcaning poor (or of becaning rm-gmr) i f  cm is in a family u b r e  an 

mmnt ocnrrr is than Wculrtod for .rCh of the events wtder imnstigrtiar. 

w n a t i m  of tbe relat iauhip between thaw event8 md ~ t t y  
, 

truuitions for the papulatim as a thole it followed Ly r U l 8 r  amly~ir 

for pmple in  four specific typs of families. Rwse f d l y  types are 

femlchcaded families, families headed by males or by mrried m e s ,  

families YLth elderly e r r  (aged 65 and over), and families with no ' 

8lbcrly atlakrr. Within each deuvgraphic group, both the o v r r d l  irrcidarrn 

of each Ncnt  ud its arsociatiun with changes in poverty atatur are 

Although the overall aim of this paper is t o  examine the telationship 

betwnn the varims l i f e  .vents considered and transitions in and out of 

powrty, it d a a l d  be noted that the data presented are primnrily 

&rcriptive in mture, and & not iaply r r t r i c t  cawative mdel of entry 

into or exit f r m  pcwrty. Clearly, usersing tbe relrtimshiprs betmen 

t)wu m n t s  ud pvetty truroitionr in bail u&ld require s i rur tuwusly  

taking into a c m t  the poraible incaac effects of r wide 8rray of other 

n r i8b l8 r .  Xn rbditim, we have by rro ruu carribred al l  gorsibfe mt 

t)ut d d  potmti8lly affect iftame t r u u i t i m s .  Ih, drtr prewnted here 

u e  prelir irury mly, md tepresent r f i r r t  rttupt to identify - of 

n r i a b l e s  that  my k -rtant i n  explrining pver ty  t r u u i t i a r r .  

Dkwrthel8rr, n k l i c v e  tb8t the r e d -  autlined blow are NgNy 

rupg.rtitn, urd point to d d i t i a r a l  topics that & s e w  further 



Defore turning to thost results, the next mctian of this paper briefly 

describes the npccific SIPP m ~ l e  used for this study, ud presents r a ~ ~ c  

-ry dab ar p w r t y  rates urd povlrrty tramitiarr cafculatd frar the 

IIPP. S w  third mctiar of the pnpr prwidts data on tbe usocirtian of 

our six l i f e  events dth poverty trurritionr for the poor ud am-por 

p p l a t i a u  u a whole. %he cr#cts of these wents for Mom In Mt 

specific &&graphic grarpr outlined above are carriderod in wctian fmr,  

ab t)y firvl aectiar presents mr  ~ ~ ~ c l u r i a u  a d  nrggbctianr for m r  

I. Pwerty Rates and Poverty Transitions as Measured in the SIPP 

%he estimates presented i n  this paper are based on data taken f r m  the 

f i r s t  five waves, or u ts  of intervieits, of the 81PP. These data ewer the 

i 6  nth. from September 1983. through December 1984. Because data f r a  

each wave were released separately by the C.~W Bureau, individual records 

tram each of the five waves had to be linked together to create files that 

6- the entire 16 sonth period. There are records for approxinvtely 

60,000 i r rb iv ib ls  included i n  this linked file,  .IthGIgh only about bR 

hrve k e n  asrigmd r zero n igh t  for rnth in which they were not in the 

8 crors-8ectianal weights u s i p d  by Ma C.IUW Dureau h~ bmn 

In col~puting mth by r n t h  statintics an incaar and w r a p h i c  

wmtr. D.t. for .bout SO,OOO Ldividuals are available m average in any 

Hwn .#rth (specific counts for each renth rre 8hown i n  appendix t.ble 

A.1). 

Qnr potential problem w i t h  using a f i l e  aarristing of linked - 
records iinrolvrs cartinuity of the data across mws. In  processing the 

rmw SI?P at. for release u prblic use wrples, the kteau of the 

p r f o r r d  a wide tuige of adit- a d  iqu ta t im retivities to a m r e  that 



the dab were coaplete ud intenmlly conoistmt. All oditr rrd 

irprtatims uere dme ar each tmve of data W v i d u l l y ,  without referaace 

to &h t r m  other waves, howwet. 'Ihcre was no attcrpt to u n u e  

c&huity across waves, either in terms of infoorutia reported or that 

?relL.inary malysir of thc linked f i l e r  W a t e r  that there i r  rrc)r 

p e r t e r  variatian h reported ht. for apehtie individuals actors wvrs 

thn there is within taws, particularly in fhms of both rac~lts uld t y p o  

of inc- received. This increase in  variatian my arise fran biases in 

reporting by respondents, wha may tend t o  attribute current incuae levels 

t o  a l l  preview mths i n  tha sam wave, but it could also k usociat+d 

dth the fact  that tha Census &areaups bputat ia ,  procadures Q not W t e  

into account incane or other charrcterlrtics ,reported in  other ~ 8 ~ 8 .  

tdelrly, the longitudinally linked f i l e s  ahmld a t  aam p i n t  receitn the 

typc of careful editing for consistency that has h n  done for the 

croos-sectiorral f i les .  Although the rtrggered intenrim? schedule helps to 

m t h  out the mve varirtioru for aggregate values report& in the 

~ ~ r y s i s . ~  th i s  is mt the u s e  for transition events. Luum bth the 

ud m t s  into ud aut of poverty are .ore likely to rhar up in 

thr data b e  to these vlrriatiorrr in Wvtdual  data, aur tidings &auld be 

interpretad vith emutian. 

In rpitc of p s i b l e  nrpprersim of w i t h i m  v r r i r t i a u  in 

Ineac, St is #nath+lesr eloar th.t yny individuals exprience 

AICYtMtjal t n r i a t i a u  ln an l m t h - W t h  buis. %able 1 rhowr 

fwr altrmrtlv, pmmm r u u r e s  u a lcu la t& trm thr, SI?P for p r . a u  

.rd families of ~ r . l  different typs. These four r n u r e s ,  al l  of which 

are b a d  m ud krcor arly, include an rrurl ponrty nu, M on 

family over the p a r  as a hie; m .ever poora n t e ,  m n g  Uu 



proportion tho -re poor for a t  least m e  mntb during the p a r ;  ul 

poora rate, Iharing the proportian poor in wery rrnth during the year: d 

finally ui average of the poverty rates dcula ted  for .rch ~ c i f i c  mmth 

h i i n 9  uiendar war  1 ~ 8 4 . ~  A f if th pwerty rate, UI. official povrrty 
. *  . 

sate as calculated fran the Qlrrent Populatia 6urvy (-1, ha8 been 

inclw3.d in Table 1 for camparison p~rlpses u well. 

l o n r t y  rates under each of these alternative definitions are 8houn in 

Table 1 for each of five poplatian mbgrarp ud for th poyulatiar u a 

vhole. The subgroups rhown rre: 

o Mrried couples with children--all those living in families hsaded 
by mrried couples living with their own children v d . r  rgt.18; 

o Single parents with children-all those living in famllies headed 
by single parents living with their mm childrent 

o Unrelated Is@ividualr-all p r u n r  not living in fmrilies; ud 

o Other-41 per- living in families, but not in me of the types 
of families incltded in the f i r s t  Wo categories &we. 

*re four categories are rutually uccluriw, and together rcccmt for 

entire e a t i m .  A f if th category, cauirting of al l  permxu rged 65 

urd wet ,  tegardless of family situation, i s  JK) ahawn in th, b b l e .  It 

mbuld be noted that a l l  those in this category are incluchd in a m  of 

the other four, bcsnnr. 

krhaps th. -st atriking feature of the poverty rates in Table 1 

is the l8rge m t  of within-par rwrPcnt in to  Md out of V r t y  that 

tky irply for all  fivh paprlatim m b g r w ,  u uell u for tk papjatiar 
8 -1.; .ll rubgraupr, the proportion of people poor on weraga in 

ml @m based on tbeir m t h l y  in-, is .I- Mphr thn the 

progortim are poor then their incomes over tbe p a r  u a whole are 

&en i n t o  a c m t .  % ratio of m t h l y  t o  -1 pwtrty rates varies 

m t  rcrors these poprlatian rubgrarpc, Ronwr, generally in  ways that 

r i g f i t  be expectad. ?or .ruaple, elderly par- and single parent 



Table 1 

UTFRNATIVE POvPIn RATES BY FAMILY TYPE, 1984 (in percam) 

Survey of Xncase and 
Program Participation 

~ ~ ~ ~ o o ~ o o o ~ o ~ o o ~ ~ o o o ~ o ~ o o ~ o o ~ o o r o o ~ o  

Average 
Poor Poor of 

Annual A l l  l2 In kry ~ U . Y  
Rate ' - - Month Rates Months 

A l l  Panom 11 .O 5.9 26.2 13 -7 

Msrrisd Couples 
rith  chi^^ 7 04 2.8 24 -3 10.2 

Curnnt 
Population 

S ~ Y  
r m r o r o . r r r r  

1984 
kmSL 
Rate - 

Sintle Parents 
w i t h  Children 39.9 25.8 60.8 42.7 44 .7 

Unrelated 
b d i v i d u d ~  17 07 11 .O 35-9 21.9 

Other Persons 4 05 2.0 14.3 6.3 593 

Elderly Penont 10.3 6.8 18.5 tt. t 12.4 

SOURCE: T&ulrtlons of data from the Survey of Income and Pmgr.1~ 
Participation m d  the current Population Survey. 



families, rho are m ~ t  likely to n l y  m transfer incos tht typically 

n r y  r e l r t t n l y  l i t t l e  fraa mth to m t h ,  have umual polnrty rater tht 

are fairly clclow to their m t h l y  rates, while du l l ies  h a d d  by married 

couples r l th  ehildrm, ~ I O  my be =re likely to depend p r h r i l y  rn 

g loyacn t  have umual ud m t h l y  ponrty rates that d in rp .  

.olrslrhat .or@. 

Sic W c U  of vlthin-year -ts into ud art of ponrfy c8n be 

wen .vm .ore clearly by caa3paring thou who are poor in at  l e u t  am 

mnth 6 t h  those who are poor over the year as a whole. ?or the fu l l  

r c r z a p h  the proportion poor a t  least arc mth is -re than four t i m s  as 

high 8s the proportion poor i n  every mUwbout 26 percent u -red to 

a h a t  6 pcrccnt. Again, the f l u c t u t i a ~ ~  r s c ~  differ across the five 

8ubgraups considered, with ringlc-psrent families having the mrt rtable 

(d -t cc-istently lw) i m m e s ,  ud wlth mrriad m a s  w i t h  cNldrur 

upcrimcing the gtaateet fluctuatiau. 'Ih.w estisates 4 1 y ,  for 

-18, that M l e  mrried catples with children are almst u likely to 

k poor i n  a t  least arc r n t h  u is an average e t  of the population as 

a rhole, &y are less than half u likely to be omtinmuly poor for .n 

mtfr* m r .  tldsrly per-, ar the other bud, are rukturt ir l ly less 

likely t)w tbe average to experience a t  least ate mnth of pavlrrty, but 

t b 8 e  uho are p o r  are v r e  likely to etay p r  mer the p a r  u 8 whole. 

U b t  -8 the differences i n  the likelihood of kcaafnO or remining 

poor wen in M l e  l ?  %b what uctent are tbm'poverty transitioru related 

to dewgraphic wentr, mch as a divorce or the birth of r child, ud to 

dhat extent to lrbor n r k e t  events, mch as the loss of a job? The next 

88ction of -8 paper explorer these questioni for thc population u 8 

-18 



11. Incidence of Demographic and Labor Market Events and Their Association 
with Poverty Status 

& discussed briqfly in the introductiar, this study the 

bqactr of six 8pecific elemgraphic and ecawdc events ar truuit iant  into . 

ud out of poverty. ?or the purposes of this analysis, puverty was &f ind  

on the basis of m t h l y  cash fncoar, and ury family tbt received an hcaus 

k1ow.a~-twhlfth of the relevant umual V r t y  threshold in  ury mnth rru 

carribrrod to k poor in that m t h .  fndividuls -re ooruibrod poor in 

uiy roclth in which they =re e r r  of paor families. 1Chur, for exmple, 

indivicbals could enter poverty either by belonging to r fad ly  that lost 

-, or by joining a family that was d r e w  poor. 

A l l  of the -pis is a! the basis of par-, not families, wen 

thGLgfi rvrrnts, inca~us, ud pwetty strtus are a l l  determined a t  tbe f ad ly  

lwel. lhas, for ample, r p e r m  i s  reported u having rxprienad r job 

lore ln b r  or hit fraily i f  .ny family r had earnings fall fr- rbovs 

$200 in arc rnth to less than $200 in the nxt, whether or not the 

i .dividualo8 earnings changed. Note that this mans that r family carld 

brv, both r jab loss .nd a jab gain in r single r n t h  i f  different r r k r s  
.. 

ucprriar#d t b w  hro events. h ndts that @ppear 8tr- un be 

by a s  of defining m t s .  

k f i -  p e ~ r t y  ar 8 roclthly b u i s  does eignificantly increase the 

a d a r  of p e r m  who are counted as poor, u Table 1 M, and lrany of 

thore who are mmted u b e d n g  poor in thir analysis may in fact have 

k i d  p r  for d y  8 short period of t i r  . In future work a! thir 

topic, 4 hope to u r i n e  a t  deteraims the lengths of poverty spells u 

-11 u what t ruu i t i a r  points define spell b.plmJnp. md adi-8. 8uch 

in d n a t i a !  vu b y u x l  the scope of the present malyris, harsvtr. 



w r e  chosen largely because other 8tudies bucd on umual longitudinal 

at., mtably the HfD, hv, .ham them to be important dekdnantr of 

' thy would prow to k a t  l e u t  u bportant in  explaining mth--th 

incamc r a m r e ,  is able to identify thc specific p i n t  a t  which Lmac 

t r rns i t i au  occur, these transitiarr OM k mtC)14d rote cloeely with 

particular l i f e  events. We believed that this might k particularly 

helpful in examining the Lpacto of family col~poritiar changer, uhom 

t i r i n g  (ud .van existarm) can be difficult to deterrins in da-s thrt 

rely an arc yearly interview. 

'Itw six epecific m m t s  emmind in this a* were: 

0 P l t w  of 8 New lrby into tbC -1~. B i r t h s  ( 8 d  *ti- of 
infants) -re rasured by identifying a l l  families that aapirod a 
m rccrmplt . rmkr 6 t h  a oqual t o  sero. The b i d  war 
attributed to  the rxlth a c h  the nw m l e  e r  m s  f i r s t  
reprted. 

I 
o Death in tha Family. A death was attributed to al l  families who 

lost cr memkr Whose reason for leaving the maple war coded as 
'death". Emever, this variable is u yet m t e d  on the SIPP, 
and ref iminary analyses indicate # a t  it my not, in fact, pick P up a 1 deaths that actually occurred in the rcrmple. lhir  went 
nay therefore be a a m h t  under-reprewntod in our analysis file.  

o Occurrance of a Lhrriage. A marriage war attributed to all 
families cmtaining a t  least one m r  was coded u Wing 
acrvad fran an unmarrid status (including ancvrr-rried,a 
'divot&,' 'aepwat&," or U&wedm) to .married 8pum, 
premnt. 

o Br.dr-upof aUnrri.gh. AmriWbre&-upwasattribu-torll 
families including a rrrPkr who was codd as rwing frar "rarr id,  
8 p 0 ~ a  presenta in one mth t o  adivorad,a areparatedm or 
UdGJbdm in the n x t  mth. (m both this cua ud th, previaru 
ars, the wmnt u u  rttributed to ths family in which the perran 
resided in the -cad mxath, ud tms treated u Mving occurrod in 
tb8t mlth. )  



o foor of 8 Job by 8 w l y  ?Imber. A jab loss was r t t r i b u m  to 
.11 families in which a rrmkr who had had earnings of mre  than 
$200 in  the prwious m t h  reported no earnings or earnings below 
$200 in the curremt l a t h .  (An arbitrary level of $200 was chosen . 
to exclude earnings fram casual q l o y n m t ;  r p r m n  working 15 
hour6 per week rt riniPPlm wage, for exanple, earns rore than $200. 
per mnth. 1 

o moy=nt of a W l y  Hembet. An entry into caploylacnt #s 
attributed to el1 faadlies in which a Pcrakr with no earnings or 
-earnings wder $200 in the prwiow mnth reported earning8 rbovr 
$200 in the current mnth. 

In all c u e s ,  the went in qmstion m s  rttrtbuted not arly to tbe 

frrdfvfdual or individuals directly involved, but .1w to those in th, 

family in the nmth in which the went occurred. bsause V r t y  status ir 

rasu red  a t  the family level an3 &per& on fanfly incaPr, these evento 

rrould affect the status not mly  of those for ubn they occurred, but alw 

of al l  otbers in the rsar family at  the W of their occurr.nca. 

m l e  2 sbvs tht overall incidence of each of there rix even- for th 

r a q l e  u a *la, for the poor and rmqpor  por t iav  of the aanple, .nd 

tor those becoming poor or leaving poverty in  the unr month u the mnte6 

'%'be per cantages shewn i n  Table 2 represent the average percentage of thore 

w i th  the event across the eixteen m t h s  f r a  September 1983 through 

member 1984. Ihur, while maple r i t e s  for mane events m y  r p p a r  

r e l r t i w l y  mll, particularly for the newly poor ud nmly norr-poor 

populations (which each contain r;fxrut 1000 w p l e  persons in m Nsrage 

oonth) it rhould be noted that the figures presented here are 8c-l~ 

m t N y  8wragcs bared on sixtrnn set8 of obrenntiarr of each went. t o r  

-let the data on new bab!er entering newly poor families irply that 

anly about 0.07 percent of the m l e  #uld  f a l l  into thfr cell in  m 

-rage mnth-er ,  rince the t o U l  nmple r i t e  i r  about 50,000, 

approxLutely 35 faai1i.s. Over the sixteen mthr u 8 whole, barmr, 

there are 562 bit- occufring in ruch families-sti l l  not an amnmrr 

e r ,  ht enat@ for wr reasmably reliable g m r d i z a t i c ~  .bart their 



Percentage of Persons in  Pamilie8 
with Occurrences of 8 hjor Life m t ,  

by Poverty S U t u 8  

A l l  Poor Non-Ooor Persau 
Wrunr P e r m  krrarr 

&?as 
nmth 

Marital Break-up 0.2 0.4 0.2 2.1 

Jab Loss 5.1 8.8 4.5 40.3 

Jab Gain 5.7 3.9 6.0 3.5 

krronr 
having 
-rty 
This mth 

rn 
or PERXHS IN 

(in 
aKNIMdr): 232,254 34,423 197 , 831 4,912 4,561 

&urn:  Calmdated fran the Survey of Incaw ud Program ParUciprtion. 
figurer rharn are averages tor the mths Sept. 1983 thtaugh kc. 1984. &e 
tut for &finittau of event6 urd populatiarr rhown. 



relrtiv, hcidence. Appendix -lea A.2 through A:S 3wm the mtbbp 

m t h  incidence of each went for the poor, nun-poor, nnly  poor uld nrnly 

'Iht mst cmspicuclr finding illurtrated by Table 2 is the very large 

rola playd by labor mtket wenu in &termining entrances into urd u i t a  

f r a  poverty. More than 40 percent of thow poor in a q  #vmr 

rn th  bad a family v m k r  1014 8 job in that mnth, while rloost 47 prcrn t  

of those leaving puwrty had r M l y  rslrkr gain a job. of the 

damgraphic events, in cantrast, ms expriurcccd by uch mre than 3 

prcent  of h s e  in families entering or leaving pew. 

m r a l i ,  it appear8 that about half of thr families w i t h  

transitims experienced r relevant aployent-related or b.laprapNc mt 

in the month in which the transition ~ccurred. Of course, not all the 

m n t s  tallied can k mid to have directly causod the transitioru in 

questim--anrong other things, mute families may have exprianced mre than 

one event in the relevant =nth.' further. m m  m n t s  clearly oceur 

dthout affecting transitions in the expectad direction-for e-le, same 

proportion of those becaning poor also haw r family v m k r  gain a job in 

thc sane aonth. Xn wmu cases, this job gain may haw been rotivrtd by 

thc loss of whatever other in- Knrrce previously kept the fmily aat of 

p w r t y .  kt &re is p r e m l y  rar r w  shifting of iKar wmts 

in the ppulrtion u well. 

A8 might be expected, raplwnt-&at& wento -re .I= -re 

era in tho -18 u a -1. thn r t e  ay of the WraphAc  went.. . 
A3praotfrrately 5 percent of the m l e  u r whole uere in families that lost 

8 j& during m werage rpnth, while -st 6 p r c m t  uere in t r r i l ies  

9- jobc. fn cantrut ,  the r o s t  demgrrpMc went tms the 

arrival of a rww baby, which occurred in d f  of an p r n n t  of all 



families in m average m t h .  Those fn poor families experienced 

mi@fiuntty higher gates of job lout birth, and mrital  break-up Uyn 

did tht Ooqulation u 8 whole, &ltlwugh their rates n r e  a t i l l  well blow 

W e  w n  for families beaning poor 'in uy given mth.( 

In Nmaary, then, qloynunt-related eventa are mch =re copmron than 

&&raphie events for the poor ud non-por alike, ud t h y  also appear to 

be associated with 8 relatively large proportion of a l l  poverty 

&ansltiau. h U* o t h r  hnd, those becooing poor ud those leaving 

pwerty in a given m t h  & experience certain de~mgraphic events. u -11 

as eqloynmt-related events, a t  8 higher rate than those who do not rake 

such transitiarc. Although these demopraphic events are ruch rarer than 

the employmnt-related events across th poprlatia 8s 8 *let thy &Y in 

~ m c  cases k just u likely to  be 8ssociatd with pverty tranritiaru for 

thore families in which they occur. Th, m x t  mction explores that i snu .  

111. Poverty Transitions Made by Those in Families Experiencing Demographic 
and Employment-Related Events 

As seen in the last  uction, omploymrt-related went. ,  h u a e  Uy 

are so - in tbe m a t i a n  u 8 thole, are associated with a uth 

Mgber proportim of all transitions in to  md cut of m r t y  than are 

-raphlc events. ?or those who . r p r i e m  them, i r m n r ,  mrtrin 

I demogr.phic waits .re 8lo relat inly likely to load to 8 dYng. in 

I V r W  u Table 3 .han. In fact, an m r . p N c  dwyu-the 

~ b r a *  of a r r r i a g c i s  aignifiuntly =re likely to be uuuriatrd w i t h  

b.corlng poor thn la  tbe loar of 8 job.) OL tbse  in families 

I u p r i e x i n g  a divorce (or o t h r  bredc-rp), 23 p r m t  Poor in 

rar mth, -red to .bout 17 percent of tboge in -lies with 8 j& 



Table 3 

Percentage of Persons in Families 
with Occurrences of a Major Life Event 

Who Experience a Change in Povtrty Status 

Total Number of Persons with Event Persons with Rtcnt 
Persons with Event Who Beccnne Poor Who Leave Pwerty 
(in Thousands) This Month %his Month 

Death 142 1.1 0.7 

Job Loss 11,904 

Job Gain 13,192 1.3 16.2 

Source: Calculated frun the Survey of In- and Program Participation. 
Figures shown are averages for the nronths Sept. 1983 thraugh Dec. 1984. See 
text for definitions of events and populations shown. 

lo6er. FWlieo gaining a nrw baby are also relatively likely to kc- 

poor--about 13 percent of those in families experiencing a birth entered 

v r t y *  

0' BolPl cautions &mld be o b u d  in interpreting these results. In 

particular, tm M e  not yet examined the duration of the porn* -11s 

usocfated with  these transitions, and sane may be very short indnd. ?or 

e e l . ,  .ar of the entruuns into pornrfy uprimcad by families with 

anr babies may result frm t.lqporary unpaid mtenrity lwves thrrt r d u c ~  

tbe fdly's total oarnhgs in the very rhort run, h t  that h ~ ~ 8  rolatlveJy 

l ittle m c t  over the lmger run. siPLilarly, many divorcns ud job 

lowrs n y  be poor for a rxlth or hro, in the wnw t h t  thy  bme little 

or no m r  tbat  priod, but thry u y  hve uvings or h r  msources 



tbat are mre than Nffieient to ti& them mmr unt i l  a m, job is f e  or 

other arrangemnts for th nrpport of the frrily are md.. Cmcrinbly, 

for u u q l e ,  wen those who take a m t h o s  vacatian w i t h a t  pay h h . n  

giving up one job and starting another could be counted u poor i f  th 

f d l y  has l i t t l e  other incem, during that the. Such insturcccs of 

gpuv8rtya are clearly different in frndarocntal #yr f rm 1-r-term rplls 

of V r t y ,  or wen f r a ~  rhort tam spells experienced by those w i t h  fw 

other remrms.  Althaugh data a! -11 buratiau could not be W a t o d  

in t h  for inclusion in this paper, tm h o p  t o  p r a m  this isme further 

in a t r  future work. 

3wt 8s certain events are relatively likely to lead to -11s of 

ponm for' those \ho experience m, otters are relatively likely t o  

teault in ttuuitiarr axt of pwrrty. Not rurprisirrgly, the bm merits 

rorrt likely t o  be associated with an exit fram poverty are job grins Md 

mrriage. Abmt 16 prcent of those in families vith IK.DKXIC w b  pins a 

job, 8nd -st 1 4  prcent of tho.. in families experiencing a urriage 

leave pornrty in the stme mth. Because mst of those who mrry or .nn 

of those who gain jobs wre not poor before the mnt occutrd ud thus 

&d not have ude 8 transition art of pwverty, this represents a very 

higb prebbility of leaving povctrty for those mmng the poor rrho do 

ucp+rience each went. Owrall, about 60 percent of those i n  prwiculy 

poor frmilier experiencing a mrriage leave poverty in the mm =tho 

a l e  abaat 65 prcent of thore in prwiawly poor families with job 

gainer & co.10 

In -ry, the &ta presented in Tables 2 and 3 indicate t b t  

b t h  in tbe population u a whole ud a u i g  those 8xprimCing V r W  

t?~~ i t iau ,  ud therefore thry tad to b usociated vith 8 ruc)r &r*r 



praportiorr of a l l  transitions. Idead, the count of mtr rrhGln in 'hble 

3 i q l i e a  tht . ~ p ~ ~ t - r e l a t &  events aceant for mre thrn 90 p r a n t  

of al l  th occurrences of event. cmsibred in this pmper. UvrM.ler8. 

W e  3 .I- indicates that dwmgraphic events can .I= he iqor tvr t  

prodictorr of transitiarr for those who experience them. k m n  &we, 

those in families wiLh a divorce are actually mre likely to b.caa, poor 

thn a n  thorn in faailies with a job loser, urd thow in families 

experiencing 8 birth are r lw,  relatively likely to frll tnto pmrty .  . 

DQmogramc events my also have irportmt amsequencer in terrr of exits 

fran p w e r ~ f o r  example, a h s t  as large a proportion of thorn in 

famkies wi th  a marriage as of those in f d l i e s  Yith a job gainer lun 

p e r t ) .  in  the - mnth. 

So far, m have examined tht  impacts of rmploymt-related rrnd 

demographic m t s  ar poverty transitioru taking place m o q  th, goprlrtia! 

as a whole. It i r  to be expected, however, that certain went8 are likely 

to be Pore important for subgroups within the population than they are for 

otherr. The ndxt wctian of thir paper coruibrs the bpacts of these 

writs for b o  i m p r t ~ t  subgroups-feinala-heahd familie8 and fmil ier  

with elderly I L Q J 3 C r a 4  w t h e r  licwunt for a large proportim of the 

transition8 i n t o  ud out of pavrrty are therefore of particular policy 

interest. 

I V .  Poverty Transitions for Those i n  Female-Headed Famil ies  and i n Famil i es  
with Elder ly  Members 

k m, went6 ruch u adivorce or the lor6 of a job m in 

my crws be u m c i r k b  vith entries into pwwrty. Certain popSItian 

. U ~ Q ~ Q U P C ,  such a families tmded by ueacn, m y  be particularly likely to 

bnn Rlffered these mu. In dditiar, both th data rharn in h b l e  1 



md results frcm other rkdies  ba8od on the =ID indicate that femalw 

hd.d f a d l i e s  ud furdlies 6 t h  elderly e r s  8re -re likely & 
o t h r  familie6 to r.pia in  p m r t y  a m  thy be- poor. ¶!MB m a n  

therefore m n e r  the wenu likely to be urociated with entries into Urd 

uitr f r a  O Q V I I ~ ~  for prtOM in A;rh families. 

Mc-hcaded mmilies. ?or the purposes of this # M y ,  8 p r K n  #r 

o o n r i & r ~ t o & i n a f d ~ s d h d f . l l i l y f n u r y P n t h f n ~ c h N s o r h r r  

f a l y  bad was a-wmn rather than a ~ r r i C d  couple or a man. zhis 

detednat ion was made a t  the family rather tban household or r u b - i d l y  

lml. As a result, for exluple, a young warn living 6th her own ehild 

a& her parents, a r r r i d  couple, would typi-ly not have been count& as 

8 rvmbar of a fa~lc-headed fanily in there &tat since in moat carer the 

parents wuld be counted as the family heads. ?h. ur young 4 . ~  living 

with M =related married couple, b m e r ,  would be counted 8s a .female 

family head. wen i f  the other couple wre  w i d e r e d  the household hads.ll 

Table 4, which shows the impacts of thc six l i fe  wtntr  discussed in 

earlier part of tUr paper an V r t y  transi t iau experienced & those 

feualc)waded ud m f e m l e  )wd+d frPilies, indicates that tho80 in 

f d a - h s a d e d  families are irdsad dirproportimtely likely to d f e r  

Certain d v t r ~  even- are even .ore dirproportiamtely likely to 

kcaac poor. ?or -8, although persons in f d b h a a d e d  families 

account for mly  about 20 percent of Mt m l e  in 8x1 average rorrth, they 

u p r i e n c e  63 percent of the divorctr ud other r r i t a l  d i w l u t i ~ ~ ~ ~ . *  

If they & suffer 8 n r i t a l  breakup, thoK in f e m a l d a d d  f d l i r s  

are uch mre likely than t b se  in  o t b r  families to b)car poor: almrt 

31 psrcent of those in f e m l d r d a d  -lies upriencing a ditrorce or 

o t h r  breakup b s n r  poor in the rarth, -ced to d y  abut 10 

percent of t b8e  in other fmilies.  a s  discrepancy cmld  occur for 8 



Percentage of P e r m  in Families 
with Occurrences of a Hajor Life merit 

Who W r i e n c e  a Change in Poverty Status, 
by Famalt Beadship 

Evmt mtal b&&er of Persons with hnnt Persons with Event 
Per- with Mt Who Becaw Coor Who Leave Poverty 
( in  zhumds) Thir M t h  m i 6  Month 

Persona in Femalb.8ecded Familiar With: 

Marital Break* 282 30.6 1.7 

) a r m  in All Othtr ?milies With: 

Death 125 1.3 0.8 

Mar rirge 423 6.1 14.2 

Rarital Break-up 165 10.1 3.2 

Jab f a r 6  10,078 14.9 1.0 

-re: Calculated f r a  the Survey of fncaar ard Program Participntiar. 
Pigures Jwm &re n n r r p s  for the rnthr kpt. 1983 through P.c. 1984. &Q 
text for bfinitiarr of mtr and populrrtiau r)raJn. 



u 
number of bifferent rea8m. .or of whihich may have relatiwly h r t  t.m 

I 
web* For e ~ ~ p l . 8  in -anur ~ s e h o l d s  that experience 8 divora, 

the earner i8  moat likely to have b n n  the hwhna, ud N s  h p r t u r e  my 
I 

njbrtultially reduce family fncwte for a pnth or kn, m t l  thr rmun findr ! 
8 job War arrangements for drild npport or .l* p a p n u  are yb. 

(Ot carr6e. in 8c=e cases of thi8 typ the spell of p m r v  w i l l  LUt I 
e t U l t i a 1 1 y  longer-for u u q l e ,  if th rran umot urn a .narph to 

r a i u  th family in- @bw the ponrty level. and ber u-spwe does not 
I 

prwide support payments sufficient t o  make up the difference.) 

Although marital break- are Kmvwhat .ore likely than job losses to 
I 

be usociated with entries into poverty for fdc-headed fad l ies  w)lo I 
experience each of thew wen-, job losses arestill  mch =re cumam d 

8-t for a arch larger a r e  of a l l  poverty entries for this subgroup. I 
While stmkrs of  fapalc-hcadd families are actually m t  less likely 

than the rest of the populatim t o  experience a job loss-they -8 up 20 
I 

percent of the to- m a t i o n  but a c m t  for d y  &bout 15 prcrnt  of 

job loeses in .n average mth.13 mu that Q u p r i m -  nwh a 

I 
loss are uch rote likely to 'kcaPc poor tban are those in r m - f a a l b  8 
ha&d families in the mm c i r m m s w s .  Abaut -fourth of in 

fmnla3wacW families a k r  pavrrty in  this 8ituati~nt  c a p a r d  to wt 
I 

15 prcent  of tbse  in other families. 'Ibis differ- pr-1~ 8- fn 

part f r m  f d t h a d e d  families being less likely thrn o*r f..ilies to 
B 

have a mead e a m r ,  uxl in pert frar their pmra l ly  1-r -s f r m  

o tb r  -6s. 
I 

Zh arti-1 of a new baby is also .ore likely to  result in m entry 
I 

Snta pavrtty for femaleheaded frrmilies than for other fuPilies-.rlarrst 

~ ~ ~ ~ f m r t h  of those in f e m n l ~ a d e d  f.milies w i t h  8 rm baby kc- poor, 
i 

b p a r d  to -tenth of thore in other fmriliesr wen thargfi the -r.ll I 
2 0 I 



likelihmd of a birth is .bout the YL for both groups. Finally, mn .mn 

t. mt generally associated with btcuning poor appear to  be relatively 

likely to result in entrances into poverty for those in fanals-hsdrd 

f l i e s .  For example, 13 percent of those in female-headed families 

experiencing a marriage entered pow* in the m m ~  mmth. This apparently 

m W o u 1 4  r a r e r e s u l t  rkms frcln tht fact tbat mach mrrirges arwt 

h ~ ~ f w  the family head and may thus add to needs withaat adding to 

resources .lQ 

Uthargfi fasale-headed families are mre likely to mter p r t y  when 

ruifering an adverse went, they are not in general =re likely to l e ~  

pwcrty w i t h  a favorable went. The exception i s  job gains--re than 23 

percant of those in fdchc r rdcd  families tho find jobs leaw poverty u a 

result, while anly about 15 percent of those in other families do 80. (Of  

course, fanaleheaded families are pr& mre likely to have been poor in 

the f i r s t  place, ud 80 have a greater opportunity to lewc poverty under. 

t h b ~  ~i ~ C ~ S E ~ S .  ) 

tnfortmakly, the figures shun in m l e  4 do m t  really irrdicrte bar 

mny femalth+aded families leave pwerty 8s the r e a t  of r r r i rgc ,  rtncc 

as dircwosd above W e  who rarry &re in gemral no longer in f d a -  

headed families. In our future work ar this topic, M hope to e x a a h  the 

impacts of nrr iage m thore who wre  in f d d a d e d  families in the 

math k f o r e  the mrriage. 

?milies with Elderly m r s .  pamilies with elderly mmbers accclort 

for .bout 16 percent of the poplati- as a thole, but for a significantly 

m l l e r  praportim of all  events except deaths. brther,  u Table 5 rhow, 

thore mts that Q occur are uch less likely to .wa much funiliis into 

or mt of pcmrty (again with tho uception of baths) .  J& l#ws md 

pi- are r t i l l  tht rost likely mts, .van for families with elderly, hat 



only 8bout 10 percent of those with such losses or gains enter or exit frm 

pmmrty (u approprirt.1 h the ur mth, -rod to about 17 percent of 

U w e  in  families without elderly. Illrital break-ups (which kicfudt 

widowhood) are mre likely to result in poverty for the olderly, w i t h  19 

percent of thow experiencing such break-upr becaning poor. She absolute 

mmberr of thaw break- are relatively small, however. . 
Utbugh familie8 with elderly mubrs  experiencing 8 death are -re 

likely to enter ponrty than tbDu without a death,' the proporti- 

80 i n  still very d l - - a J y  rbout onc md one-half p rcmt .  k d i s w w d  

earlier, we w p c t  that there m y  bC .or problems with the coding of tha 

variable indicating deaths, hamnr, wNch is currently rmditd. Arng 

fad l ie6  with elderly wrPkrs, r RlbreMtirlly 1.r-r praposti-r 4 

percent-of those becaPing poor in r given rorrth were in familier tbat 

experienced a death in either the current or M a t e l y  previous mnth. 

%a u vfrhvl ly  th only cue in a c h  including those w i t h  the mt in 

the pr.viau mtb as well u those experiencing it in t)u current ronth 

increased the praportiar beaming poor. In  this case, it prabQbly ? e f l e ~ U  

t)w fact that inammy be secsrddfor f i m i l y ~ r 6 8 v e n i n t h e l 0 n t h  

in  th.y die, K, t)w fu l l  m c t s  of . ~ y  baths my not be fe l t  Mtil 

Omrrll, tho only went urociatad with lmnting poverty Sot families 

i t h  elderly mnbers was qloymt. UUwrxpl m r  10 percent of those in 

fad l ie8  with e l b r l y  which included a job p h r  l e f t  pwcrre in the lupa 

mth, m r 8  of mch families n r e  only about half u likely to k job 

gainerr u were thoK i n  families with no elderly. Overall, the data ahom 

1Utely to m k r  poverty u thr rerult of the t y p r  of .v#rtr d l l l ~ ~ l s e d  in 

-8 W P t ,  am t)rry kcaac p r  they are rrch =re likely to -in tbat 



Table 5 

Percentage of Persons in Families 
with Occurrences of a Xajor Life hnnt 

)she Experience a ehan a in Oovrrw Status, f by Presence of an Elder y Perran in the Family 

h n n t  Total m ~ b e r  of P e r m  with  vent P e r m  with Event 
Persons with Crrmt )Iho &cco Poor Who h a w  
(in 'marwdr) 'Ibis Wonth This nmth 

?milies with Elderly with: 

-baby 24 

math 86 

Rarriage 11 

Mrital  Break-up 63 

Job b a s  1,083 

Job Gain 1,057 

1d1i.s ath M Ltderly with: 

-'- 1,234 

b a t h  56 

kr r i rge  432 

Rarital Break-up 384 

Job t a r s  10,821 

3ab W n  13,135 

Sour-: Calculated f r m  the Survey of In- ud Program Participrrtim. 
Figures rhown are averages for the rnths a p t .  1983 through Dec. 1984. kc 
text for &finitiarr of events ud paprlatiau rhcwn. 



bnclurim 

In canclwiar, this papr  has fd significant correlatiarr be- 

the l i f e  events examined and t ransi t iav into and cut of mrfy. O n r d l ,  

&bout half of the truuitiarr obaervrd occur in the a m  rnth u ar, of 

Uu rLx went. urind. Job losus ud job gains account for the mst 

rajority of these tranaitiawrel8td mtr, but this is largely betaw 

mch -ti are uch m r e  #mm#r, both rnrong those making tramititxu urd 

v ~ n g  tho= r a ~ i n i n g  in thr rar poverty statw, than u e  tbe demqrrphic 

mtr anr ibred .  

Certain damgraphic events are also very likely to be usocirted wlth 

poverty transitiaas. Perhaps mot notably, 23 permnt of those 

e x p e r i a r c ~  8 m r i r J  break*, and 13 p r a n t  of thDM in f8milies with 8 

rrw w, poor in the rarth in which tb event occurred. by 

-risen, a job loss is usociated rith at& into pwerty for .bout 17 

perant  of those in families YLth tuefr lorwr. Jab g a b  mb nrriages 

r c m n t  for a h c t  the same percentage of exits frun poverty-16 percent 

and 1 4  percent, respectively-for those whose familirr experience them. 

Although our findings so far indicate a atrong association be- 

ebr ienc ing  an of these events and entering or leaving poverty, n 

believe that mch further reserrch in this rrea could f d t f u l l y  be done. 

?or example, we have yet to explore the duration of poverty apells, m d  i t s  

association with rpacific entry ud exit m t s .  ntrther, it would be 

interesting to examine -re closely those who experience inportant oventi 

.nd do not have a c)rangc in  pwerty status in the sane mnth--it wms 

likely thrt a t  least in m m  cues  tbe wets of the went may be slightly 

dery.d, naulttng in r dmge in v r t y  rutus 8 f u  rnthr later. we 

bopc to conrider of these topic8 in aur future rosearch. 
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FOOTNOTES 

I /  Both having a new baby and experiencing a death are specific cases of changes - 
in family size. All ruch cases cause pwerty thresholds to rise or fall, and 
can therefore lead to changes in pwerty status. A more general analysis 
might consider increases and decreases in family size as events that cause 
changes in needs--and possibly incomes. These broader events are not examined 
here, however. 

2/ The two employment-related events are actually defined on the basis of monthly - 
earnings rather than on reported employment status--a person has been defined 
as becoming unemployed if prior month's earnings were above $200 and this 
month's earnings are below that level, while entry into employment involves 
moving from earnings of less than $200 to earnings above that level. The 
threshold level of $200 per month was chose somewhat arbitrarily to exclude 
small amounts of earnings from casual employment activities such as baby- 
setting. It should be noted that the unemployment variable, in particular, 
does not necessarily imply continued labor force participation, but rather 
includes persons who retire, who take maternity leave, and so forth. 

31 One-fourth of the sample was interviewed each month concerning events of - 
the previous four months. As a result, only a quarter of the sample would 
experience a cross-wave transition for a given calendar month. 

41 Table 1 is taken from an earlier study by one of the authors of this paper, - 
Roberton Williams, and is based on a slightly different SIPP sample than 
the rest of the results reported in this paper. In particular, this sample 
includes 12 months rather than 16 months of data, covering the calendar year 
1984 period. It also excludes persons for whom a full year of data was not 
available. For more information on the specifics of this sample and of the 
methods used to calculate these four poverty measures, see Roberton Williams, 
"Poverty Rates and Program Participation in the SIPP and the CPS," paper 
prepared for presentation at the 1986 Joint Statistical Meetings, August 1986, 

51 See for example Mary Jo Bane and David Ellwood, "The Dynamics of Dependence - 
and the Routes to Self-Sufficiency,ll Final Report to the U.S. Department of 
Health and Human Services, Harvard University, Cambridge, Mass. 1983, and 
Greg Duncan, Richard D. Coe, and Martha S. Hill, "Some Dynamic Aspects of 
Pwerty," in Greg Duncan, ed., Years of Poverty, Years of Plenty, Institute 
for Social Research, Ann Arbor, Michigan 1984. 

61 Individuals vere defined as "becoming poor" in a given month if their family - 
incomes were below the relevant poverty threshold in that month, but above 
the thresholds in the previous month. Similarly, persons "leaving poverty" 
in a given month vere defined as those who were poor in the previous month 
but not poor in the current month. 

7 /  Our data indicate that about 11 percent of the sample experience one of these - 
six events in any given month, while about one-half of one percent experience 
two events. Less than one-tenth of one percent experience three events, and 
no one experienced four. 
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FOOTNOTES CONTINLED 
I 

81 Families becoming Poor in any given month are of course a subset of the - 
Poverty ~o~ulation as a whole for that month, so that the relatively high 

I 
Incidence of Job loss, births, and marital break-ups seen for the newly 
Poor m y  In fact explain the differences between the poor and non-poor 
populations as a *ole. I 

9/ In some cases, marital break-ups will in effect cause job losses that will - 
not appear as such in these tables, rince they may result in an exployed 
Person leaving the family. As defined here, job losses are attributed only 

I 
to families that contain a person who was employed in the previous month. 

10/ Because our poverty definition looks only at current month income, it is - 
somewhat difficult to tell from our data (at least as now tabulated) 

I 
exactly who was poor in the month prior to the occurrence of a given event. 
The estimates given here are therefore approximations only, based on the 
average number of transitions in both directions for those experiencing 

I 
each event, as well as on the average number of persons experiencing each 
event and remaining poor. These averages do not take into accout month to 
month changesin family composition that could also affect these results, 

I 
however. 

11/ Family headship is in many cases a somewhat arbitrary designation, and - 
extended-family households may be treated somewhat differently in the 

I, 
data depending on who in the household was interviewed. 

121 Since family composition is based on data for the month in which the event - 
I 

in question occurred, any woman who became a family head as the result of 
a divorce would be classified as a member of a female-headed family in that 
month, as would her children if they continued to live with her rather than 

I 
her ex-spouse. 

131 In all likelihood, however, this lower percentage of job losses results from - 
the fact that members of these families are significantly less likely to be 

I 
employed in the first place. 

14/ If the family head were to marry, the family would no longer be female-headed. - 
I 

Any marriage within female-headed families must thus have involved a dependent. 
Indeed, the very small number of marriages seen in such families may in itself 
explain this finding, since the sample of such marriages, even across all 
16 months of data, cannot be very large. 

I 
I 
I 

- / I 
I 
I - 




