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KlWRlT IN NEW YORK STATE 
1979-1989 

Poverty data from the 1990 census w e r e  recently released fo r  New York 
State on Summary Tape F i l e  3 (STF3). This report presents some of the 
findings on poverty from tha t  data set and compares them t o  camparable data 
from the 1980 census. 

Poverty data from the 1990 census re f l ec t  1989 economic conditions, not 
those in 1992. Nevertheless, these data provide an important benchmark for 
estimating trends i n  the geographic distribution and demographic 
characteris t ics  of the poverty population. Moreover, they are the  only data 
tha t  w i l l  be available for  s m a l l  geographic areas (such a s  counties, cities, 
o r  neighborhoods) un t i l  data from the year 2000 census are released. 
Census data are the most  rel iable data source available for  analyzing 
poverty among specific demographic groups (e.g. different  age categories, 
racial  and ethnic populations, o r  family compositions) . 

In 1989, 2,277,296 (13.0%) New Yorkers lived in families t ha thad  
incomes below the poverty line. According t o  the Department's 
administrative records, 9.7% of New Yorkls population received some form of 
cash public assistance during 1989. 

The 1990 census data show a modest reduction in the amount of poverty 
in New York State between 1979 and 1989 (poverty data always refer  t o  income 
received during the previous year).  In 1979, 2,298,922 New Yorkers (13 .4%) 
w e r e  poor. This amounted t o  less than a 1% reduction in the number of 
people i n  poverty and a 3% reduction i n  the  poverty rate .  The decline in 
poverty reflected the effects  of the economic boom during the second half of 
the 1980s. 

Unfortunately, for  the Department's planning needs, the data do not 
portray the  ef fec ts  of the recent, and continuing, recession. An analysis 
of another data set, the Current Population Survey, shows tha t  between 1989 
and 1990, the poverty ra te  in New York State increased by 1.7 percentage 
points -- more than four t i m e s  the amount of the decline t ha t  occuy~ed 
during the 1980s. In 1990, New York City 's  poverty ra tes  w e r e  among the 
highest ever recorded there. Given the continuing rise in public assistance 
caseloads, it is reasonable t o  expect t h a t  when the 1991 data are released, 
they w i l l  show another increase in poverty fo r  New York State. 

The decline in poverty between 1979 and 1989 occurred for many, but not 
all, demographic groups. Table 1 presents the change in the number of 
persons and families in poverty between 1979 and 1989. The number of poor 
may change because the s ize  of the to t a l  population changed. To control, or  
account, for  this, poverty rates  are presented i n  Table 2 .  Poverty rates  
portray the different  chances of being poor tha t  are experienced by various 
population groups. 



Host (53.2%) of the poor w e r e  working-age adults. While the number of 
working-age poor increased during the 1980s, the to ta l  population in  t h i s  
age range increased a t  an even faster  pace. Thus, the percentage of 
working-age adults who were poor (i.e.,their poverty rate) declined between 
1979 and 1989. 

The nmber of elderly who w e r e  poor increased by 12.7% between 1979 and 
1989. This was the largest percentage increase among a l l  of the age 
groups. In fact ,  the growth in the number of elderly poor exceeded the  rate 
of increase i n  the to t a l  elderly population. A s  a result,  the poverty rate 
for the elderly increased during the 1980s. This was the only age group t o  
experience an increased r i sk  of being i n  poverty. 

The number of New York S ta t e  children who were poor declined by more 
than 77,000 during the 1980s. The child poverty rate fell, as  w e l l .  
Nevertheless, children remained significantly more likely t o  be poor than 
people in  other age groups. Children under the age of five continued t o  
have higher poverty rates (20.6%) than children aged five through 17 
(18.3%). 

In 1989, approximately qalf of the poor population was white. (Some of 
the w h i t e s  w e r e  also Latino. ) W h i t e s ,  however, had the lowest poverty rate 
(8.7%) and w e r e  the only racial group t o  experience a decline both 
in the number of poor and in  the poverty rate during the 1980s. 

Except for w h i t e s ,  the number of poor persons i n  each race/ethnicity 
category increased between 1979 and 1989. Some of these increases appear 
quite significant. This was due, a t  least in part, t o  the growth in  the 
to ta l  population in  each of these categories. In fact ,  t o t a l  population 
figures show that  the number of African Americans i n  New York State 
increased by 19% between 1980 and 1990; Native Americans, Eskimos, and 
Aleuts increased by 58%; and Asian and Pacific Islanders increased by 123%. 
The n-r of Latinos increased by 33%. These increases were not only due 
t o  births and immigration, but also t o  the propensity of persons t o  identify 
themselves on census questionnaires as  belonging t o  a particular 
racial/ethnic category. On the other hand, the number of whites in the 
to ta l  population declined by 4% during the 1980s. 

'The census form asks people t o  select a racial identification and t o  report 
whether o r  not they are of Hispanic origin (called Latino here). Thus, a l l  
individuals w i l l  have a racial and a Latino identifier.  Poverty data 
currently available from the census do not allow the merging of these 
questions so that  poverty rates can be reported for non-Latnio w h i t e s ,  non- 
Latino African Americans, Latinos, and others. Thus, i n  Tables 1 and 2 ,  
poverty rates are presented for persons in  four racial categories, and for 
persons who said they were of Latino origin. 



The poverty rates for most racial/ethnic groups declined during the 
1980s. The African AIt?erican rate declined the most, by 3.3 percentage 
points. On the other hand, Asian and Pacific Islanders were the only 
group for which poverty rates increased during the 1980s (by 1.1 percentage 
points). However, this group still had the second lowest poverty rate 
(14.5%). The 1989 poverty rates for African Ameridcans and Native Americans 
were approximately equal, with one out of four persons living in poverty. 
This was nearly three t i m e s  the w h i t e  poverty rate. Latinos had the highest 
poverty ra te  a t  30.5%, three and one-half t imes  the white rate. 

Family Composition 

In 1989, 10.0% of all New York State families (or  454,872 families) 
were living below the poverty l ine,  d m  from 10.8% in  1979. The number of 
families in poverty declined for all types of families between 1979 and 
1989. The number of poor families with children declined by a larger 
percentage (7.0%) than the number of poor families without children (1.5%). 
The number of poor families maintained by a lrdle declined by 12.7%, while 
the number of poor families maintained by a single female declined by just 
0.6%. 

In 1989, approximately 80% of all poor families contained children; 42% 
contained children under the age of five. Sixty percent of a l l  poor 
families w e r e  maintained by single females, while 40% were maintained by 
males .  

The r isk  of being in poverty, or  poverty rates, also declined for a l l  
family types. However, poverty rates declined about three times as fast for 
male householders (-35.5%) as for single female householders (-12.0%) . 

In 1989, families with children w e r e  nearly four t imes  more likely t o  
be poor (15.8%) than families without children (4.2%).  Families w i t h  
children under the age of five were the mos t  l ikely t o  be poor (19.2%).  
Families maintained by a single female were about six t imes  more likely t o  
be poor (30.1%) than families maintained by a male (5.1%) . The highest 
likelihood of poverty was found among families with young children 
maintained by a single female: 57.2% were poor. 

z. 

~ami l i e s  can be categorized according t o  a number of dimensions. Tables 1 
and 2 present information for families with and without children under the 
age of 18, and, for those w i t h  children, for families with children under 
the age of five. Poverty figures are also presented for families maintained 
by females without a spouse present and by males ,  regardless of whether 
there was a spouse present. Thus, according t o  t h i s  categorization, female 
householders w i t h  children are single mothers, while male householders w i t h  
children may be ei ther married or single. 



Scxne of the 2.3 million poor persons in New York State in 1989 were 
living in families with incomes far below the poverty threshold. While 
13.0% ofthe state'sppulationwasbelowthepoverty line, 6.3% (or 1.1 
million persons) had incanes below 50% of the poverty line (see Table 2) . 
This meant that their families had total annual incomes of less than $4,718 
for three-person families and of less than $6,046 for four-person families. 

Another 3.6% of the state's population (636,381 persons) had incomes 
between 100% and 124% of the poverty threshold. These families are in 
substantial jeopardy of falling below the poverty line due to a small 
disruption in income or the addition of another family member. Sme of 
these families may be eligible for public assistance programs, due to income 
disregards. 

In 1989, nearly 5 million persons, or one-quarter of the statets 
population, were living in families with incanes below 185% of the poverty 
threshold. Many of these families were potentially eligible for a variety 
of publicly-funded programs, including A F E ,  school lunch, and WIC. 

According to the 1990 census, 602,196 households in New York State 
reported having received some form of cash public assistance in 1989. On 
average, these households had $4,469 in public assistance income. This 
amount had declined since 1979, when households with public assistance 
income received an average of $5,052 (in 1989 dollars). 

GEDmmHIC DISTRIBUTION OF POVEIiTY 

The poverty population is distributed quite unevenly throughout the 
state. Tables 4 and 5 present the numbers and percentages of people in 
poverty for each county in the state for 1979 and 1989. Changes in the 
numbers of poor persons reflect changes in population size or composition, 
while changes in poverty rates signify changes in the relative risk of being 
poor. 

In 1989, 61% of the state's poor population lived in New York City. 
Another 5% lived on Long Island and more than 15% lived in the counties 
containing the central cities of upstate's metropolitan areas, such as Erie 
and Monroe counties. Thus, altogether, more than 80% of the statets poor 
lived in very urban settings. Nevertheless, there were significant pockets 
of poverty in the state1 s rural areas. 

counties experiencing the greatest increase in the number of poor 
persons during the 1980s included: the Bronx (+l8,766) , Monroe (+Ill 736) , 
and Erie (+9,949). Niagra county (+3,516), B r m  county (3,459), Onondaga 
county (+3,402), and Tampkins county (+3,369) also had sizeable increases in 
poverty populations. 

Several counties experienced substantial declines in poverty 
populations between 1979 and 1989. These counties included: Suf f olk 
(-20,698), Kings (-15,943), andNassau (-15,057). New York/Manhatten also 
experienced a large decrease in its poor population (-7,957). 



As was the case in 1979, the state's highest 1989 poverty rate was in 
the Bronx (28.7%). Four other counties had poverty rates at or near the 20% 
level: Kings/Brooklyn (22.7%), St. Lawrence (20.8%), New York/Manhattan 
(20.5%), and Tampkins (18.9%). Four of the next five poorest counties were 
along the Southern Tier: Allqany (14.8%) , Cattaragus (14.0%) , Chautauqua 
(13.8%) , and S t e m  (13.5%) . The remaining county among the top ten 
poorest counties was Otsego (13.9%) . 

On the other hand, five of the ten least poor counties were in New York 
City's mburban ring: Putnam (3.6%) , Nassau (3.7%) , Suffolk (4.7%) , 
Rockland (6.4%) , ard Westchester (6.8%) . The tenth-ranking least poor 
county was Richnx,nd/Staten Island (7.8%) . TWO more counties in the least 
poor ten were in the Hudson Valley: Dutchess (5.4%) and Saratoga (5.9%) . 
The last two of the ten counties with the lowest poverty rates were Genesse 
(7.3%) and Ontario (7.4%) . 

Of the state's 62 counties, 40 exprienced declines in poverty rates 
during the 1980s, while 22 had increases. Counties with the biggest 
declines generally had quite moderate poverty rates in 1979. The five 
counties with the biggest declines in poverty rates were: Hamilton, 
Madison, Saratoga, Warren, and Washington. Four of these counties are 
contiguous. There were also notable declines in poverty in Cortland, 
Dutchess, Green, Nassau, and Ulster counties. 

The biggest increases in poverty rates during the decade occurred along 
the western edge of the state (Chautauqua, Erie, and Niagra counties). 
There were also large increases in Monroe, Tompkins, and Broome counties, 
and in Seneca and St. Lawrence counties. None of the major increases in 
poverty rates occurred in the mdson Valley or New York City metropolitan 
areas. 

DISCUSSION 

While the state as a whole experienced a modest decline in poverty 
between 1979 and 1989, specific subpopulations and geographic areas showed 
the greatest improvements in poverty rates. These groups included young 
children and their families, families maintained by male householders, and 
African American persons. Geographically, some of the greatest reductions 
in poverty rates occurred in the Glens Falls and southern Hudson Valley 
areas. 

Despite the overall trend toward improvement in the poverty situation, 
some subpopulations showed increases in the odds of being poor. These 
groups included the elderly and Asian and Pacific Islanders. Areas of the 
state showing increases in poverty rates were concentrated along the western 
edge of the state and the Southem Tier. 

More recent analyses of New York State's poverty populations can be 
conducted using successive Current Population Surveys. Such analyses are 
underway and will be available shortly. Moreover, the Department is 
investigating the feasibility of generating annual estktes of poverty 
populations for counties, since the next information for those areas will 
not be available until after the turn of the century. 



TABLE 1 

EsExaam FmEm'Y 1eomn;ATIONS 
New York State 
1979 - 1989 

1979 1989 Change % Change 

All Persons 

Race/Ethnicitv 
White 
African American 
Native American 
Asian/Pac. Is1 . 
Latino 

Families 

Without Children 
With Children 
With Children <5 

Male Householder 
With Children 
With Children <5 

Female Householder 
With Children 
With Children <5 

Source: 1980 and 1990 Censuses of Population, Sumnaary Tape Files 3A. 



~ W V E E i T Y R A T E S  
New York State 
1979 - 1989 

1979 1989 Chancre % Change 

Persons 13.4% 13 .O% -0.4 -3.0% 

Race/Ethnicity 
White 9.4 8.7 -0.7 -7.4 
African American 28.3 25.0 -3.3 -11.7 
Native American 24.6 23.5 -1.1 -4.5 
Asian/Pac. Is1 . 13.4 14.5 1.1 8.2 

Latino 33.1 30.5 -2.6 -7.6 

Families 10.8 10.0 -0.8 -7.4% 

Without Children 4.6 4.2 -0.4 -8.7 
With Children 16.4 15.8 -0.6 -3.7 
With Children <5 21.4 19.2 -2.2 -10.3 

Male Householder 7.9 5.1 -2.8 -35.5 
With Children 7.6 7.0 -0.6 -7.9 
With Children <5 n.a. 8.5 

Female Householder 34.2 30.1 -4.1 -12.0 
With Children 47.8 43.4 -4.4 -9.2 
With Children <5 n.a. 57.2 

Source: 1980 and 1990 Censuses of Population, Summary Tape Files 3A. 



RA!l'IOOFINCQMETOFuvERTYLFVEL 
New York S t a t e  - Persons 

1989 

Ratio Number Percent Cunnrmlative Percent 

Total 17,481, 762 100.0 100.0 

Source: 1990 Census of Population, Summary Ta= F i l e  3A. 



TABLE 4 

PERSON SIN^ 
BY COUNIY 

New York State 
1979 - 1989 

County 1979 1989 Chanqe % Chanqe 

New York State 

New York City 

=legany 
Bronx 
moome 
Cattaragus 
wusa 
Chautauqua 
QImw 
QIenango 
Clinton 
Columbia 
Cortland 
Delaware 
Dutchess 
Erie 
Essex 
Franklin 
FliLton 
Genesee 
Green 
Hamilton 
Herkimer 
Jefferson 
Kings 
Lewis 
Livingston 
Madison 
Monroe 
Montgomery 
Nassau 
New York 
Niagra 
Oneida 
Onondaga 
Ontario 
orange 
Orleans 
mego 
o'=ego 
Putnam 
Qu- 



County 197 9 1989 Chanqe % Chancre 

Rensselaer 
Richmond 
Rockland 
St. Lawrence 
Saratqa 
Schenectady 
Schoharie 
Schuyler 
Seneca 
Steuben 
Suf folk 
Sullivan 
T i q a  
Tompkins 
Ulster 
warren 
Washington 
Wayne 
Westchester 
Wyoming 
Yates 

Source: 1989 and 1990 Censuses of Population, Summary Tape Files 3A. 



TABLE 5 

POVEIiTYRATES-PERSONS 
BY COUMY 

New York State 
1979 - 1989 

County 197 9 1989 Change % Change 

New York State 

New York City 

MY 
AI-legany 
Bronx 
Broome 
Cattaragus 
wuga 
Chautauqua 
Chemung 
Chenango 
Clinton 
Columbia 
Cortland 
Delaware 
Dutchess 
Erie 
Essex 
Franklin 
Nton 
Genesee 
Green 
Hamilton 
Herkimer 
Jefferson 
Kings 
Lewis 
Livingston 
Madison 
Monroe 
Montgomery 
Nassau 
New York 
Niagra 
Oneida 
Onondaga 
Ontario 
orange 
Orleans 



County 197 9 1989 Chancre % Chancre 

Rensselaer 
Richmond 
Rockland 
St. Lawrence 
Saratcga 
Schenectady 
Schoharie 
Schuyler 
Seneca 
Steuben 
Suf folk 
Sullivan 
Ticqa 
Tompkins 
Ulster 
Warren 
Washington 
Wayne 
Westchester 
Wyoming 
Yates 

Source: 1989 and 1990 Censuses of Population, Sununary Tape Files 3A. 
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PKEI'ARCD BY THE 1JLI.l YORK S T A l E  DATA CEIITE EPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC D tVELOPt lEHT  
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YUGOSLAVIAN 
RACE OR H I S P A N I C  

ORIGIN m o u r s  
OIHCR GROUPS 

i BUS OR T R O L L E Y  BUS 53542 .2  
I STREETCAR/TROLLEY CAR 8  6  8  9  
i su r r r rAv  
I R A I L R O A D  
I FERRYBOAT 
I T A X I C A B  
l M O i O R C Y C L E  
1 B I C Y C L E  
I I4ALKED U N C L A S S I F I E D  OR 

IIOT REPOR 1 ED 1 0  l HER I IEAHS 
-1I4URKED A T  HOME 

4 2 6 2 7  i 4 : 0 0  V M  - 1 1 : 5 9  PM 5 0 7 1 1 7  
2 1 3 2 2 2  1 WORKED AT HOME 2 1  3 2 2 2  

P 2 7  SEX BY M A R I T A L  STATUS 
MALE F EFlAL E  

NEVER M A R R I E D  2 3 6 4 8 0 9  2 1 7 2 4 7 5  
ElARRI ED  

SFOUSE PRESENT 3 4 6  1 7  3 8  3 4 3 3 9 3 5  
SPOUSE ABSENT 

SEPARATED 1 8 4 2 4 4  2 9 8 5 4 4  
OTHER 2 1 5 8 1 6  1 7 7 8 1 2  

I J I  DOkIED 1 9 5 5 0 5  9 6 6 2 5 4  
D IVORCED 3 6 1 5 1 4  5 8 4 7 0 3  

P 6 9  N O B I L I T Y  8 SELF-CARE 
L I M I T A T I O N  STATUS 

M O B I L I T Y  L I M I T A T I O N  ONLY 1 1 1 6 0 6 2  
SELF-CARE L I t I I T A T I O t I  ONLY 4 7 4 9 9 8  
M O B I L l T Y  8 SELF-CARE 

L l t l I  T A T I O I I  3 3 5 5 4 1  
NO l l O B 1 L I T Y  OR 

SELF-CARE L I M I T A T I O N  1 1 9 6 8 4 5 4  . -i 5 OR MORE 5 4 8 6 8  5 0 0 7 7  4 7  9  1 
IMEAN V E H I C L E S  1 . 2 3  1 . 7 5  0 . 6 6  
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I . . , .  . \ . , , . .  . .  . ~ .  
F ' R E P A R ~ U  BY THE ~ t 1 . 1  YORK S I  A T E  DAIA CEIITE P A R T M E ~ ~ T  OF ECONOI~IIC DEVELOPHEE~T  -- 4 / 9 2  ' 

AREAIIAFIE: COUNT MCD: PLACE: TRACT/BNA : BG: , .................................................................................................................................... 
1 H8 THROUGH H 1 2  TEtlURE BY RACE AIiD 
I H l S P A l l I C  O R I G I N  OF HOUSEHOLDER 
I (UNIVERSE:  OCCUPIED HOUSING U I I I T S )  
I TOlAL OIdtJER RENTER 
I ~ O T A L  6 6 3 9  3 2 2  3 4 6 6 2 7 7  3 1 7 3 0 4 5  
I 
1 I4HITE 5 1 q 1 9 1 3  3 1 1 9 9 3 7  2 0 7 1 9 7 6  
I BLACK 9 6 5 3 3 0  2 3 2 5 1  5  7  1 2 8  1 5  
1 NAT AMER 1 9 6 3 4  7 1 8 3  1 2 4 5 1  
1 AS IA t I /  
I PAC I S L  1 9 8 1 3 2  7 4 0 8 2  1 2 4 0 5 0  
[  OTHER 2 8 4 3 1 3  3 2 5 6  0  2 5 1  7 5 3  
I 

COFlPL ETE LACKING 
PL IIPIB I tJG COltFL ETE 

F A C I L I T I E S  F A C I L I T I E S  
2 8 9 6 5 5 3  1 8 4 2 2  

2 9 7 9 0 8  1 4  5  1 
8 2 1 4 1 4  4 3 2 0  
4 9 8 6  1 4  4 8 6 6  
3 7 0 9 1 3  5 1 2 5  
3 2 3 0 5 2  5 4 5 0  
5 9 6 3 5 6  9 0 7 2  

1 0 6 5 3 0 3  9 9 6 3  
1 8 8 5 0 2  4 2 3 1  
1 0 0 9 2 9  4 4 4 7  

1, DETACHED 
1, ATTACHED 
2  
3 -  4  
5 -  9  

1 0  - 1 9  
2 0  - 4 9  
5 0  OR IlORE 
PIOBI L E  HONE 
OTHtR 

I t150 t1OUSE HEATING FULL 
I U I I L I T Y  GAS 
I DOITLED,  l A H K ,  OR LP GAS 
( i L E C T R I C I  l Y  
I FUCL O I L ,  KEEOSEliC, ETC 

1) ( COAL OR COKE 
I IlOOD 
1 SDl AR EfiERGY 
I OI I IEK Fl1t:L 
I 110 FUCL USED 

i HISPANIC 
1 O R I G I N  6 4 2 2 3 9  1 0 5 6 7 8  5 3 6 5 6 1  

1 ~ 2 5  YEAR STRUCIURE 
( 1 9 8 9  1 0  PIARCH 1 9 9 0  

@ 1 1 9 8 5  TO 1 9 8 8  
1 1 9 8 0  TO 1 9 8 4  
( 1 7 7 0  TO 1 9 7 9  , 1 1 9 6 0  7 0  1 9 6 9  
1 1 9 5 0  TO 1 9 5 9  
1 1 9 4 0  TO 1 9 4 9  
1 1 9 3 9  OR EARLIER 
I I l C D I A I l  YEAH 
I---------------.?.--- 

B U I L T  
7 8 8 4 8  

3 2 1 0 8 6  
2 7 8 4 6 5  
8 6 1 4 9 6  

1 0 9 7 6 2 3  
1 1 8 7 9 5 1  

8 2 2 8 4 0  

I n 7 1  PLUMBING F A C I L I T I E S  BY PERSONS PER 
I ROOM BY YEAR S l R U C l U R E  B U I L T  
I (UIJIVEESC: OCCUPIED HOUSIIIG U I I I T S )  
( C O t l F L E l E  FLUFlBIHG F A C I L I I  I F ?  
1 1 . O O  OR F EIILR PERSOIiS 
1 1 9 4 0  - IlARCH 1 9 9 0  4 0 0 3 8 8 2  
I 1 9 5 9  OR EARLIER 2 1 8 6 3 9 4  
1 1 . 0 1  FR MORE PERSONS 
I 1 9 4 0  - MARCH 1 9 9 0  2 6 0 8 7 1  
1 1 9 3 9  OR EARLIER 1 3 7 7 4 7  
I 

H43144  GROSS RENT 1 H 5 2 / 5 3  I.1ORTGAGE STATUS 
$ 0 -  9 9  1 9 0 9 2  1 Al lD SLLECTED NOHIHLY 
$ 1 0 0  - 1 4 9  1 1 7 7 8 6  1 OIIliER COS15 
: I \ ( ]  1 ~ 1 9  1 0 5 1 3 3  1 ( U I f T V f R 5 E :  S P T C I F I E D  
c, L U U  cE10 1 1  1 011111P ON t l ' l  l l I) 
$ 2 5 0  - 2 9 9  1 5 9 7 5 8  1 HOUSlNG U H I I S )  
$ 3 0 0  - 3 4 9  2 1 6 5 2 8  1 
$ 3 5 0  - 3 9 9  2 7 3 6 1 5  1 
$ 4 0 0  - 4 4 9  3 0 8 5 4 9  I I41TH A  FlORTGAGE 
$ 4 5 0  - 4 9 9  2 9 7 3 3 8  1 $ 0  - 1 9 9  
$ 5 0 0  - 5 4 9  2 6 0 9 7 1  1 $ 2 0 0  - 2 9 9  
$ 5 5 0  - 5 9 9  2 0 2 7 6 5  1 $ 3 0 0  - 3 9 9  
$ 6 0 0  - 6 4 9  1 7 8 6 8 1  1 $ 4 0 0  - 4 9 9  
$ 6 5 0  - 6 9 9  1 5 2 8 5 2  1 $ 5 0 0  - 5 9 9  
$ 7 0 0  - 7 4 9  1 2 5 2 0 9  1 $ 6 0 0  - 6 9 9  
$ 7 5 0  - 9 9 9  3 2 9 2 0 5  1 $ 7 0 0  - 7 9 9  
$ 1 0 0 0  OR IlORE 2 0 3 7 4 2  1 $ 8 0 0  - 8 9 9  
NO C A S H  u t l i r  7 8 4 6 1  1 $ 9 0 0  - 9 9 9  
EIEDIAN RCllT $ 4 8 6  1 $ 1 0 0 0  - 1 2 4 9  
NEAN HEtlT $ 5 3 8  1 $ 1 2 5 0  - 1 4 9 9  ........................... 1 $ 1 5 0 0  - 1 9 9 9  

i 2 4  SELIAGE DISPOSAL 1 $ 2 0 0 0  OR tlORE 
I 

F U B L I C  SEllER 5 7 1 6 9 1 7  I MEDIAN 
SEPTIC TANK 1 MEAtl 

OR CESSFOOL 1 4 6 0 8 7 3  1 
OTHER MCAIlS 4 9 1 0 1  1 --------------------------- (NOT MORTGAGED 

' 5 / 1 6  PCRSONS I N  HOUSEtiOLD I $ 0  - 9 9  
I $ 1 0 0  - 1 4 9  

HOUSEHOLDS1 S 1 5 0  - 1 9 9  
1 PERSOH 1 7 8 8 6 5 6 1  $ 2 0 0  - 2 4 9  
2  F'ERSOtlS 1 9 3 8 0 5 6 1  $ 2 5 0  - 2 9 9  
3  PtRSOl lS 1 1 2 6 4 3 1 1  $ 3 0 0  - 3 4 9  
4  PERSONS 9 8 3 7 6 9 1  S 3 5 0  - 3 9 9  
5 PERSOtlS 4 8 5 0 4 3 1  $ 4 0 0  OR ftORE 
6  PERSOIJS 1 8 4 8 3 2 1  
7  OR IlORE PERSONS 1 2 7 6 4 7 1  MEDIAN 
TOrAL HOUSEHOLDS 6 6 3 4 4 5 6  1 MEAN 

i l i 5  URBAH AIjD RURAL HOUSING UI4I TS i LACKIEIG COElPLErE PLUMBING F A C I L  I T 1  ES 
I URBAll 5 9 9  7 4 9 5  1 1 . 0 0  OR FCbJER PLRSONS 
I lli URBANIZED AREA 5 5 6 5 8 5 6  ' I Ill OTHER URBAN AREA 4 3 1 6 3 9  
1 RURAL 1 2 2 9 3 9 6  
I I-ARM 2 6 7 8 0  
I EIOIJFARI.1 1 2 0 2 6 1 6  9 I-------------------------------- 
( H 3 1 / 3 2 / 3 3  BEDROOMS 
1 TOTAL ---OCCUPIED 

I 1 9 6 0  - I1ARCH 1 9 0 0  
1 1 9 3 9  OR EAELIER 
1 1 . 0 1  OR FlORE F'ERSOllS 
1 1 9 4 0  - IlARCH 1 9 9 0  
1 1 9 3 9  OR EARLIEE 

11123 SOURCE 
U N I T S - -  VACANT l 

UNI r s  o ~ . ! t i t ~  RL~II  ER UNI ~ S ~ F U B L I C  S Y S T E M  OR ' 1 NOIIE 3 2 6 2 2 8  2 7 9 5 8  2 6 0 3 4 4  3 7 9 2 6  1 PRIVATE COIIPANY 6 3 2 9 4 4 6  
11 1 5 2 6 5 5 1  1 9 1 6 2 0  1 2 0 1 0 1 9  1 3 3 9 1 2 I I I l D I V I D U A L  lJELL 
12  1 9 3 2 6 1 0  6 3 5 2 1 1  1 1 0 9 4 9 0  1 8 7 9 0 9 1  DRILLED 7 0 3 2 9 5  

2 2 3 8 0 8 2  1 5 8 9 7 8 2  4 9 1 8 5 6  1 5 6 4 4 4 1  DUG 1 2 1 0 3 7  
9 0 9 7 8 5  7 7 3 2 8 8  8 4 7 6 7  517301SOMC OTHER SOURCE 7 3 1 1 3  

15 OR MORE 2 9 3 6 3 5  2 4 8 4 1 8  2 5 5 6 9  1 9 6 4 8  I 
-I----------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

l H 5 0  HOUSEHOLD I t ICOt lE I N  1 9 8 9  BY GROSS RENT AS A  PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLD 
I lHCOP1E I N  1 9 8 9  (U t i IVERSE:  S P E C I F I E D  RENTER OCCUPIED HOUSING U N I T S )  
I ---------- PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLD I I ICOI IE-- - - - - - - -  NOT 
1 IHCOIIE 0 - 1 9 %  2 0 - 2 4 %  2 5 - 2 9 %  3 0 - 3 4 %  3 5 + %  COMPUTED 
l l E S S  THAN $ 1 0 , 0 0 0  1 3 6 6 8  2 4 3 7 3  5 2 2 0 4  4 1 3 7 6  5 7 0 1 7 3  1 0 1 5 1 7  ' I S l O . 0 0 0  - 1 9 , 9 9 9  5 3 6 2 9  5 7 9 9 0  8 4 6 9 0  8 6 0 2 4  3 1  1 8 2 4  1 8 5 0 8  
I$ZO,OOO - 3 4 , 9 9 9  2 5 0 6 8 3  I 7 6 5 2 3  1 3 3 5 4 6  7 8 1 5 2  1 1 7 5 6 6  1 9 8 4  7  

- 1 $ 3 5 , 0 0 0  - 4 9 , 9 9 9  2 9 4 4 2 7  7 8 5 1 2  3 8 7 1 5  1 9 5 6 7  2 0 5 2 8  1 0 3 7 3  - .  . I $ 5 0 , 0 0 0  OR MORE 4 1 3 4 6 9  4 4 4 3 2  1 8 5 5 4  7 9 9 4  1 0 2 6  1 0 6 8 4  
ITOTAL U N I T S  1 0 2 5 8 7 6  3 8 1 8 3 0  3 2 7 7 0 9  2 3 3 1 1 3  1 0 2 1 1 1 7  1 6 0 9 2 9  
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SELECTED 1990 CENSUS DATA 

Data from the 1990 decennial census will be vital to the administration and 
planning of social services pro a m  in New York State. Indeed, the census is the P only source of local-level data or several critical indicators of social well-being, such 
as the number of persons in poverty. 

This packet of information contains some of the first data available from the 
1990 census for your county. Four tables are enclosed, along with a summary of 
state-level findings. Additionally, the packet includes some background information 
on the census and a schedule for future releases of census da ta  

The attached tables were produced by the department and by the New York 
State Data Center in the Department of Economic Development. In addition to the 
data for your county, information for the state as a whole is included. The first two 
tables provide information on demographic characteristics and family composition 
for both 1980 and 1990. For your convenience, the amount of change over the 
decade has been calculated for your countv, for the state, and for several other 
comparison areas. The third table contaik more detaded 1990 data for your 
county. The same information is presented in the fourth table for the state as a 
whole. 

F I N D I ~ ~ G S  FROM THE 100% DATA 

o Yew York State's population grew slowly (2.5%) during the 1980s. New York 
City grew faster (3.5%) than the rest of the state (1.7%). Very rural areas, 
however, had the fastest rate of population growth (5.3%). 

o WMe 52% of the state's population was female, the male population increased 
faster (3.4%) than the female population (1.6%). 

o During the 1980s' the state's non-Hispanic white population declined (-5.7%), 
while the black (11.8%), Hispanic (33.3%)' and other races (93.1%) 
populations grew substantially. Nevertheless, the state's population remains 
predominantly white (69%). 

o Although the number of households in New York State grew by 4.7%' the 
number of families remained essentially stable. 

o The growth in households was concentrated in nonfamily households (13.3%), 
those units containing a single individual or two or more individuals who were 
not related by blood. marriage, or adoption. The number of families grew at a 
faster rate in rural areas than in urban areas. 

o Half of all family households contained children. bfost (70%) of the families 
with children were married couple families. One quarter were families 
maintained by single mothers and 5% were families maintained by single 
fathers. Nevertheless, the number of single father households nearly doubled 
over the course of the decade while the number of married couple families with 
children actually declined. 



o The number of families maintained by single mothers continued to grow during 
the 1980s, but the rate of increase slowed substantially from the rapid pace set 
during the 1970s. Between 1980 and 1990, these families increased by just 
16.6%, compared with a growth rate of 71% during the 1970s. 

o The average family size in New York State was 3.22 persons. When all 
households, including nonfamily households, were considered, the average 
household size was 2.63 persons. 

o In 1990, the median, or "average," value of an owner-occupied housing unit in 
New York State was $131,600. The median contract rent (excluding any 
additional cost for utilities and fuels) was $428 per month. 

o According to the 1990 census, there were 7,226,891 housing units in New York 
State. Nearly half (48%) of these housing units were owner-occupied and 44% 
were renter occupied. Eight percent of all units were vacant. 

o Over half a million New Yorkers were living in group quarters in 1990. The 
two most common group quarters settings were college dormitories and nursing 
homes. 

o Over 43,000 persons were counted as being homeless. The census count of the 
homeless includes only those individuals found in shelters or visible on the 
street during the night of March 20, 1990. 



Every 10 ears the Census Bureau enumerates all of the people and housing 
units in the hnited States. The information gathered by the census provides a 
snapshot of the population, including its socioeconomic and housing characteristics. 
Census data are used in planning, distributing funds, and making programmatic 
decisions. 

Census forms are mailed to most households in the U.S. for individuals to 
complete and mail back. Thus, the census is a do-it-yourself count. A core set of 
questions are asked of all households -- called the 100% data. Approximately 17% 
of all households receive an additional set of questions -- the sample data. 

The Census Bureau goes to Fea t  lengths to assure the confidentiality of the 
reports that it receives. In no mtance will information be released that could 
identify specific individuals. 

Tabulations are prepared for a variety of geographic units. Much of the 100% 
data will be available for areas as small as blocks. Sample data are not reliable for 
blocks, so tabulations from those data are presented for block groups, census tracts, 
and larger geographic units. The geographic units for which data are potentially 
available include: 

United States 
States, including Puerto Rico 
Counties 
Minor Civil Divisions (MCDs). Legal subdivisions of 

counties, called towns or townships in many states. 
Incorporated places (cities, villages, etc.) 
American Indian reservations 
Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs). One or more counties 

which include a large ~ o ~ u l a t i o n  nucleus and nearbv 
communities that h>v; ihigh degree of interaction.' 

Urbanized Areas (UAs). A central citv and surrounding urban 
fringe that together have a populaiion of 50,000 or i o r e  
with a population density exceeding 1,000 people/square mile. 

Urban/Rural. Urban includes all persons living in urbanized 
areas and places of more than 2,500, while rural includes all others. 

Censrcs Tracts. Small locally defined statistical areas in metropolitan 
areas, generally with a population of 4,000. 

Block ;Vumbering Areas (BNAs). Groups of blocks in areas without 
census tracts. 

Block groups. Groupings of blocks within census tracts and BNAs. 
Blocks 



The data items that were collected are presented in Table 1. The questions were 
similar to those asked in 1980, both because they continue to provlde important 
information about the population and because it is desirable to be able to assess 
change over the decade. 

Table 1 
CENSUS CONTENT 

Population 

Household Relationship 
Sex 
Race 
Age 
Marital status 
Hispanic origin 

Population 

Social Charactektics: 

Housing 

Number of Units in Structure 
Number of rooms in unit 
Tenure-owned or rented 
Value of home or monthly rent 
Congregate housing 
Vacancy characteristics 

Housing 

Year moved into residence 
Education -- enrollment and attainment Number of bedrooms 
Place of birth, citizenship Plumbing and kitchen facilities 
Ancestry, Year of entry to U.S. Telephone in unit 
Language spoken at home Vehicles available 
hligration (residence in 1985) Heating fuel 
Disability, work and transportation Source of water, method of 

sewage disposal 
Fertility Year structure built 
Veteran status Condominium status 

Farm residence 
Shelter costs, including utilities 

Economic Characteristics: 
Labor force 
Occupation, industry, and class of worker 
Place of work and journey to work 
Work e'xperience in 1989 
Income in 1989 
Poverty status in 1989 
Year last worked 

'U.S. Deoartrnent of Commerce. Bureau of the Census. 



Census data are released on a variety of media: printed reports, computer tapes, 
microfiche, on-line data systems, laser (compact) discs, and flexible dskettes for 
microcomputers. In general, 100% data are released before sample data and 
computer tapes are released several months before printed reports. 
ta es are also released three to four weeks before laser discs (CD-R?~f?~~ P re eased. 

Most data products contain redefined sets of tables for fixed geo aphic areas. D != Only the Public Use Minodata ample (PUMS) tape differs from this ormat. 

T a ~ e  Products 

The first data released from the 1990 census were 100% population counts by 
age and race and Hispanic o r i p  and housing counts, used in Congressional 
reapportionment and in local legslative redistricting. This tape 61e (P.L 94-171) 
was released in February 1991. 

The next data to be released were the 100% items (age, sex, race, Hispanic 
origin, marital status, household relationships, value of home or monthl rent aid, 
and number of rooms in unit). This tape, Summary Tape File 1 (S TI! 1) be 
released in four files, differing in terms of geograpbc coverage. To date, STF 14 
containing information for states and subsetting geographic units down to the block 
group level, and STF lB, including data for blocks, have been released for New 
York State. 

STF 2 contains 100% information on the same topics covered by STF 1, but the 
tabulations contain greater detail. In particular, all tabulations are shown for the 
total population and for specific racial and Hispanic origin portions of the 
population. STF 2 has also been released. 

S T  3 will provide the first release of the sample, or long-form questionnaire, 
information (education, ancestry, language, disability, occupation, income and 
poverty, year moved into residence, number of bedrooms, etc.). STF 3 will also be 
released in a series of files covering different geographies. STF 3A will contain data 
for States and subsetting geograph~es down to the block group level. It is scheduled 
for release this March. 

STF 4 will contain sample o ulation and housing data in more detail than in 
STF 3, with tables for raciaf hispanic origin, and possibly selected ancestry 
population groups. STF 4 4  scheduled for release in late 1992, will provide data for 
census tracts (or block numbering areas) in Metropolitan Statistical Areas and for 
counties and places in the remainder of the state. STF 4B, also due for release in 
late 1992, will provide data for the State, urban and rural areas, counties, and Minor 
Civil Divisions of 2,500 or more inhabitants 

The PUMS file. to be released in 1993, contains a sample of individuals with all 
of their demographic, economic, social, and housing characteristics. Individual 
records on the PUMS are identified by number; all names and addresses have been 
deleted. This tape is used primarily by researchers to answer detailed uestions. 

containing at least 100,000 individuals. 
9 The smallest unit of geography on the PUMS is the county group, or sm ler area, 



Printed ReqortS 

Three series of printed will be issued from the 1990 census. These series 
will be titled 1990 ulation and Housing, 1990 Census of Population, 
and 1990 Census of horn the data on the census tapes, each of 
these series will have reports containin 100% data and reports containing sample 
data. Altogether, these three series wil f include 30 individual reports. In addition, 
40 subject reports on specific population and housing topics will be prepared. 

To date, one rinted re ort has been released for New York State: Summary E Population and I!ousing C aracteristia. This report contains some of the 100% 
data found on STF 1A for the state, counties, minor civil divisions, and places. It 
can be obtained through the Government Printing Office. 

Access 

The department will provide relevant information horn the 1990 census to you, 
as it becomes available. 



Atrachment  5 

CHANGE I N  COUNTY P O P U L A T I O N  C H A R A C T E R I S T I C S :  1980  AND 1990  

- - 

* * *  NEW YORK STATE * * *  

- - - COMPARISON AREAS - - - - - - - - - - -  . . . . - . . . 
VFRY RURAL 

7 CCIANGF 
- . .- 

RIJRAI. 
X CtlANGE 
- - - - . - . . 

4 4  

5 5 
3 3 

2 . 3  
4 9 . 2  
8 2 . 9  
5 4 . 4  

- 9  3 
1 4 . 6  
1 6 . 4  

6  
- 1 4 . 2  
- 7 8 . 4  

- 8 . 7  
- 4 1 . 9  

3 1 . 9  
- . 2  

- 3 . 3  
7 . 2  

1 9 . 7  
2 1 . 8  

- - - - - - - - - -  COUNTY ROS URBAN 
% CHANGE 
- - - - - . - - 

T O T A L  PERSONS 1 7 . 5 5 8 . 0 7 2  

S E X  : 

RACE 

AGE : 

M A L E S  8 . 3 3 8 . 7 4 7  
FEMALES 9 . 2 1 9 . 3 2 5  

W H I T E  1 3 . 2 1 1 . 5 1 6  
B L A C K  2 , 2 9 8 , 6 7 2  
H I S P A N I C  1 . 6 6 0 . 9 0 1  
OTHER 3 8 6 , 9 8 3  

UNDER 1 2 3 8 . 0 3 1  
1 TO 2 4 4 7 . 7 3 3  
3 TO 5 6 6 2 . 0 2 5  
6 TO 9 9 5 9 , 7 9 5  

1 0  TO 13 1 , 1 0 6 , 8 3 7  
14 TO 17 1 . 2 7 4 . 4 2 4  
18 TO 2 1  1 . 2 5 3 . 6 7 5  
2 2 T O 2 9  2 . 3 1 6 . 8 6 9  
3 0  TO 4 4  3 , 4 1 2 . 2 8 4  
4 5  TO 5 9  2 , 8 8 5 . 5 1 6  
6 0  TO 6 4  8 4 5 . 3 6 2  
65 TO 7 4  1 , 2 9 3 . 0 3 2  
7 5  TO 8 4  6 7 2 . 0 4 6  
8 5  & OLDER 1 9 0 . 4 4 3  

THE COMPARISON COLUMN H E A D I N G S  ARE D E F I N E D  AS FOLLOWS: 

NY S T A T E  - -  NY C I T Y  A N 0  THE 5 7  R E S T - O F - S T A T E  C O U N T I E S  
NY C I T Y  - -  THE 5 COUNTIES/BOROUGI-IS OF NY C I T Y  (BRONX, K I N G S .  NY C I T Y ,  OUEENS. & R IC I IMOND)  
ROS - -  5 7  R E S T - O F - S T A T E  C O U N T I E S  O U T S I D E  OF NY C I T Y  
ROS URBAN - -  R E S T - O F - S T A T E  C O U N T I E S  WHICH HAVE A TOTAL 1990  P O P U L A T I O N  E(31JAL TO OR GREATER T I iAN 7 0 0 . 0 0 0  
RORAL - -  R E S T - O F - S T A T E  C O U N T I E S  WHICH WAVE A 1990  POPUL.ATI0N RELOW 2 0 0 . 0 0 0  
VERY RURAL - -  RURAL ROS C O U N T I E S  I N  WHICH AT L E A S T  70% OF T l iE  1980 P O P U L A T I O N  R E S I D E D  I N  R lJRA l  CFNSlJS TRACTS 



F A M I L I E S  A N 0  HOUSEHOLDS: 1 9 8 0  AND 1 9 9 0  

* * *  NEW YORK STATE * * *  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  COMPARISON AREAS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
- - - - - - - - - -  COUNTY - - - - - - - - - -  NY STATE NY C I T Y  ROS ROS lJRBAN RURAL VERY RURAL 
1 9 8 0  1 9 9 0  % CHANGE X CHANGE 96 CHANGE % CHANGE % CHANGE % CHANGE "/.CHANGE 

l O T A L  
F A M I L I E S  4 . 4 6 8 . 0 3 1  4 , 4 8 9 . 3 1 2  .5  . 5  - 2 . 0  2 . 1  . 8  5 . 2  6 . 5  

T O T A L  
I l O I I S E t i O L D S  6 . 3 4 5 . 9 5 1  

HOUSFt i01 .0  TYPE : 

M A R R I E D - C O U P L E  I1t i  
W I  T I 1  C H I L D R E N  1 , 7 3 1 . 7 6 8  
N O  C H I L D R E N  1 . 7 6 4 . 8 4 8  

M A L E  -HEADED WH 
W I T t i  C H I  L D 3 E N  5 6 . 4 0 5  
NO C H I L D R E N  1 1 5 . 2 2 5  

F F M A L E  HEADED I i t i  
W I  T t i  C H I  L D R F N  4 7 3 . 0 8 9  
NO C l t I L D R E N  1 1 5 . 2 2 5  

THE COMPARISON COLUMN H E A D I N G S  ARE D E F I N E D  AS FOLLOWS: 

N Y  S T A T E  - -  NY C I T Y  AND THE 57 R E S T - O F - S T A T E  C O U N T I E S  
NY C I T Y  - -  THE 5 COUNTIES/BOROUGHS OF NY C I T Y  (BRONX. K I N G S .  NY C I T Y .  QUEENS. & RICt tMONO) 
RO S  - -  5 7  R E S T - O F - S T A T E  C O U N T I E S  O U T S I D E  OF NY C I T Y  
ROS URBAN - -  R E S T - O F - S T A T E  C O U N T I E S  WHICH HAVE A  TOTAL 1 9 9 0  P O P U L A T I O N  EQUAL TO OR GREATER THAN 7 0 0 . 0 0 0  
RURAL - -  R E S T - O F - S T A T E  C O U N T I E S  WHICH HAVE A  1 9 9 0  P O P U L A T I O N  BELOW 2 0 0 . 0 0 0  
VERY RURAL - -  RURAL ROS C O U N T I E S  I N  WHICH AT L E A S T  70% OF THE 1 9 8 0  F O P U L A T I O N  R E S I D E D  I N  RURAL C f N S U S  l R A C T S  
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